Methods
The Search Process
In order to conduct a thorough examination of the literature, eight electronic databases were selected for use. A database search of published literature dating from January 2016 to April 2026 was conducted. Seven electronic databases were selected for this purpose: ScienceDirect, JSTOR, ProQuest, PsycINFO, PsycARTICLES, EBSCOhost, and Google Scholar.
Search terms were developed using Boolean operators and truncations to maximise retrieval. Core search strings included combinations of: “eating disorder” OR “anorexia nervosa” OR “bulimia nervosa”* “family therapy” OR “family-based treatment” OR “Maudsley” OR “multifamily therapy” “experience” OR “perception*” OR “lived experience” OR “qualitative”* “adolescent” OR “young people” OR “child*”*
Reference lists of included papers were also hand-searched to identify any additional relevant studies. Grey literature was excluded because the review focused on peer-reviewed empirical evidence.

Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria
Studies were selected according to predefined inclusion and exclusion criteria.
Inclusion criteria:
· Published between January 2016 – April 2026
· Peer-reviewed journal articles
· Qualitative empirical design (e.g., interviews, focus groups, thematic analysis, IPA)
· Focus on family therapy / family-based interventions (including FBT, Maudsley, multifamily therapy)
· Participants included young people with eating disorders and/or their families
· English language publications
Exclusion criteria:
· Quantitative-only studies
· Reviews, meta-analyses, editorials, or commentaries
· Adult-only samples (unless family therapy is delivered within youth services)
· Studies not focused on treatment/intervention experience
· Non-peer-reviewed literature
Following screening, six papers met the inclusion criteria.

Quality Assessment, Screening and Coding
Screening followed a staged approach aligned with the guidance of systematic reviews.
· Title screening - removal of clearly irrelevant studies
· Abstract screening - assessment against inclusion criteria
· Full-text review - eligibility confirmation
· Quality appraisal - CASP checklist applied
· Data extraction and coding - thematic synthesis preparation

The six studies included in the final synthesis are summarised below in Table 1.

Table 1: Summary characteristics of studies reporting Experiences of Family Therapy for Eating Disorders
	Study
	Country
	Study Design
	Data Collection Method
	Sample

	Brinchmann & Krvavac (2021)
	Norway
	Qualitative
	Semi-structured interviews
	Young adult women + families in multifamily therapy

	Conti et al. (2017)
	Australia
	Qualitative
	In-depth interviews
	Adolescents with AN receiving Maudsley/FBT

	Coopey & Johnson (2022)
	UK
	Qualitative
	Interviews
	Young people in inpatient FT & MFT

	Gao et al. (2025)
	USA
	Qualitative pilot study
	Semi-structured interviews
	Adolescents receiving FBT

	Medway et al. (2019)
	Australia
	Qualitative narrative study
	Interviews
	Adolescents + parents in FBT

	Nilsen et al. (2021)
	Norway
	Qualitative thematic analysis
	Family interviews / reflections
	Families in inpatient FBT programme




Two appraisal instruments were utilised: PRISMA-P (Moher et al., 2015) to guide transparent reporting of the search and selection process (Figure 1) and CASP Qualitative Checklist (2018) to assess methodological rigour, credibility, and relevance (Table 2).  
Table 2: CASP Qualitative Appraisal 
	Study
	Clear Aims
	Appropriate Methodology
	Research Design
	Recruitment Strategy
	Data Collection
	Reflexivity
	Ethical Issues
	Data Analysis
	Findings Clear
	Value

	Brinchmann & Krvavac (2021)
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	Partial
	✔
	✔
	✔
	High

	Conti et al. (2017)
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	High

	Coopey & Johnson (2022)
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	Partial
	✔
	✔
	✔
	High

	Gao et al. (2025)
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	Limited
	✔
	✔
	✔
	Moderate–High

	Medway et al. (2019)
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	High

	Nilsen et al. (2021)
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	✔
	Partial
	✔
	✔
	✔
	High


Key: ✔ = Criterion met
Overall, all six studies were deemed methodologically robust, with minor limitations relating primarily to reflexivity reporting and sample size in pilot work.

Figure 1: PRISMA-P Flow chart      
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