Supplementary Table 1. Feedback and Revisions - Information Sheet, Second Round
	No
	Section
	Comment
	Reflected
	Response

	1
	Preface
	In the sentence “If you have read this explanation and agree to participate in the survey, please click the ‘Agree’ button to proceed,” it may be easier to read if the line is indented and set as a new paragraph.
	✓
	Indented the beginning of the sentence.

	2
	Purpose
	In the first line, some participants may feel uncomfortable with the word “healthy.” Would it be better to simply use “citizens”?
	✓
	Revised to “citizens.”

	3
	Purpose
	In line 4, the phrase “to give consent” feels somewhat technical. Expressions such as “to consent” or “to indicate willingness to agree” may be more commonly used.
	✓
	Revised to “I consent.”

	4
	Purpose
	In line 6, the text states “when you reach the age of 16,” but some readers may wonder why it is 16 and not 18. It might be helpful to add an annotation, for example, “in accordance with Article X of the national research ethics guidelines.”
	✓
	Added explicit reference to the Ethical Guidelines for Medical and Health Research Involving Human Subjects as the basis for “age 16.” Revised the text to: “According to the Ethical Guidelines for Medical and Health Research Involving Human Subjects, when children aged 16 or older participate in research, they are required to express their own willingness to participate (this is referred to as self-consent).”

	5
	Purpose
	In line 10, the phrase “opinions have not often been sought” may give a negative impression, as if opportunities were deliberately denied despite ongoing discussions. Replacing it with “there have been few opportunities” may leave a more positive impression on readers.
	✓
	Revised to: “there have been few opportunities to hear opinions.”

	6
	Purpose
	In line 10, the sentence “However, regarding this issue, the opinions of research participants and the general public have not often been sought” could be revised to “the opinions of research participants and the general public have not often been sought* (wa)**” to more clearly contrast with “discussions among researchers.”
	✓
	Addressed through the revision in No. 5.

	7
	Methods
	In line 7, the phrase “please refrain” may feel too weak, given that distress caused by questions about mothers, children, or bullying could be severe. A stronger expression such as “please stop” would encourage respondents more firmly to discontinue if they feel discomfort.
	✓
	Revised to: “If you feel uncomfortable or distressed, please discontinue your response.”

	8
	Research Information
	The section titled “Inquiries from research participants” may be unnecessary, since this is an explanatory document; it might not be essential to include a description of inquiries from participants.
	✗
	In general, your comment is valid. However, as this survey is planned as a web-based questionnaire for registered monitors, the researchers will not have access to the participants’ personal information. Therefore, direct inquiries to the researchers cannot be made in this setting.






Supplementary Table 2. Feedback and Revisions - Questionnaire, Second Round
	No
	Section
	Comment
	Reflected
	Response

	1
	Confirmation Statement
	In line 4, instead of “nado de areba” (“if such as”), the expression “nado no you de areba” (“if it is such as”) would make the sentence flow better.
	✓
	Revised as suggested.

	2
	Confirmation Statement
	In line 5, “if you feel distressed or uncomfortable during the survey” may be more natural if revised to “if you feel distressed or if it becomes too difficult during the survey.”
	✓
	Revised to “if you feel distressed or if it becomes too difficult during the survey.”

	3
	Confirmation Statement
	In line 6, the phrase “it is acceptable if you discontinue” could be strengthened to “please discontinue.”
	✓
	Revised to “please discontinue.”

	4
	Scenario Setting
	Since the mother’s proxy consent is taken as a premise, should the questionnaire also mention the existence of a “do not consent” option?
	✓
	Added the sentence in the scenario: “If you agree, the collected information may also be used for future research or product development (no specific plans are currently determined).”

	5
	Q1
	For item (ka), “after being diagnosed with diabetes” might give the impression that the respondent personally has diabetes. A clearer expression could be “if you were diagnosed with diabetes, after that point…”
	✓
	Revised to “if you were diagnosed with diabetes, after that point.”

	6
	Q2
	Some participants felt discomfort that the re-consent age of 16 is not explicitly listed among the options. (In addition, there may be situations where students cannot enter high school due to illness or family circumstances.) It may be better to include options such as “16 years (age of re-consent),” “17 years,” and “adult (18+ years).”
	✓
	Your point regarding diverse circumstances at age 16 and above is valid. Following the age categories specified in the research ethics guidelines, the option for ages 16–18 was expressed as “16 years and older.”

	7
	Q2,3
	The assumption seems to be that participants first choose “I would like to know” or “I would not like to know.” Based on that choice, the flow could then continue to ask “If you would like to know, when?”
	✗
	Due to the total number of questions, we included response options such as “There is no need to be informed / I do not want to be told” and “I do not want to know.” We appreciate your understanding.

	8
	Q4-16
	In the example scale, “1 = okay” is on the left and “7 = scared” is on the right. It may be clearer if the numbers increase from left to right, so that larger numbers correspond to stronger intensity.
	✓
	The current example display reflects the specifications of the web-survey platform currently contracted by our laboratory. In the actual survey, we will contract with a different survey company, and at that time we will ensure that items such as “numbers” are not shown, in order to avoid giving respondents preconceptions or undue influence.

	9
	Q4-16
	There may be cases where respondents “do not feel the presented emotion.” In such cases, it could be difficult to answer. It may be better to label the midpoint “4” as “neither / do not feel.”
	✓
	Same as the response to Comment No. 8.

	10
	Q17
	The underlining in the response options is important; it might be easier to read if the lines were made slightly thicker.
	✓
	In the survey, we will ensure that bolded text is displayed clearly for readability.

	11
	Q17
	For item (u), it is somewhat difficult to visualize. A more concrete example would be helpful.
	－
	As it is very difficult to set appropriate response options, we would like to discuss this together with everyone at the feedback meeting.

	12
	Q17
	The specific meaning or image is unclear. What is the difference between research and product development, and what necessity or irrelevance does it have for respondents? Are academic research and commercial development distinct, overlapping, or ambiguously divided? It feels like it may depend on the case.
	－
	

	13
	Q17
	There should also be an option such as “either is fine.”
	✗
	We consider “either is fine” to be closer in nuance to “not very necessary” (i.e., not requiring explicit consent). In addition, Japanese respondents tend to select options such as “neither” or “either is fine” when available. Therefore, we would like participants to answer by choosing either “necessary” or “not necessary.”

	14
	Q19
	It may be more effective to ask Q19 first, and then direct those who selected “a very serious problem” or “somewhat a problem” to answer Q18.
	✓
	Q18 and Q19 were swapped. After revision, respondents who select “a very serious problem” or “somewhat a problem” in Q18 will then be shown Q19. As a result, the number of options in Q19 was also reduced to three.

	15
	Q19
	Would it be possible to present what is considered problematic in actual practice (under the research ethics guidelines)? For example, in reality, research participants rarely have opportunities to be informed about secondary use of their data.
	✓
	If we explicitly state what researchers consider problematic, it may bias respondents’ answers. Therefore, we prefer to present the current situation and then ask whether participants consider it problematic.



