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Supplementary Table. Responses to the survey among Danish and Italian participants.
 

	
	Danish respondents
	Italian respondents

	Have you ever heard of human provocation models in migraine research?
	Yes (28%, n = 68)
No (61%, n = 146)
Not sure (11%, n = 26)
	Yes (2%, n = 2)
No (92%, n = 113)
Not sure (7%, n = 8)

	How would you rate your understanding of how these models contribute to migraine research?
	I have no knowledge of them (38%, n = 86)
I've heard of them but don't know how they work 
(11%, n = 26)
I have some understanding of them (30%, n = 69)
I understand them well (21%, n = 47)
	I have no knowledge of them (70%, n = 85)
I've heard of them but don't know how they work (9%, n = 11)
I have some understanding of them (11%, n = 13)
I understand them well (10%, n = 12)

	What do you think are the potential benefits of migraine provocation studies? 
(Select all that apply)
	Developing new treatments (80%, n = 179)
Better understanding of migraine mechanisms 
(90%, n = 202)
Improving diagnostic methods (44%, n = 98)
Other (2%, n = 5)
	Developing new treatments (69%, n = 83)
Better understanding of migraine mechanisms 
(68%, n = 82)
Improving diagnostic methods (31%, n = 37)
Other (3%, n = 3)

	What concerns, if any, do you have about participating in a study of provoking migraine? 
(Select all that apply)
	Experiencing an attack of severe migraine 
(67%, n = 151)
Uncertainty about the long-term effects of the provocation (42%, n = 95)
Lack of adequate pain relief after the provoked attack (54%, n = 121)
Feeling like a 'test subject' rather than a patient 
(11%, n = 24)
 No concerns (12%, n = 27)
Other (5%, n = 12)
	Experiencing an attack of severe migraine 
(57%, n = 66)
Uncertainty about the long-term effects of the provocation (36%, n = 42)
Lack of adequate pain relief after the provoked attack (48%, n = 56)
Feeling like a 'test subject' rather than a patient 
(9%, n = 11)
 No concerns (11%, n = 13)
Other (7%, n = 8)

	Would you consider participating in a migraine provocation study if you were offered appropriate medical supervision and treatment?
	Yes, without hesitation (18%, n = 40)
Yes, but only under specific conditions (e.g. guarantee of
pain relief) (47%, n = 105)
No, I would not be willing to participate (29%, n = 64)
Other (9%, n = 21)
	Yes, without hesitation (8%, n = 9)
Yes, but only under specific conditions (e.g. guarantee of pain relief) (48%, n = 55)
No, I would not be willing to participate (43%, n = 49)
Other (4%, n = 5)

	What would be your main motivation for participating in such a study?
(Select all options that apply)
	Helping to promote research on migraine (77%, n = 171)
Contributing to the development of better treatments 
(77%, n = 170)
Receiving medical evaluation and assistance 
(28%, n = 61)
Financial compensation (13%, n = 29)
Other (6%, n = 14)
	Helping to promote research on migraine (59%, n = 65)
Contributing to the development of better treatments (58%, n = 64)
Receiving medical evaluation and assistance 
(34%, n = 38)
Financial compensation (14%, n = 16)
Other (12%, n = 13)

	Do you think migraine provocation models are ethically acceptable in research?
	Yes, they are essential for scientific progress 
(46%, n = 101)
Yes, but only if strict ethical guidelines are followed 
(57%, n = 124) 
No, I believe they are unethical (3%, n = 6)
Other (6%, n = 13)
	Yes, they are essential for scientific progress 
(24%, n = 25)
Yes, but only if strict ethical guidelines are followed (67%, n = 71)
No, I believe they are unethical (4%, n = 4)
Other (8%, n = 9)

	How much do you trust researchers conducting studies on the provocation of migraine?
	I trust them completely (8%, n = 9)
I trust them mostly (29%, n = 31)
I am neutral (46%, n = 49)
I trust them partially (13%, n = 14) 
I do not trust them (3%, n = 3)
	I trust them completely (32%, n = 70)
I trust them mostly (35%, n = 77)
I am neutral (25%, n = 55)
I trust them partially (7%, n = 15)
I do not trust them (1%, n = 2)

	What information would you like to receive before you decide to participate in a
migraine provocation study? 
(Select all that apply)
	Detailed explanation of the substances used to induce migraine (80%, n = 173)
The expected severity and duration of the provoked migraine (80%, n = 173)
The available pain relief options after the provocation (82%, n = 177)
The potential long-term effects of participation 
(73%, n = 159)
The right to withdraw from the study at any time 
(69%, n = 150)
Other (5%, n = 10)
	Detailed explanation of the substances used to induce migraine (75%, n = 77)
The expected severity and duration of the provoked migraine (66%, n = 68)
The available pain relief options after the provocation (69%, n = 71)
The potential long-term effects of participation 
(58%, n = 60)
The right to withdraw from the study at any time
(60%, n = 62)
Other (7%, n = 7)

	Do you think there should be alternative methods to study the mechanisms of migraine without provoking attacks in patients?
	Yes, alternative methods should be prioritised 
(24%, n = 51)
Yes, but provocation models should still be used in some cases (55%, n = 115)
No, provocation models are necessary and should continue (21%, n = 45)
Other (13%, n = 27)
	Yes, alternative methods should be prioritised 
(51%, n = 50)
Yes, but provocation models should still be used in some cases (42%, n = 42)
No, provocation models are necessary and should continue (9%, n = 9)
Other (4%, n = 4)



