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ABSTRACT  

Objec�ve:   To develop and validate a set of sta�c and animated pediatric gastroduodenal 
symptom pictograms. 
 
Methods:  There were three study phases: 1: Co-crea�on used experience design methods 
resul�ng in ten pediatric gastroduodenal symptom pictograms (sta�c and anima�on);  2: an 
online survey to assess acceptability, face and content validity; and 3: a preference study. 
Phases 2 and 3 compared the novel paediatric pictograms with exis�ng pictograms used with 
adult pa�ents.  
 
Results: Eight children aged 6-15 years (5 Female) par�cipated in Phase 1, 69 children in 
Phase 2 (median age 13 years: IQR 9-15), and an addi�onal 49 par�cipants were included in 
Phase 3  (median age 15: IQR 12-17).   Face and content validity were higher for the pediatric 
and animated pictogram sets compared to pre-exis�ng adult pictograms (78% vs. 78% vs. 
61%).  Par�cipants with worse gastric symptoms (lower PedsQL-GIS score) had superior 
comprehension of the pediatric pictograms (χ2

8 < .001).   The pediatric pictogram set was 
preferred by all par�cipants over anima�on and adult (χ2

2 < .001).  
 
Conclusion  
The co-crea�on phase resulted in the symptom concept confirma�on and design of ten 
acceptable sta�c and animated gastroduodenal pictograms with high face and content validity 
when evaluated with children aged 6 to 18.  Validity was superior when children reported 
more problema�c symptoms.  Therefore, these pictograms could be used in clinical and 
research prac�ce to enable standardized symptom repor�ng for children with gastroduodenal 
disorders.  
 
Why is it important 
 Diagnosis of gastroduodenal disorders of the gut-brain interac�on (DGBI) in pediatrics 

is difficult as symptoms o�en overlap.  
 Pediatric pa�ents find iden�fying and dis�nguishing symptoms difficult.   
 Validated gastroduodenal symptom pictograms have been found to help adults 

accurately report their symptoms and have been used effec�vely to standardize 
symptom monitoring, including con�nuous symptom repor�ng during inves�ga�ons. 

 There are no validated pediatric gastroduodenal symptom pictograms.  
 
What we did 
 Co-created a set of ten pediatric gastroduodenal symptom pictograms. 
 Undertook a face and content validity study to assess the novel pictograms with 118 

pediatric par�cipants with a median PedsQL-GIS score of 86.1 (IQR 68.1-90.0). 
 
The Outcome 
 Designed a novel set of pictograms with face and content validity that were preferred 

over other sets, enabling acceptable, simple and validated pediatric pa�ent repor�ng 
of their gastroduodenal symptoms. 
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INTRODUCTION  

Gastroduodenal disorders of the gut brain interac�on (DGBIs) are a group of disorders where 
pa�ents experience an impairment in gastroduodenal func�on that a biochemical, structural 
or organic abnormality cannot explain.  These disorders result in high healthcare usage in 
children and young people (1).  Clinical evalua�on is challenging as a diagnosis is based on 
symptom criteria, but individual disorders do not have discrete symptomatology. Abdominal 
pain, nausea, vomi�ng, epigastric bloa�ng, reflux and postprandial fullness are commonly 
reported symptoms of gastroduodenal DGBI.(2, 3) Pa�ent repor�ng of symptoms can be 
further complicated in children who may find iden�fying and differen�a�ng their symptoms 
difficult or find the terms used to describe symptoms, such as early sa�ety, challenging to 
comprehend.   

Validated pediatric assessment instruments such as the PedsQL™ Gastrointes�nal Symptom 
Scales (3) and the Rome IV Criteria for the Diagnosis of Func�onal Gastrointes�nal Disorders 
in Children (2) aid clinical diagnosis.  A parent-proxy instrument is o�en used in place of self-
comple�on, as a high degree of literacy and cogni�ve capability is required to navigate the 
ques�onnaires.   This can introduce a degree of perceptual inaccuracy, and some report low 
concordance in symptom severity between a child and their proxy’s repor�ng. (4, 5)  
Therefore, a simpler pa�ent-reported instrument is required to enable pediatric pa�ents to 
report their symptoms more accurately. Ideally, this tool could be used sta�cally and 
dynamically (for con�nuous repor�ng) in associa�on with diagnos�c tes�ng and for repeated 
assessments to evaluate the efficacy of interven�ons.      

Visual representa�ons of gastrointes�nal symptoms as pictograms have been used to 
overcome some of the difficul�es of longer assessment instruments and can enable more 
immediate repor�ng. (6)  They have been found to improve understanding when a concept is 
challenging to express in words or when the terms used may be a barrier to comprehension.  
Children become familiar with visuals from an early age as a way to help them with 
comprehension (6), making pictograms an ideal medium for a diverse range of children and 
young people. A set of gastroduodenal symptom pictograms has been developed for adults 
with DGBI. (7)   These pictograms were subsequently shown to have high convergent validity 
and high concurrent validity with the pa�ent assessment of the upper gastrointes�nal 
symptom severity index (PAGI-SYM) (8, 9) and have been used effec�vely for dynamic 
symptom repor�ng alongside gastric electrophysiology tes�ng. (10) The successful use of 
pictograms for symptom repor�ng in adults presents an opportunity to develop a similar 
system for use in pediatric popula�ons.    

This study aimed to design and validate a set of pictograms to support paediatric pa�ents 
repor�ng gastroduodenal symptoms.  There were three study phases (Figure 1).   
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Figure 1.  Pictogram Study Phases  

 

Specific study objec�ves were to,  

1) Co-design a set of comprehensible, acceptable, and relatable gastroduodenal 
symptom pictograms with and for children and young people. 

2) Assess face and content validity of the pictograms, including, 
a. Comparison between the Pediatric pictograms with validated Adult 

pictograms (Figure 2);  
b. Explore differences in face and content validity between 5-12 years and 13-

18 years age groups;  
c. Explore the rela�onship between the presence of symptoms and 

face/content validity.  
3) Assess pictogram set preference between the validated adult and new pediatric 

anima�on and sta�c pictograms.  
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(reproduced with permission from Sebaratnam et al. and Gastric Alimetry®, Auckland, New Zealand) 

 

Figure 2: Validated Adult Pictograms 

 

MATERIALS AND METHODOLOGY  

The New Zealand Health and Disability Ethics Commitee granted ethical approval (2022 AM 
12705).  Par�cipa�on was voluntary, and informed consent or assent, with parental consent, 
was obtained.   

This study uses a mixed methods approach.  It adopted the Interna�onal Organisa�on for 
Standardisa�on (ISO 9186-1 (11) and ISO 9186-2 (12)) methodology for face validity and 
pictogram preference studies.  The digital tools used to collect data are Health Insurance 
Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) compliant, and repor�ng follows the CHERRIES 
statement for web-based ques�onnaires. (13)  

Par�cipants completed demographic ques�ons and the Pediatric Quality of Life-
Gastrointes�nal Symptom ques�onnaire (PedsQL-GIS)  (14)  to measure health-related quality 
of life related to the occurrence and impact of gastrointes�nal symptoms.    

 

Phase 1.  Co-crea�on of Pediatric Pictograms  

Web-Search:  Two web image searches were undertaken using search terms underpinned by 
the cardinal symptoms of gastroparesis and the Rome IV Func�onal Dyspepsia symptom 
criteria (2, 15) to iden�fy images available in the public domain. Image atributes were 
collected, including symptoms portrayed, colors, facial expressions, text/descrip�ons, body 
language, props, and abstract lines to indicate context, emo�on, or movement;  face, part of, 
or whole body displayed. 
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Pediatric Interviews: Par�cipants with experience of gastric symptoms such as nausea, 
abdominal pain and vomi�ng but not necessarily a gastroduodenal DGBI diagnosis were 
iden�fied through networks and invited to par�cipate in two rounds of interviews. Two 
rounds of qualita�ve interviews were then undertaken with the children aged 5-18 years, 
including cogni�ve probing, to evaluate the understanding of the symptom names and 
descrip�ons.  During these interviews, the validated adult pictogram names and descrip�ons 
(7, 16) were used:  bloa�ng, belching, excessively full, early sa�ety, heartburn, nausea, 
stomach burn, vomi�ng, and upper gut pain.  These were selected as they cons�tuted the 
typical gastroduodenal symptoms iden�fied via consensus methodology and the 
accumula�on of epidemiological and pathophysiological data.  (2, 15, 17) 

In Round 1, the symptoms were described to par�cipants, the terms used were clarified, and 
alterna�ves were captured.  Once par�cipants were comfortable with the symptoms, they 
were asked to draw a picture of each symptom and give a running commentary about what 
they drew and what made the image and its elements meaningful. Based on the web search 
and the ini�al interview findings, one author developed a dra� set of ten pediatric sta�c and 
anima�on gastroduodenal pictograms.   

In the second round of qualita�ve interviews, the dra� Pediatric pictograms were presented 
to ascertain whether each pictogram was recognizable, understandable, acceptable and 
relatable.   The symptom labels and descrip�ons were presented, and each par�cipant was 
asked to select which term for each pictogram they found readily understandable.   

Contemporaneous writen notes were taken during each interview, and interviews were 
audio-recorded if par�cipants consented. Drawings were either collected or photographed.   

 
Phase 2: Face and content validity: Comparison of the Pediatric (Sta�c and Anima�on) 
pictograms to validated Adult pictograms  

A convenience sample of the general pediatric popula�on (reported as General) was recruited 
using flyers, social media, colleagues, and networks during 2022. Eligibility and inclusion 
criteria were that par�cipants were aged 5-18 and living in Aotearoa | New Zealand.   

An online survey was developed and tested using Qualtrics (Qualtrics, Provo, UT) (18) and 
accessed through a QR code. Eligible par�cipants were directed to an animated video which 
presented the study informa�on. The video was used to maximize appeal and understanding 
for younger par�cipants and those with literacy challenges or where English may not be a first 
language. A�er consen�ng, demographic data and the PedsQL-GIS ques�onnaire were 
collected.  The Internet Protocol (IP) address was captured for each completed ques�onnaire 
to check and remove mul�ple responses by a single user.  Survey comple�on �me was 
collected, and any completed within 10 mins were excluded.   

Two rounds were used to determine content and face validity.  Round 1 adopted a word-
image-matching approach.  A single symptom pictogram was presented with a set of text 
labels, including a ‘No idea’ response.  Par�cipants were prompted to choose the text label 
they thought best named the symptom shown by the pictogram.  If a selec�on was not made 
within 30 seconds, it was assumed that the pictogram was not readily comprehended, and 
the digital pla�orm presented the following pictogram. All pictograms and response op�ons 
were presented in random order.  

In Round 2, incorrect pictograms (incorrectly labelled or no idea or response) were re-
presented with a label and brief text descrip�on.  Par�cipants were asked if the label and 
descrip�on improved their comprehension of the symptom.    A text box was available for 
par�cipants to comment on improving the pictogram, label, and text descrip�on.  
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Phase 3: Pictogram Perceptual Quality and Preference  

Par�cipants from Phase 2 and eligible pediatric par�cipants with and without a 
gastroduodenal DGBI from an associated study inves�ga�ng Body Surface Gastric Mapping 
(BSGM) were enrolled in Phase 3. (19, 20) All par�cipants completed a Pictogram Perceptual 
Quality and Preference survey to assess preference for the novel paediatric pictograms 
presented as sta�c images (referred to as Pediatric), the animated paediatric pictograms 
(referred to as Animated) or the Adult pictograms (referred to as Adult).  Each symptom 
pictogram (Pediatric, Animated, Adult) was randomly presented side by side, and each 
par�cipant was asked to select the pictogram they preferred. Then, each pictogram set (all 10 
symptoms) was presented, and par�cipants were asked to select their preferred set: 
Pediatric, Animated or Adult.   

  

Data Analysis  

An induc�ve thema�c analysis (21) was adopted for Phase 1 to uncover key insights, unique 
perspec�ves and iden�fy what symptoms were challenging to comprehend, describe and 
draw.  Quan�ta�ve data from Phases 2 and 3 were analyzed in SPSS (v.28 Chicago, IL).  
Descrip�ve sta�s�cs were used to present the two par�cipant cohort characteris�cs, 
including PedQL-GIS scores.  Phase 2 and 3 cohorts are combined, and overall percentages 
illustrate the differences in age and age groups in comprehension and preference.  Age 
Groupings were selected to correspond with broad developmental stages (22) and to reflect 
school groupings in New Zealand: 5-12 years primary/intermediate school and 13 -18 years 
high school.   

Pictogram comprehension outcomes were transformed into a dichotomous output 
(0=incorrect and no idea and 1 =correct), and pictogram preference categories were coded as 
0 (not preferred) and  1 (preferred).   The Chi-Square test of independence was used to test 
comprehension of pictograms and pictogram preferences. Pictogram comprehension analyses 
were i) age and comprehension of individual pictograms, ii) age and comprehension of a 
pictogram set (Pediatric, Anima�on, Adult), iii) Age Groups and pictogram set comprehension, 
and iv) PedsQL-GIS outcome and pictogram comprehension.  Pictogram set preference 
analyses were iv) age and pictogram preference, v) age and pictogram set, vi) Age Groups and 
pictogram set  and vii) PedsQL-GIS and pictogram set.  

 

RESULTS   

Phase 1.  Co-Design  

Web Search  

The web-based image search was undertaken on 10th September 2021.  The first three results 
pages included pictures of people, anatomical images, cartoons and pictogram-style images 
represen�ng the ten symptoms.  A mix of colors, gestures, and ac�on lines were commonly 
used to illustrate the symptom loca�on, an emo�on or movement (Figures 3 and  4). Props 
were occasionally used in associa�on with cartoon images. 
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Figure 3. Example of a web search page outcome 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4. Pictogram style examples from web search by symptom type 

 

Interviews 

Eight children par�cipated in the interviews: 3 males (ages 5-15) and 5 females (ages 9-15).  
Par�cipants were NZ European (n=5), Fijian Indian (n=1), European (n=1), and Australian 
(n=1).  Par�cipants used similar terms to describe each symptom. ‘’Feeling dizzy and blugh”, 
"feeling yucky", and "feeling green" were used to describe nausea;  "fiery tummy", "hot burny 
pain in my stomach", and "acidy burn" were used to describe stomach burn and "puking", 
“being sick” and “throwing up" as an alterna�ve to vomi�ng.   

Par�cipant drawings included a mix of emoji-style, par�al body and full-body images (Figure 
5). Par�cipants added props to help recognize complex symptoms; for example, three 
par�cipants had a plate of food barely touched next to the person to convey early sa�ety.  
Two par�cipants had the person lying down “because your tummy is so full, you can't move" 
to convey excessively full.  Green was commonly used to illustrate nausea and vomi�ng, and 
red for upper gut pain.  Four par�cipants drew lightning-style lines to illustrate the intensity of 
the upper gut pain.   
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               Female aged 5-10 years            Female aged 11-16 years 

 

Figure 5.  Examples of pictures of various gastroduodenal symptoms drawn by two female par�cipants 
(aged between 5-10, and 11-16); the bowl with the vomi�ng image, a balloon prop for bloa�ng, lines 
or a cloud shape near the mouth for belching,  and the heart shape with wriggly lines around it for 
heartburn. 

 

A dra� set of sta�c (Figure 6) and animated pediatric symptom pictograms were developed 
using the par�cipant interview data and the web search findings.  

 

 

Figure 6.  Pediatric gastroduodenal symptom pictograms.  (a) stomach burn, (b) upper gut pain, (c) 
heartburn, (d) nausea, (e) reflux, (f) vomi�ng, (g) belching, (h) bloa�ng, (i) excessively full, and (j) early 
Sa�ety.  (The same images were used for the Anima�on set).  

 

 

 

 © G Humphrey Reproduced with permission 
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In Round 2 of qualita�ve interviews, par�cipants responded posi�vely to the dra� pictograms 
and remarked that the images reflected what they drew and discussed during the first 
interview.   The use of props, such as food in the stomach or the plate with the hand up, 
were; 

 

 "…like we discussed.  They look great, and the colors, faces and that, make it easy to 
get what the problem, you know, umm, what each symptom is…" (male, 11-16 years).    

 

Another par�cipant was excited to see the ideas she had contributed depicted in the 
pictograms and remarked that; 

 

 "…all of them are easy to understand. Everyone should be able to get these." (female, 
5-10 years) 

 

The depic�on of the person in the pictogram was well-liked and reported as very relatable by 
all par�cipants.  There were no sugges�ons on specific areas for improvement, so there were 
no further rounds of itera�on.  However, the younger par�cipants (≤ 10 years) suggested 
anima�ng the pictograms; 

 

 "…would make it even easier for me to get what the problem is, as some of those 
problems I am still not sure about..." (male 5-10 years).  

 

Regarding the symptom labels, simplifica�on and using language that they (children and 
young people) would understand were the overarching themes that emerged (Table 1). 

 

Table 1. Suggested symptom labels and descriptors 
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Phase 2: Pictogram Face and Content Validity  

Sixty-nine par�cipants in Phase 2 visited the electronic survey site, and all completed the 
ques�onnaire with none excluded for missed data or comple�on quicker than 10 minutes: 
see Table 2 for demographics and PedsQL-GIS total and symptom domain scores. Rela�vely 
high median total PedsQL-GIS scores are not unsurprising, given that having gastroduodenal 
symptoms or a diagnosis of a DGBI was not an eligibility criterion for par�cipa�on.  

 

Table 2.  Par�cipant Demographics and PedsQL-GIS Scores 

 

 

Overall pictogram translucency and comprehension of the Pediatric and Anima�on pictogram 
sets was significantly beter than the Adult set in round 1 (78% vs 78% vs 61%, p = .03). 
Comprehension of all pictogram sets increased between rounds 1 and 2, with the most 
significant increase in the Adult set (61 to 92%, p<.001).  Pediatric and Anima�on sets also 
improved (78% to 96%, p<0.05).  These results are visually represented in the radar plot in 
Figure 7, showing the three pictogram sets' comprehension improvement from rounds 1 to 2.   
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Figure 7.  Radar Plot of Comprehension between Rounds 1 and 2 by Symptom and Pictogram Set.  

 

The relationship between age and pictogram comprehension  

A chi-square test of independence was performed to evaluate the rela�onship 
between age and pictogram comprehension in round 1.  There was a rela�onship between 
age and all pictograms (Adult χ2

96 <.001; Pediatric χ2
96  < .001 and Anima�on χ2

84 < .001).  
However, a�er categorizing age into two age groups (5- 12 years and 13-18 years), the 
rela�onship was not significant for Adult (χ2 

8  =.29).    The rela�onship remained significant 
for Pediatric (χ2

8
 = .013) and Anima�on (χ2

7 =.003).  The direc�on of significance, therefore, 
appeared to favour higher comprehension in the 13-18-year-old par�cipants compared to 
their younger counterparts.    

A further dichotomiza�on of age was undertaken to explore the impact of the very young (5-7 
years) on pictogram comprehension.  Age data were dichotomized into groups 5-7 years (n=7)  
and 8-18 years (n=62), and the chi-square test of independence was repeated. There were no 
changes in the outcomes; however, there was a slight difference in the number of 5-7-year-
olds comprehending 5 or more Anima�on symptoms pictograms (n=5) compared to Pediatric 
(n=3) and Adult (n=3) pictograms.  

 

The relationship between Gastrointestinal Symptoms and Pictogram comprehension 

There was no rela�onship found between the Adult pictogram comprehension and PedsQL-
GIS score outcome (Adult χ2

8 =.45). However, there was a significant rela�onship for Pediatric 
(χ2

8 < .001) and Anima�on (χ2
7 < .001) with superior comprehension more likely for 

par�cipants with more problema�c symptoms (lower PedsQL-GIS score).  

 

Phase 3: Pictogram Preference, Quality and Improvement 

There were 118 par�cipants contribu�ng to pictogram preference (General n=69 and BSGM 
n=49; see Table 1 for combined demographics). Preference for the Pediatric set was 
significant  (χ2

2 < .001).  Pictogram preference was consistently higher for each individual 
Pediatric symptom compared to Adult and Anima�on (Table 3).    
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Table 3. Individual symptom preference by Pictogram design type 

 
 

Age was associated with individual symptom preference for Pediatric symptoms of early 
sa�ety  (χ2

28  = <.001), excessively full (χ2
28  <.001),  bloa�ng (χ2

28  = .002), stomach burn (χ2
28 

<.001), and heartburn (χ2
28  = .004). Preference for Adult, Pediatric or  Anima�on individual 

symptoms of upper gut pain, belching, nausea, vomi�ng and reflux were not significantly 
related to age.   

 

Improvements to the Pictograms 

Finally, only twelve par�cipants suggested improving the Pediatric pictograms (all have been 
adopted).  These were confined to emphasizing individual symptom symbolics such as;  

 

“…increase the size of the flames in heartburn and stomach burn”, 

 

“…make the yellowy green bit in the mouth [for reflux] brighter as it’s hard to see,”  

 

“…need to show more food in the full early one”. 

 

DISCUSSION  

This paper presents the co-design and valida�on of a new pediatric set of gastroduodenal 
symptom pictograms designed for children and young people.  There was greater 
comprehension of and preference for the newly developed Pediatric sta�c pictograms 
compared to the pre-exis�ng Adult pictograms. Overall, transparency of the pictograms and 
comprehension in round one for all symptoms was over 80%  for the Pediatric and Anima�on 
sets, except for excessively full and reflux. These symptom constructs were reported as the 
least understood in the earlier Adult pictogram valida�on study (8). Nevertheless, according 
to the ISO standard tes�ng comprehensibility of graphical symbols (ISO 9186 1 and 2), 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted August 16, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.14.23294049doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.14.23294049
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


14 

 

comprehension by more than 66% of par�cipants is considered validated, increasing to 85% 
when the subject relates to safety. (11, 12, 23)   

The high level of pediatric pictogram comprehension and perceptual quality without text 
labels or descriptors also supports language independence. This could explain why the 
Pediatric and Anima�on pictograms performed well in round 1.  This outcome is important as 
it suggests that these new Pediatric pictograms could reliably capture informa�on from 
children who may also have literacy difficul�es or where English is not their first language. 
Adding a label and brief symptom descrip�on significantly improved comprehension of all 
pictograms irrespec�ve of age, especially those that were shown to be difficult concepts to 
comprehend (early sa�ety, excessively full, reflux). 

Litle significant addi�onal comprehension was gained by having the Animated pictograms. 
Comprehension of symptoms using Anima�on did appear slightly beter for children aged 5-7 
years, but par�cipant numbers in this age group were small. This finding is supported by 
previous research that reports that anima�on can improve comprehension in younger 
children. (24)  There was an associa�on between worse symptomatology and superior 
comprehension of the Pediatric pictograms. This held for individual symptom pictograms and 
the Pediatric set overall. Further demonstra�ng the robustness of the Pediatric pictogram set 
is that pictogram preference was superior for Pediatric over both Anima�on and Adult, 
irrespec�ve of age and comprehension.  This suggests that the Pediatric pictograms are 
relatable and have high perceptual and translucency quali�es.  

While there are mul�ple validated ques�onnaires available for children or their parents to 
report gastrointes�nal symptoms (e.g. Rome IV (25), Peds-Qol-GIS (26), and PROMIS-GI (27)), 
the complexity of some domain constructs in these ques�onnaires may lead to difficulty in 
comple�ng ques�onnaires with consequent inaccuracies or missed informa�on. (28)  Proxy 
comple�on by parent or family is an alterna�ve; however, research highlights issues of 
parent-child alignment. (4, 5)  Pictograms are easy to administer digitally or on paper and may 
have the advantage of greater sensi�vity for dis�nguishing between symptoms. Due to quick 
applica�on (compared to writen ques�onnaires), pictograms may be more suited to dynamic 
repor�ng and may be more able to be used concurrently during physiological inves�ga�ons or 
treatments to improve diagnos�c informa�on or evaluate treatment efficacy.  Previous 
literature has iden�fied pictograms as a superior way of communica�ng with pa�ents and 
pa�ents than text-based content alone. (29, 30)   

Despite the similar prevalence of gastroduodenal DGBIs in pediatrics and adults, there is no 
complete set of validated gastroduodenal symptom pictograms designed with, and for use by, 
children and young people. (31, 32).  Designing and crea�ng any tool, product or service with 
the target group is a primer for maximizing the chance that the end outcome will func�on as 
intended (33, 34).  Recogni�on, understanding and relatability are essen�al to ensure that the 
child or young person can iden�fy with the image (35) and the image’s meaning (36).  When 
an image is difficult to interpret, children (and adults) rely on real-world image associa�ons to 
make sense of the image.  They priori�ze interpreta�on through image appearance (37) and 
draw on real-world experience cues (38). Conceivably, the enhanced stylized elements of the 
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new Pediatric pictograms, including abstract lines to indicate context, emo�on, and 
movement (e.g. the head turned and the hand out in front of a plate of food to depict Early 
Sa�ety), helped comprehension.  This connec�on of the pictogram to an associa�on with a 
real-world referent has been highlighted as an important aspect when suppor�ng 
understanding, par�cularly in young children (39). The co-crea�on of the novel pictograms 
with par�cipants of different ages and sex into the design of the pictograms has likely 
contributed to the high relatability, translucency and comprehension outcome. Other 
research findings report that comprehension of complex constructs is aided when the images 
provide a sense of self-iden�fica�on (40) and cultural characteris�cs. (41)  

The sta�c pictograms have the poten�al to be used digitally or in print, allowing for use in a 
wide range of se�ngs and for large scale use. The lack of a meaningful difference between 
the younger and older par�cipants further supports using a single standardized set of 
pictograms for all children un�l further research is undertaken in younger children (5-7 years). 
Therefore, these pictograms will also likely remain relevant for adult use cases, given that the 
concepts are generalizable symptom expressions that outperformed exis�ng adult reference 
sets in this study. This approach will limit the poten�al of introducing a varia�on of clinical 
and research outcomes across age groups.   

Symptoms of DGBIs o�en overlap and can wax and wane over �me, so diagnosing these 
disorders is difficult and o�en frustra�ng for pa�ents, families, and the clinical team. Without 
objec�ve criteria nor biomarkers for the underlying causes, symptom assessment plays a 
significant role in clinical decision-making. Specifically designed, standardized, and validated 
symptom assessment would enhance the accuracy of symptom repor�ng and aid in clinical 
decision-making. Addi�onally, a clinically applicable tool that is quick and pa�ent-friendly may 
be applied as a repeated measure or con�nuous assessment alongside diagnos�c 
inves�ga�ons or treatments to give more granular informa�on regarding the phenotype of 
DGBI or the efficacy of the treatment. This novel designed and validated gastroduodenal 
symptom pictogram set may provide this in clinical and research prac�ce. (42, 43)   

The co-design process involved only a small group of young people with rela�vely 
homogenous demographics, and the valida�on studies were performed in a cohort of 
children who were essen�ally symptoms naïve.  Further valida�on studies should be 
considered in pediatric pa�ents with greater symptom burden, a larger younger popula�on, 
diverse cultural and ethnic groups, and popula�ons from different jurisdic�ons.  Valida�ng the 
pictograms with more par�cipants with experience of gastroduodenal symptoms will enable 
concurrent and convergent validity studies to be undertaken.  
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