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21 Abstract

22 This study comprehensively examines the medical needs and experiences of the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender/transsexual, 

23 and queer/questioning (LGBTQ) population—also referred to as sexual minorities—in Japan. It aims to bridge the existing gap 

24 in understanding the experiences of LGBTQ populations in accessing healthcare, and inform future healthcare reforms. In 

25 November 2022, a cross-sectional, web-based, anonymous survey was conducted targeting LGBTQ populations across Japan 

26 who had previously visited a medical institution. Participants were recruited through a private, web-based, survey company. 

27 Inclusion criteria included being 20 years old or above, having a record of medical visits, and experiencing distress or discomfort 

28 related to gender identity, gender, or sexual orientation. Survey items were developed based on previous research and preliminary 
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29 interviews, to assess demographic characteristics, experiences with medical care, and preferences for end-of-life care. A total of 

30 103 respondents with a diverse demographic profile from across Japan participated in the survey. Among sexual minorities whose 

31 gender identity differed from their birth assignment, significant challenges were reported, including distressful experiences related 

32 to assigned hospital rooms and difficulties accessing certain medical departments. LGBTQ individuals with non-heterosexual 

33 orientations also faced barriers to partner involvement in medical decision-making and care. This study underscores the need for 

34 healthcare reforms to address the challenges faced by LGBTQ individuals in Japan. Healthcare providers should create a more 

35 equitable and affirming healthcare system for all individuals, irrespective of sexual orientation or gender identity.

36

37 Introduction

38 The lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender/transsexual, and queer/questioning (LGBTQ) community is also referred to as sexual 

39 minorities [1]. Previously published surveys estimate that approximately 3%–12% of adults in the U.S. population identify as 

40 LGBTQ [2].

41

42 Previous studies have highlighted the pervasive disparities faced by LGBTQ patients, including higher incidence of certain health 

43 conditions, such as mental health disorders, most commonly anxiety and depression [3], compared with their heterosexual and 

44 cisgender counterparts [2]. Despite these alarming trends, little attention has been paid to LGBTQ individuals in the field of 

45 medical healthcare [4, 5], leading to many cases of patients becoming seriously ill owing to hesitance in seeking medical attention, 

46 fearing that medical personnel may not understand their needs [2]. Historically, LGBTQ individuals have encountered numerous 

47 barriers to accessing quality healthcare stemming from societal stigma, discrimination, and a lack of understanding within the 

48 medical community [2]. Patients have perceived certain healthcare professionals as openly homophobic or harboring unconscious 

49 biases regarding sexuality and gender that are either incorrect or offensive [6]. Additionally, 1 out of every 4 LGBT individuals 

50 encounters inappropriate curiosity from healthcare professionals owing to a lack of comprehension, while 1 in 8 experiences 

51 differential treatment from healthcare providers because of their LGBT status. Furthermore, 1 in 7 individuals within the LGBT 

52 community refrains from seeking treatment because of concerns regarding facing discrimination [7]. This background has led to 

53 the publication of various guidelines and best practices for the consideration of LGBTQ patients [2, 8-10]. However, despite these 

54 efforts, LGBTQ populations continue to face considerable challenges in accessing culturally competent and inclusive care, 

55 particularly in regions where societal attitudes toward them remain entrenched in prejudice and discrimination.

56

57 In Japan, societal attitudes toward LGBTQ individuals have been a subject of international scrutiny and criticism. While progress 
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58 has been made in recent years, particularly with the passage of anti-discrimination laws and recognition of same-sex partnerships 

59 in certain municipalities, currently, same-sex marriage is not legally recognized in Japan. There remains a pervasive cultural 

60 reluctance to openly address issues related to sexual orientation and gender identity [11]. 

61

62 LGBTQ populations have also experienced marginalization within the medical field. For instance, the lack of scholarly attention 

63 to the healthcare needs of LGBTQ older adults in Japan [12] highlights a critical gap in our understanding of the unique challenges 

64 faced by this demographic. Similarly, the dearth of LGBTQ-inclusive education within Japanese medical schools [13, 14] 

65 underscores the need for systemic reforms to ensure that future healthcare professionals are equipped to provide competent and 

66 affirming care to LGBTQ patients. 

67

68 This situation has resulted in a lack of empirical data regarding the experiences and needs of LGBTQ patients in Japan [12]. This 

69 has created a significant gap in our understanding of the experiences of LGBTQ patients. This study aims to address this gap by 

70 comprehensively examining the medical and care needs and experiences of LGBTQ patients.

71

72 Methods

73 Study design and setting

74 In November 22, 2022, we conducted a cross‐sectional, web-based, anonymous nationwide survey of LGBTQ populations in 

75 Japan with a history of visiting a medical institution.

76

77 Participants and procedure

78 Participants were recruited through a private, web-based, survey company (MACROMILL; Tokyo, Japan). The inclusion criteria 

79 were as follows: (a) being 20 years of age or older; (b) having a history of visiting a medical institution; (c) To identify sexual 

80 minority (LGBTQ) individuals, respondents were asked the question based on previous research [3, 15], “Have you ever 

81 experienced distress or discomfort or dysphoria regarding your physical gender, gender identity, or sexual orientation?” Those 

82 who answered “yes” were identified as “sexual minority (LGBTQ).” The survey company recruited potential participants across 

83 Japan through convenient sampling and sent questionnaires to them online. Responses to the questionnaire were deemed as 

84 consent to participate. Participation was voluntary and confidentiality was maintained throughout all investigations and analyses. 

85 The participants received a small reward from the survey company for completing the questionnaire, and no follow‐up was 
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86 required after the survey completion. We chose MACROMILL as the market research company based on previous research [16, 

87 17]. 

88

89 Measurements

90 Survey items were developed based on previous research [9, 10] and preliminary interviews to explore needs and experiences 

91 with medical care, including issues in the hospital environment and key personnel related to the LGBTQ populations.

92

93 Demographic and clinical characteristics

94 Data on demographic and clinical characteristics were obtained from the self-reported questionnaires. The data included: 1) age; 

95 2) gender ([i] gender assigned at birth, [ii] gender identity: What gender do you identify yourself as?, and [iii] sexual orientation: 

96 Which genders are you sexually attracted to?); and 3) marital status.

97

98 Questions regarding medical care for LGBTQ populations

99 We surveyed individuals identifying as LGBTQ about their experiences with medical care using a 5-point scale ranging from 

100 “not distressful” to “very distressful” along with the free-text section. Specifically, respondents shared instances such as, “I found 

101 it challenging to visit the outpatient clinic owing to discomfort with being addressed by my name,” “It took me a long time to see 

102 a doctor because I was worried that I would have a bad experience regarding sexual matters,” “It was difficult to visit departments 

103 with a strong sexual impression, such as gynecology and urology,” “The doctor or nurse approached me based on my external 

104 gender (e.g., do you have a boyfriend/girlfriend),” “I encountered negative comments about my gender identity or sexual 

105 orientation from doctors or nurses,” “In the hospital, I was assigned to a room of a gender different from the one I identify as,” 

106 “I had to use a toilet that was labeled for a different gender from the one I identify as,” “It was difficult to ask a nurse or caregiver 

107 for assistance with toileting,” “It was difficult to ask nurses or caregivers for assistance with changing clothes or personal-hygiene 

108 tasks (showering, wiping, etc.),” and “I wanted to talk to other patients who were experiencing similar challenges but couldn't 

109 bring myself to do so.” 

110

111 Additionally, individuals with partners of a non-heterosexual sexual orientation were asked to rate the following experiences on 

112 a 5-point scale ranging from “not distressful” to “very distressful”: “I wanted to discuss my medical condition with my partner 

113 but could not,” “I wanted my partner to be involved in deciding my treatment plan with me but could not,” “I could not introduce 
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114 my partner as my partner (had to introduce my partner as a friend),” “I was required to have an explanatory consent form signed 

115 by a family member and was informed that my partner’s consent was not acceptable (the hospital required consent from a blood 

116 relative),” “In deciding on the treatment plan, the opinions of blood relatives were assigned more weight than those of my partner,” 

117 “During hospitalization, I was unable to obtain permission for my partner to visit,” and “My partner could not accompany me 

118 during surgery.”

119

120 Questions regarding participants’ wishes for medical institutions during end of life

121 Participants were surveyed using a 5-point scale, ranging from “not important” to “essential,” regarding their preferences for 

122 medical institutions during end of life. Specifically, respondents were asked to rate the importance of the following factors: 

123 “Being able to be hospitalized in a room corresponding to one’s gender identity,” “Opening up to medical personnel about 

124 one’s gender identity and receiving appropriate support,” “If you have a partner, you can have your medical condition 

125 explained to both you and the partner, with the partner receiving the information on your behalf as a family member,” “If you 

126 have a partner, you are allowed to meet with them and stay together overnight,” and “If you have a partner, they can be present 

127 at your deathbed.”

128

129 Statistical analyses

130 Broadly, sexual minorities (LGBTQ) are defined as individuals who have experienced concerns or discomfort regarding their 

131 physical, mental, or sexual orientation. The following question was used in a study conducted in March 2015 to identify sexual 

132 minority individuals: “Have you ever experienced distress or discomfort or dysphoria regarding your physical gender, gender 

133 identity, or sexual orientation?” [3, 15]. Additionally, a statistical analysis was performed defining those whose gender identity 

134 differed from their assigned gender at birth and those whose sexual orientation diverged from heterosexuality [2, 3, 15]. 

135 Descriptive statistical analysis was employed as the analysis methodology. This involved computing the frequency of responses 

136 such as “a little distressful,” “distressful,” and “very distressful” on a 5-point scale ranging from “not distressful” to “very 

137 distressful.” Similarly, the frequency of responses indicating importance, ranging from “not important” to “essential,” including 

138 “important” and “very important,” was also computed. This is an exploratory descriptive study; the required number of cases for 

139 the expected frequency of 20% to have a confidence interval width of 15% was 109. Therefore, the target number of cases for 

140 the study was set at 100.

141
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142 Results

143 A total of 103 patients from all 8 regions of Japan responded to the survey. The respondents whose assigned gender at birth, 

144 gender identity (currently perceived gender), and sexual orientation (the gender to which they were attracted) were male amounted 

145 to 56 (54.4%), 51 (49.5%), and 45 (43.7%), respectively. The most frequent age group (years) was 40–49 (30.0%), with 31 

146 respondents, followed by 50–59 (23.3%), with 24 respondents. Further, 62 (60.2%) of the respondents were married (Table 1).

147 The most frequent response among the 103 people who identified as sexual minorities in a broad sense (LGBTQ) was, “It was 

148 difficult to visit departments with a strong sexual impression, such as gynecology and urology” (51.5%; Table 2).

149 Table 1. Participants’ characteristics (n=103)

Gender n (%) male female others

Gender assigned at birth 56 (54.4) 47 (45.6) 0 (0)

Gender identity (currently identified gender) 51 (49.5) 50 (48.5) 2 (1.9)

Sexual orientation (preferred gender) 45 (43.7) 51 (49.5) 7 (6.8)

Age n (%)

20–29 years 20 (19.4)

30–39 years 19 (18.4)

40–49 years 31 (30.0)

50–59 years 24 (23.3)

60 years and above 9 (8.7)

Marital status n (%)

Unmarried 41 (39.8)

Married 62 (60.2)

150

151 Table 2. Experience when visiting a medical institution

Those whose gender identity differed from their 

assigned gender at birth and those whose sexual 

orientation diverged from heterosexuality

Sexual minorities 

(LGBTQ)

n = 103 People whose gender 

identity differed from 

People whose sexual 

orientation was other than 
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their birth assignment

n = 12

the opposite sex

n = 32

Among those whose experience was, “It was a little distressful,” “It was 

distressful,” and “It was very distressful.”

% (95% CI) n/Number of participants

I found it challenging to visit the 

outpatient clinic owing to 

discomfort with being addressed 

by my name

29.7 (18.5–40.9) 

19/64
54.5 (25.1–84.0) 6/11 26.9 (9.9–44.0) 7/26

It took me a long time to see a 

doctor because I was worried that 

I would have a bad experience 

regarding sexual matters

29.5 (18.1–41.0) 

8/61
63.6 (35.2–92.1) 7/11 36.0 (17.2–54.8) 9/25

It was difficult to visit 

departments with a strong sexual 

impression, such as gynecology 

and urology

51.5 (39.5–63.6) 

34/66
80.0 (55.2–104) 8/10 65.4 (47.1–83.7) 17/26

The doctor or nurse approached 

me based on my external gender 

(e.g., do you have a 

boyfriend/girlfriend)

26.3 (14.9–37.7) 

15/57
40.0 (9.6–70.4) 4/10 30.8 (13.0–48.5) 8/26

I encountered negative comments 

about my gender identity or 

sexual orientation from doctors 

or nurses

29.6 (17.5–41.8) 

16/54
66.7 (35.9–97.5) 6/9 30.4 (11.6–49.2) 7/23

In the hospital, I was assigned to 

a room of a gender different from 

the one I identify as

38.9 (25.9–51.9) 

21/54
88.9 (68.4–109) 8/9 47.8 (27.4–68.2) 11/23

I had to use a toilet that was 35.2 (22.4–47.9) 1 66.7 (35.9–97.5) 6/9 30.4 (11.6–49.2) 7 /23
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labeled for a different gender 

from the one I identify as

9/54

It was difficult to ask a nurse or 

caregiver for assistance with 

toileting

40.7 (27.6–53.8) 2 

2/54
66.7 (35.9–97.5) 6/9 36.4 (16.3–56.5) 8 /22

It was difficult to ask nurses or 

caregivers for assistance with 

changing clothes or personal 

hygiene tasks (showering, 

wiping, etc.)

38.5 (25.2–51.7) 2 

0/52
66.7 (35.9–97.5) 6/9 36.4 (16.3–56.5) 8 /22

I wanted to talk to other patients 

who were experiencing similar 

challenges but could not bring 

myself to do so

24.4 (11.9–37.0) 1 

1/45
44.4 (12.0–76.9) 4/9 13.8 (1.2–26.3) 4 /29

152

153

154 Those whose gender identity differed from their assigned gender at birth and 

155 those whose sexual orientation diverged from heterosexuality

156 Twelve people whose gender identity differed from their assigned gender at birth and 32 people whose sexual orientation was 

157 other than the opposite sex were analyzed as sexual minorities (LGBTQ) 

158

159 Those whose gender identity differed from their assigned gender at birth

160 Among those whose gender identity differed from their assigned gender at birth, the most frequent responses were “In the hospital, 

161 I was assigned to a room of a gender different from the one I identify as” (88.9%), and “It was difficult to visit departments with 

162 a strong sexual impression, such as gynecology and urology” (80.0%), indicating that many respondents felt that it was distressful 

163 to see a doctor. In addition, in the free-text section, participants expressed their hardships, such as, “When my name was called 

164 out loud, I did not like the reactions of the people around me, and it thus bothered me” (Table 2).

165
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166 Those whose sexual orientation diverged from heterosexuality

167 Among those whose sexual orientation diverged from heterosexuality, “My partner could not accompany me during surgery” 

168 (58.3%), “I wanted to discuss my medical condition with my partner but could not” (57.1%), and other issues were raised (Table 

169 3). 

170

171 Table 3. Experiences of individuals with partners of a non-heterosexual sexual orientation at medical institutions (n = 23)

Among those whose experience was, “It was a little 

distressful,” “It was distressful,” and “It was very 

distressful.”'

% (95% CI) n/Number of participants

I wanted to discuss my medical condition with my 

partner but could not
57.1 (31.2–83.1) 8/14

I wanted my partner to be involved in deciding my 

treatment plan with me but could not
42.9 (16.9–68.8) 6/14

I could not introduce my partner as my partner (had 

to introduce my partner as a friend)
40.0 (15.2–64.8) 6/15

I was required to have an explanatory consent form 

signed by a family member and was informed that 

the partner's consent was not acceptable (the hospital 

required consent from a blood relative or relative)

28.6 (4.9–52.2) 4/14

In deciding on the treatment plan, the opinions of 

blood relatives or relatives were assigned more 

weight than those of my partner

30.8 (5.7–55.9) 4/13

During hospitalization, I was unable to obtain 

permission for my partner to visit.
23.1 (0.2–46.0) 3/13

My partner could not accompany me during surgery 58.3 (30.4–86.2) 7/12

172

173 Wishes in case of end-of-life stage

174 Of the respondents, 75.0% and 65.6% of those whose gender identity differed from their assigned gender at birth and those whose 
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175 sexual orientation diverged from heterosexuality, respectively, indicated “important” in their response to the statement, “If you 

176 reach the end-of-life stage, your hope for medical institutions is that if you have a partner, they can be present at your deathbed.” 

177 (Table 4).

178

179 Table 4. Wishes for medical institutions in case of end-of-life stage

Those whose gender identity differed from their 

assigned gender at birth and those whose sexual 

orientation diverged from heterosexualitySexual minorities 

(LGBTQ)

n = 103

People whose gender 

identity differed from 

their birth assignment

n = 12

People whose sexual 

orientation was other than 

the opposite sex

n = 32

Answers “Important,” “Very important,” and “Essential.”

% (95% CI) n / total for each group

Being able to be hospitalized in a 

room corresponding to one's 

gender identity 

56.3 (46.7–65.9) 58 

/103
50.0 (21.7–78.3) 6/12 56.3 (39.1–73.4) 18/32

Coming out to medical personnel 

about one’s gender identity and 

receiving appropriate support

62.1 (52.8–71.5) 64 

/103
66.7 (40.0–93.3) 8/12 65.6 (49.2–82.1) 21/32

If you have a partner, you can 

have your medical condition 

explained to both you and your 

partner, with your partner 

receiving the information on your 

behalf as a family member

56.3 (46.7–65.9) 58 

/103
58.3 (30.4–86.2) 7/12 53.1 (35.8–70.4) 17/32

If you have a partner, you are 

allowed to meet with them and 

stay together overnight

58.3 (48.7–67.8) 

60/103
75.0 (50.5–99.5) 9/12 56.3 (39.1–73.4) 18/32
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If you have a partner, they can be 

present at your deathbed

63.1 (53.8–72.4) 

65/103
75.0 (50.5–99.5) 9/12 65.6 (49.2–82.1) 21/32

180

181 Discussion

182 This cross-sectional, web-based, anonymous study revealed the medical care needs and experiences of the LGBTQ populations 

183 in Japan. The findings of this study shed light on the significant challenges faced by LGBTQ individuals in Japan when accessing 

184 medical care, particularly regarding their gender identity, sexual orientation, and the inclusivity of healthcare environments. The 

185 results underscore the need for healthcare reforms that prioritize cultural competency and sensitivity to the needs of sexual-

186 minority populations.

187

188 The experiences reported by sexual minorities reveal systemic challenges within the healthcare system. For instance, the finding 

189 that a proportion of respondents felt distress when assigned to hospital rooms based on their assigned gender at birth highlights 

190 the need for gender-affirming practices within medical institutions. Similarly, difficulties in accessing certain departments, such 

191 as gynecology and urology, owing to their strong sexual impression, indicate the presence of institutional barriers that hinder 

192 LGBTQ individuals from seeking necessary medical care. These facts have also been reported in previous studies overseas as 

193 adults in the U.S. population who identify as LGBTQ [2], where best practices for the consideration of LGBTQ patients are being 

194 considered [2, 8-10].

195

196 Moreover, the experiences reported by LGBTQ individuals with non-heterosexual sexual orientations underscore the importance 

197 of inclusive policies regarding partner involvement in medical decision-making and care. The inability of partners to accompany 

198 respondents during surgery and the challenges in discussing medical conditions with partners highlight the lack of recognition 

199 and support for LGBTQ relationships within healthcare settings. Similar experiences have been found in the context of COVID-19, 

200 and education to strive toward inclusive person-centered care in sensitive and respectful ways, including legal aspects, is 

201 necessary for medical professionals [10].

202

203 Furthermore, the preferences expressed by respondents regarding end-of-life care emphasize the significance of inclusive 

204 practices that honor individuals’ chosen identities and relationships. The desire for partners to be present at each other’s deathbeds 

205 reflects the importance of acknowledging and respecting LGBTQ relationships in the context of medical care, particularly during 

206 sensitive and vulnerable stages of life. These wishes are desired by LGBTQ individuals and also among family members of 
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207 cancer patients [18]. Medical professionals must be consistently considerate of all patients.

208

209 This study’s findings contribute to the growing body of research on LGBTQ-healthcare disparities in Japan and underscore the 

210 urgent need for systemic reforms. Healthcare providers and policymakers must prioritize LGBTQ-inclusive education and 

211 training to ensure that all individuals receive equitable and affirming care, regardless of their sexual orientation or gender identity. 

212 Additionally, healthcare institutions should implement policies and practices that promote gender-affirming care, support LGBTQ 

213 relationships, and create inclusive environments that foster trust and comfort among LGBTQ patients.

214

215 Strengths and limitations

216 This study’s strengths include the demographic profile of the respondents that reflects a diverse range of ages and marital statuses, 

217 indicating that LGBTQ individuals seeking medical care in Japan represent a broad spectrum of the population. However, this 

218 study has some limitations. First, as we applied convenient sampling via the Internet using a private, web-based company and 

219 analyzed the first 103 responders, we could not extract a response rate or the characteristics of non-responders. This sampling 

220 method may introduce selection bias. Second, we used questionnaires that had not been validated. Future research must address 

221 the individuality of each LGBTQ population, including large-scale studies.

222

223 Conclusions

224 This study highlights the pervasive challenges faced by LGBTQ individuals in accessing quality healthcare in Japan, and 

225 underscores the importance of addressing these disparities through comprehensive reforms. By prioritizing cultural competency, 

226 inclusivity, and sensitivity to the needs of sexual-minority populations, healthcare providers and policymakers can work toward 

227 creating a healthcare system that is truly equitable and affirming for all individuals, regardless of their sexual orientation or gender 

228 identity.
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