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Supplementary Table 1. Interview questions, Consolidated Framework for Implementation Research domains and relevant constructs

	CFIR Domain 
	Relevant Constructs 
	Interview Questions

	Outer Setting 



	· Contextual barriers 
· Logistical barriers 
· Mainstreaming 
· Time barriers 
	· Can you describe your involvement in the consent process for genomic testing? 
· What are some of the challenges you face during this process? 
· Prompt: Complexity, volume of information, patient understanding, patient distress 

	Intervention Characteristics 


	· Complexity
· Adaptability
· Relative advantage
· Design quality
	· Thinking about some of the challenges we discussed earlier, how do you think CoGenT could help mitigate some of the obstacles faced by clinicians?

	Characteristics of Individual
	· Knowledge and beliefs
· Roles and responsibilities
	· What are some of the communication challenges you might face when obtaining genomic testing consent?
· Prompt: Please give me an example of some indicators and how you tailor your communication to individual patients. 
· If a patient expresses uncertainty or struggles to understand the testing procedure and the potential results of the testing, what would your approach be?
· Prompt: Can you give me an example of a time when a patient did not understand something and how you successfully facilitated understanding. 
· How well do you think CoGenT would meet the needs of patients providing consent for genomic testing? 

	Inner Setting 







	· Implementation climate
· Implementation stage
· Compatibility
· Readiness for implementation
· Access to knowledge and information
· Resource availability
· Implementation contexts (research vs clinical)
	· Looking back at the process map again, at which steps could you see yourself using CoGenT and why? 
· How complicated or difficult do you think it would be to incorporate CoGenT into your genomic consenting practices? 
· As you’re aware, there can be multiple implications for patients undergoing genomic testing, including the identification of inherited (germline) cancer genes that could affect other family members. How do you think CoGenT could support the informed genetic testing consent processes in family cancer clinics?

	Process
	
	· What kinds of changes or alterations do you think would help CoGenT work more effectively?



