Appendix 3: Supplementary quantitative data
Table S1. Individual participant characteristics and SUS scores
	Pseudonym
	Time since autism diagnosis
	Level of openness about being autistic
	Level of confidence in navigating a new website
	Method of research participation
	System Usability Scale (SUS) Score
	SUS score categorisation

	Jordan
	≥ 10 years
	Open
	Very confident
	Interview + survey
	2.78
	Not acceptable

	Emma
	4 - 6 years
	Very open
	Very confident
	Interview + survey
	91.67
	Acceptable

	Grace
	1 - 3 years
	Open
	Very confident
	Interview + survey
	88.89
	Acceptable

	Peter
	≥ 10 years
	Very open
	Quite confident
	Interview + survey
	94.44
	Acceptable

	Daniel
	≥ 10 years
	Open
	Very confident
	Interview + survey
	97.22
	Acceptable

	Freya
	4 - 6 years
	Very open
	Quite confident
	Interview + survey
	77.78
	Acceptable

	Jamie
	< 1 year
	Selectively open
	Very confident
	Interview + survey
	100.00
	Acceptable

	Esther
	7 - 9 years
	Selectively open
	Quite confident
	Interview + survey
	86.11
	Acceptable

	Neil
	≥ 10 years
	Very open
	Very confident
	Interview only
	N/A
	N/A

	Alice
	4 - 6 years
	Very open
	Very confident
	Interview + survey
	66.67
	Marginal

	Lucy
	4 - 6 years
	Open
	Quite confident
	Survey only
	80.56
	Acceptable

	Nicky
	4 - 6 years
	Very open
	Quite confident
	Survey only
	72.22
	Acceptable

	Adam
	≥ 10 years
	Open
	Very confident
	Survey only
	61.11
	Marginal

	Iris
	Seeking diagnosis
	Selectively open
	Quite confident
	Survey only
	91.67
	Acceptable

	Erica
	1 - 3 years
	Open
	A little confident
	Survey only
	100.00
	Acceptable

	Charlie
	1 - 3 years
	Selectively open
	Very confident
	Survey only
	83.33
	Acceptable

	Ruby
	≥ 10 years
	Very open
	A little confident
	Survey only
	55.56
	Marginal

	Steve
	≥ 10 years
	Not open
	A little confident
	Survey only
	50.00
	Marginal

	Rowan
	Seeking diagnosis
	Open
	Quite confident
	Survey only
	88.89
	Acceptable



Note: Individual-level demographic data are intentionally omitted to protect confidentiality; only characteristics most relevant to contextualise and interpret the findings are presented. Full characteristics at the aggregate level are reported in Table 1 in the main manuscript. SUS scores are categorised according to Bangor et al.’s (2009) acceptability ranges: 0 – 49 = not acceptable; 50 – 70 = marginal; 71 – 100 = acceptable.
