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The Japanese Journal of Nursing Science (JJNS) appreciates
your thoughts regarding the recent paper of Dr. Yaju and
Dr. Tsubaki published in JJNS (2019:1–16) entitled, “Safety
concerns with human papilloma virus immunization in
Japan: Analysis and evaluation of Nagoya City's surveillance
data for adverse events”. It has been 16 years since the
launch of JJNS, and your letter is the first Letter to the Editor
we have ever received to date. I truly understand your inter-
est and enthusiasm with your research on human papilloma
virus immunization in Japan. Rest assured that I and the edi-
torial board have closely examined all the methodological
issues that you raised in your letter.

While you and Dr. Hosono presented your gathered data
and original analysis in your article entitled, “No association
between HPV vaccine and reported post-vaccination symp-
toms in Japanese young women: Results of the Nagoya
study” (Papillomavirus Research 2018;5:96–103), Dr. Yaju
and Dr. Tsubaki re-analyzed the publicly available human
papillomavirus (HPV) vaccine surveillance data of Nagoya
City in their article.

The reason why we published both the paper of Dr. Yaju
and Dr. Tsubaki and your Letter to the Editor is that we con-
sider it important to show the different and valuable conclu-
sions that can be drawn depending on the methodology
used. We value both of these methodologies. Although you
mentioned in your letter that in general, two completely dif-
ferent sets of results from the same data investigating the
same outcomes are not acceptable, here is a good example
of appraising data using a particular methodology and inter-
preting the nature of scientific evidence.

You have raised potentially important methodological
issues, and I and the editorial board sincerely appreciate
your important comments. We acknowledge the concepts of
age adjustment, study period, unvaccinated controls, and
multiplicity problems, which appear to be valid concerns that
need continued study in the future. However, I and the edito-
rial board do not believe that these issues would have altered
our acceptance of the paper of Dr. Yaju and Dr. Tsubaki.
They have also been invited to respond to your letter, and
they have clarified the analysis aspects of their study.

I would also like to respond to the points you raised
regarding the COI disclosure policy to clarify any ambiguity
and facilitate understanding. Dr. Yaju has disclosed that she is
a member of Medwatcher Japan, an NGO that monitors and
prevents drug-induced disasters. However, this part of the dis-
closure was not included because the current COI disclosure
policy of the Japan Academy of Nursing Science (JANS)
tends to limit the written disclosure to financial conflicts of
interest. In this particular case, we will provide this additional
information as it might be regarded as pertinent to those eval-
uating the results of the study of Dr. Yaju and Dr. Tsubaki.

Moreover, I and the editorial board have reviewed the
conflict of interest disclosure policy of JANS and its two pub-
lications, Japan Journal of Nursing Science (JJNS, English)
and Journal of the Japan Academy of Nursing Science
(JJANS, Japanese). The COI disclosure policy will be broad-
ened from its current focus on financial disclosures and will
be updated in the Author Guidelines of these journals shortly.

Once again, we truly appreciate the Letter to the Editor that
you sent to JJNS. The purpose of the Letter to the Editor in
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JJNS is to stimulate academic discussion. I sincerely believe
that the academic interaction resulting from your letter and the
corresponding reply on this issue will provide valuable infor-
mation regarding HPV vaccine and post-vaccination symp-
toms for all stakeholders.

William L. Holzemer,
Editor-in-Chief, Japan Journal of Nursing Science

Rutgers School of Nursing, New Brunswick, Blackwood,
New Jersey
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