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Abstract
Multivariate predictive models have revealed promising results for the individual prediction of treatment
response, relapse risk as well as for the differential diagnosis in affective disorders. Yet, in order to translate
personalized predictive modelling from the research context to psychiatric clinical routine, standardized
collection of information of sufficient detail and temporal resolution in day-to-day clinical care is needed,
based on which machine learning algorithms can be trained. Digital collection of patient-reported outcomes
(PROs) is a time- and cost-efficient approach to gain such data throughout the treatment course. However,
it remains unclear whether patients with severe affective disorders are willing and able to participate in such
efforts, whether the feasibility of such systems might vary depending on individual patient characteristics
and if digitally acquired patient-reported outcomes are of sufficient diagnostic validity. To address these
questions, we implemented a system for continuous digital collection of patient-reported outcomes via
tablet computers throughout inpatient treatment for affective disorders at the Department of Psychiatry at
the University of Minster. 364 affective disorder patients were approached, 66.5% of which could be
recruited to participate in the study. An average of four assessments were completed during the treatment
course, none of the participants dropped out of the study prematurely. 89.3% of participants did not require
additional support during data entry. Need of support with tablet handling and slower data entry pace was
predicted by older age, whereas depression severity at baseline did not influence these measures. Patient-
reported outcomes of depression severity showed high agreement with standardized external assessments
by a clinical interviewer. Our results indicate that continuous digital collection of patient-reported outcomes
is a feasible, accessible and valid method for longitudinal data collection in psychiatric routine, which will
eventually facilitate the identification of individual risk and resilience factors for affective disorders and

pave the way towards personalized psychiatric care.
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1. Introduction

In what has become known as P4 or precision medicine (Hawgood, Hook-Barnard, O’Brien, &
Yamamoto, 2015; Lee, Hamideh, & Nebeker, 2019) a major goal of medical research and applied healthcare
is the evolution from a reactive treatment approach towards medical care that is predictive, preventative,
personalised and participatory.

This approach is of relevance especially in the field of psychiatry, as the imprecise nature of
psychiatric nosology, in part due to the heterogeneity of clinical populations, is restricting progress in
identifying vulnerable groups and effective treatments (Feczko et al., 2019; Nandi et al., 2009). Affective
disorders such as major depressive disorder (MDD) exemplify this problem. Only approximately one third
of patients with moderate to severe depression responds to the first treatment attempt with medication
(Papakostas & Fava, 2010; Rush et al., 2006). This leads to a prolonged illness duration for non-responders,
which is associated with worse overall health outcomes and significantly higher costs to the healthcare
system (Ghio, Gotelli, Marcenaro, Amore, & Natta, 2014; Greden et al., 2019). Precision psychiatry could
help alleviate this problem by predicting (P1) the occurrence of depression as well as individual disease
course and preventing (P2) unfavourable outcomes such as chronification and suicide by personalising (P3)
treatment plans according to individual risk and resilience factors.

Preliminary attempts have been made to achieve the prediction of disease course and treatment
outcome of MDD through the use of machine learning algorithms (Beijers, Wardenaar, van Loo, &
Schoevers, 2019; Cearns et al., 2019; Chekroud et al., 2016; Kessler et al., 2016; Manchia, Pisanu,
Squassina, & Carpiniello, 2020). These predictive data-driven approaches are a first step towards the
identification of biomarkers for depression, which may ultimately inform clinicians on who is at risk for
relapse or a particularly severe outcome and would benefit from more invasive interventions such as
electroconvulsive therapy (Redlich et al., 2016). However, previous work relies on extremely homogeneous
study populations that are carefully selected according to strict inclusion and exclusion criteria. Any
machine learning models trained on such data are of little value when findings are to be generalised to the

clinical reality that are highly diverse inpatient populations (Hsin, Fromer, & Califf, 2018; Humphreys &
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Williams, 2018). In contrast to the aforementioned data from homogeneous, well-characterised study
samples, data that is routinely gathered in clinical practice is highly heterogeneous, unvalidated and often
not standardized or inaccessible for predictive analysis (De Moor et al., 2015).

In order to achieve the long-term aims of precision medicine in MDD treatment, the implementation
of a standardized data collection routine in naturalistic environments in real clinical populations is needed.
While high temporal resolution data on sleep and activity levels can be tracked with smartphone or wearable
technology based solutions (Bidargaddi et al., 2017), differentiated data on the patients’ mood or affective
state — the core features of MDD diagnosis — is needed for precise and valid models of affective disorders
that accurately reflect the disease and treatment course. As this information needs to be provided by the
patients themselves, much emphasis needs to be put on the participatory (P4) aspect of precision medicine
in psychiatry. Patients thus need to be engaged and participate actively by contributing either self-report
measures in regular intervals or by participating in clinical interviews or ratings. As external assessments
are time-intensive and require clinical training, the use of self-rating scales, which can be completed by
patients, independent from the presence of a researcher or clinician might be preferable. Recent evidence
suggests reasonably high agreement when comparing patient-reported outcomes (PROs) with diagnostic
clinical interviews (Stuart et al., 2014), which supports their use in clinical practice. Previous studies also
found the incorporation of PRO into routine care to foster engagement between patients and healthcare
professionals and enhance care delivery in various fields of medicine (Lavallee et al., 2016). In psychiatric
populations with affective disorders however, questions can be raised as to the patients’ ability and
motivation to provide such data, considering the lack of energy as well as cognitive impairments that define
MDD during an incapacitating episode requiring inpatient treatment (Cohen, McGarvey, Pinkerton, &
Kryzhanivska, 2004; Hindmarch, Hotopf, & Owen, 2013). The difficulty of recruiting depressed patients
for randomised controlled trials (RCT) has been well documented (Hughes-Morley, Young, Waheed,
Small, & Bower, 2015), although some investigations revealed that patients did report positive attitudes
toward research participation when they felt they were contributing meaningfully to the advancement of

MDD treatments (Tallon et al., 2011). It remains unclear, how the collection of PROs throughout the
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treatment course would compare in inclusion rate to the usually much more time-intensive and elaborate
study protocols of an RCT. It remains equally unknown whether certain patient subgroups may be
systematically less willing or able to provide such data regularly, either due to their symptom severity or
other disease-specific or sociodemographic factors, which may constitute exclusion criteria in RCTs.

Another point to consider when striving to make healthcare truly participatory, is that PROs should
preferably be collected in a digital format, as digitisation allows for quick data analysis and, ideally,
feedback for patients on their personal outcomes (Hirschtritt & Insel, 2018; Hsin et al., 2018). In general,
digital solutions outperform paper-pencil questionnaires in practicality, acceptability, and completeness of
the data across studies in different fields (Alfonsson, Maathz, & Hursti, 2014; Dale & Hagen, 2007; Fritz,
Balhorn, Riek, Breil, & Dugas, 2012). Digital data collection with tablet computers specifically is well-
accepted among psychiatric patients (Preuschoff et al., 2013). However, previous investigations with PROs
in psychiatry only included a single assessment or pre-post comparisons as opposed to tracking individual
outcomes throughout the duration of their hospitalisation (Alfonsson et al., 2014). The feasibility and
acceptability of such a study protocol in psychiatric populations remains therefore hitherto unclear.

We established a system of digital continuous data collection, which gives patients the opportunity
to participate actively in providing data concerning their mood and symptom levels throughout the course
of their inpatient treatment for an affective disorder via tablet computers. This study assessed whether
affective disorder inpatients are willing and able to participate in continuous digital data entry throughout
the treatment course. We additionally examined whether age, gender, symptom severity and global
functioning systematically covary with the feasibility and acceptability of such research efforts in clinical
populations with affective disorders. We furthermore aimed to validate patient-reported outcomes of

depression severity with the use of an external assessment performed by a clinical interviewer.
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2. Method
2.1 Sample

A total of 364 psychiatric patients that were recently admitted to the inpatient service of the
Department of Psychiatry, University of Miinster were approached during the assessment period from
March 2019 to March 2020. The sole criterion for initial eligibility was inpatient diagnosis of any affective
disorder at the time of admission. In order to be included as an active participant, patients needed to be
sufficiently mentally stable, cognitively able and proficient in reading and writing German to fill in
questionnaires. Due to the naturalistic setting of this investigation, inclusion criteria were intentionally kept
as broad as possible in order to achieve the best possible representation of the true population seeking
psychiatric inpatient treatment. The study was approved by the local Institutional Review Board (IRB) and
written informed consent was obtained before participation. Patients did not receive compensation for their
participation.
2.2 Procedure

Patients with the appropriate diagnoses were identified with a patient recruitment system (Trinczek
et al., 2014) within the electronic health record based on the diagnosis entered by the treating clinician at
admission. The clinical team approved research participation for all included patients and could dissent to
participation when patients were not suitable due to their mental and cognitive symptom severity or
insufficient language skills. All other potential participants were approached in hospital within one week
of beginning their inpatient treatment. They were informed about the study and invited to participate for
the duration of their stay at several regular intervals. A reason for exclusion was recorded for patients who
declined regular participation or were excluded by clinicians.
Upon agreeing to participate, patients were firstly given a tablet-based battery of baseline questionnaires,
including questions regarding sociodemographic variables, family and own mental health history,
childhood trauma, personality style as well as symptom-specific PROs. External assessments of depressive
symptoms and global functioning were additionally conducted by the researcher at baseline. Participants

then provided data on their symptom severity in a biweekly rhythm. Immediately before being discharged,
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they completed selected PROs one more time and were once again assessed externally on their depressive
symptoms and global functioning. Please refer to the supplements for more details about the specific
measures included in each assessment battery. A researcher was present during data entry, to distribute the
tablets and assist patients in case of uncertainty or problems with handling the equipment. The amount of
assistance patients required with handling the tablet was rated and the time they took for data entry was
recorded immediately after each assessment.
Data was entered via Apple iPads, using the Mobile Patient Survey (MoPat; Soto-Rey et al., 2016), a web-
based multi-language electronic PRO system. The standardised data processing and the standardised data
export were realised with the single-source metadata architecture transformation (SMA:T; Blitz & Dugas,
2020). SMA:T is an extension of the EHR system and uses Module Driven Software Development to
generate standardised applications.
2.3 Assessments and measures

Reasons for exclusion were predefined according to the following categories: organisational
reasons, severe cognitive deficits, insufficient language skills, and objective mental distress. When eligible
participants refused, their reasons for refusal were recorded and later classed into the four categories: lack
of interest in the study, subjective mental distress, lack of general compliance, and data security concerns.

An external judgement of patients’ tablet-handling competency was made at each assessment based
on a 4-point Likert-scale according to the following categories: 1 — no required support: patient enters data
independently; 2 — little required support: patient needs few instructions before entering data; 3 — some
required support: patient needs instructions several times during data entry; 4 — a lot of required support:
patient largely depends on the researcher for data entry. The median was then calculated from all support
ratings.

The researcher kept the time in minutes of each data entry. In order to achieve an individual “entry
pace factor”, which signifies the deviation from the group mean, patients’ individual times for the baseline,

interim, and discharge assessments were divided by the group mean of each assessment. A mean was once
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again calculated from these three assessments, resulting in a relational measure of individual data entry
pace.

A digital version of the Beck Depression Inventory (BDI; Beck et al., 1996; Hautzinger et al., 1994)
was used as a self-report measure of depressive symptoms. The Hamilton Depression Scale (HAMD;
Hamilton, 1986) and the Global Assessment of Functioning (GAF; Hall, 1995) were conducted by the
researcher as an objective measure of depression severity and global (i.e. psychological, social and
occupational) functioning. Please refer to the supplements for an overview of all instruments included in
the assessment battery.

2.4 Statistical analyses

Statistics were computed using IBM SPSS Version 26.
2.4.1 Participants
Required support

To assess the influence of age, gender, depression severity and global functioning on the amount
of required researcher support during data entry, we estimated an ordinal logistic regression model that
included age, gender, and the baseline sum scores for BDI, HAMD, and GAF as predictors and required
support as the dependent variable.

Data entry pace

A linear regression model was used to investigate the influence of these same variables on data
entry pace. We estimated a linear regression model with age, gender, and the baseline sum scores for BDI,
HAMD, and GAF as predictors and entry pace as the dependent variable.

PRO validation

In order to validate the self-report measure of depression severity with an external assessment, BDI
and HAMD baseline sum scores were firstly correlated. To check for differences in agreement between
PRO and external assessments depending on age and gender, we additionally investigated potential
interactions with age and gender based on linear regression models. The first model included BDI and age

as well as the interaction term age x BDI as predictors and HAMD as the dependent variable. The second
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model included BDI and gender as well as the interaction term gender x BDI as predictors and HAMD as
the dependent variable.
2.4.2 Non-participants

A t-test for independent samples and a chi-square test were calculated to assess whether patients
who were excluded by clinicians or study personnel and patients who refused participation differed in age
or gender. The same tests were used to assess age and gender differences between participants and non-
participants, while potential differences in depression severity and global functioning between these two

groups could not be compared, as the data was not available for non-participants.
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3. Results

3.1 Participants

All participants were diagnosed with an affective disorder. The majority of our sample had a diagnosis of
MDD (88.8%) and 11.2% had bipolar disorder. 40.1% of the sample were diagnosed with at least one
additional psychiatric disorder as a comorbidity, such as anxiety disorders, eating disorders or personality
disorders while 16.5% of participants also had a diagnosed somatic comorbidity. On average, participants
completed 4 assessments during their hospital stay with a minimum of 1 and a maximum of 15 assessments.

No participant dropped out of the study before their scheduled discharge from inpatient treatment.

Need for support

A vast majority of participants did not require support and managed data entry independently (89.3%)
during all assessments. Little support was needed by 6.6%, whereas 2.9% required some support and 0.8%

struggled to enter data independently and relied largely on the researcher for assistance.

For the ordinal logistic regression, predictor variables were tested a priori to rule out violations of the
assumption of multicollinearity. Model fit was given (x> =26.1, df=5, p <.001). According to Nagelkerke
R?, the model explained 23.1% of the variance in required support. Age was found to be the only significant
contributor to the model as can be seen in Table 1. The odds of needing support with data entry and tablet-
handling increased with older age (OR = 1.078, 95% CI (1.04, 1.12)). Sex, depressive symptom severity

and global level of functioning did not contribute significantly to the model.

Entry pace

The linear regression model was significant and explained 31.1% of the variance in data entry time (R? =
311, F(5,213) = 18.99, p < 0.001). Age was a significant predictor of entry pace (5 = 0.519, t =8.9, p <
0.001). Global level of functioning also predicted entry pace (5 = -0.184, ¢ = -2.24, p = 0.026) whereas

gender and level of depressive symptoms revealed no effect as can be seen in Table 2.

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

PRO validation

We found overall high agreement between the patient reported outcome of depression severity and the
external clinical rating of depression severity as demonstrated through a strong positive correlation between
BDI and HAMD sum scores (7(214) = .69, p <.001). The additional regression models confirmed these
results: The first regression model was significant, with BDI and gender explaining 47.3% of the variance
in HAMD (F(3,212) = 63.39, p <.001, R?= .473). BDI was a significant predictor (F(1,212) = 186.344, p
<.001) while gender was not. There was no significant interaction between BDI and gender. The second
regression model was also significant, with BDI and age explaining 48.2% of the variance in HAMD
(F(3,212) = 65.863, p < .001, R?= .482). BDI was a significant predictor (F(1,212) = 18.191, p < .001)

while age was not. There was no significant interaction between BDI and age.

Table 1 Ordinal logistic regression analysis results predicting the effects of age, sex, and symptom severity

on required support during data entry

B (SE) Wald OR (95% CI) p-value
Age 0.08 (0.02) 15.96 1.08 (1.04 - 1.12) <.001
Gender (male = 1) 0.16 (0.54) 0.09 1.18 (0.41 —3.42) .76
BDI -0.03 (0.04) 0.69 0.97 (0.90 — 1.05) 41
HAMD -0.08 (0.07) 1.15 0.93 (0.81 -1.07) 28
GAF -0.07 (0.05) 2.03 0.93 (0.85-1.03) .16

Note. Nagelkerke R?=.231.
Abbreviations. Cl, Confidence Interval; BDI, Beck’s Depression Inventory; GAF, Global Assessment of
Functioning; HAMD, Hamilton Depression Scale; OR, Odd’s ratio; SE, Standard error

11
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Table 2 Linear regression results predicting the effects of age, sex, and symptom severity on required time
for data entry

B (SE) ¥ T p-value
Age 0.009 (0.001) 0.519 8.899 <.001
Gender -0.053 (0.033) -0.095 -1.612 11
BDI 0.000 (0.002) 0.019 0.233 .82
HAMD -0.001 (0.004) -0.012 -0.131 .90
GAF -0.006 (0.003) -0.184 -2.238 .03

Note. R?= 313.

Abbreviations. BDI, Beck’s Depression Inventory; GAF, Global Assessment of Functioning; HAMD,

Hamilton Depression Scale; SE, Standard error

12
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3.2 Non-participants

Out of the 364 patients that were eligible for inclusion based on their clinical diagnosis, 122 (33.5%)
were excluded or refused to participate. The group of non-participants could be split into patients that were
excluded by clinicians or study personnel (n = 77; 63.1%) and patients that refused participation upon being
approached for the study (n = 45; 36.9%). There were no differences in age (#(120) = 0.207, p = .84) or

gender (y*(1, n = 122) = 0.003; p = .96) between these two subgroups.

Half of the patients, who had to be excluded from the study, were excluded due to organisational
reasons such as a very short hospital stay (i.e. under one week). Other reasons for exclusions were
insufficient German language proficiency, limited cognitive ability (i.e. severe attentional or memory
deficits) and acute mental distress as judged by the treating clinician. Within the group of patients, who
refused to participate, a majority cited general non-interest in the study as their reason for refusal. Much
fewer patients expressed that they felt too incapacitated by their symptoms to participate, displayed general
non-compliance with treatment and thusly refused to participate in additional assessments, or expressed
concerns over data security. Please refer to Figure 1 for more detailed visualisation of the distribution of

reasons for exclusion and refusal to participate.

The non-participating group was significantly older (#(362) = 3.306, p <.001) and consisted of
more women (y*(1, n = 364) = 4.34; p = .04) than the participant group. See Table 3 for sociodemographic

and clinical characteristics of both groups.

13
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Figure 1 a) Reasons for exclusion of participants as conducted by clinicians or study personnel prior to
participation in the study; b) Reasons for refusal of study participation by the patient in percentages from

within each non-participating subgroup.
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Table 3 Sociodemographic and clinical characteristics of patients who were initially approached for

participation, consisting of 122 non-participating patients and 242 study participants.

Non-participants (n = 122) Participants (n = 242) p-value
Mean SD Range Mean SD Range
Age 48.52  19.00 18 -89 41.93 17.39  18-81 <.001
Gender (m/f) 43/79 113/129 .04
BDI N/A 24.09 1124  1-50
HAMD N/A 15.53 6.16 1-31
GAF N/A 57.44 8.63 33-78

Abbreviations. BDI, Beck’s Depression Inventory; GAF, Global Assessment of Functioning; HAMD,

Hamilton Depression Scale; SD, Standard deviation. Means, standard deviations (SD) and group

differences (as measured with t-test or y*-test).

15
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4. Discussion

With this study, we demonstrate the feasibility and acceptance of digital continuous data collection
in affective disorder inpatients. Our results indicate that participatory medicine can be achieved in patients
with affective disorders, as they are willing and able to contribute PROs throughout the duration of their
inpatient treatment. This study therefore provides important insight into the possibility of routinely
collecting longitudinal data in real-world clinical cohorts that may guide the way towards personalised
psychiatric care.

During the assessment period of one year, we achieved an inclusion rate of 66.5% of patients with
a diagnosed affective disorder. This rate is similar to that reported from other investigations performed on
the general population and non-psychiatric patient groups, which indicates that MDD symptomology does
not constitute a barrier towards participation (Grobbee et al., 2005; Karsten et al., 2018). Exclusion by the
clinician or researcher and refusal to participate by the patients themselves were largely not due to symptom
severity or cognitive impairment but for organisational reasons or a general disinterest in the study, which
mirrors reasons for non-participation in research from non-psychiatric populations (Brintnall-Karabelas et
al., 2011).

A vast majority of patients who did participate were able to enter data independently and did not
encounter technical difficulties. More importantly, we found no association between symptom severity at
baseline and the amount of required support in handling the equipment or prolonged data entry times. This
is in line with previous investigations on the feasibility and acceptability of digitally based assessments in
psychiatric populations (Preuschoff et al., 2013). Moreover, we were able to demonstrate the validity of
PROs with the use of an external measure of depression severity performed by a clinical interviewer. The
level of agreement between self-reported depression severity via the BDI and the external rating based on
the HAMD was comparable to findings from the literature (Steer, Beck, Riskind, & Brown, 1987) and
indicated high validity of the digital PRO. This is an especially promising result for the implementation of
PRO collection technologies into routine documentation as well as its use for research purposes as it

indicates that little to no additional personnel resources are required in order to gain valuable longitudinal
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data throughout the course of treatment. Moreover, the digital implementation of PROs will allow for more
precise and immediate data storage and analysis (Hsin et al., 2018). In the future, such an infrastructure of
digital data collection could be used to communicate treatment outcomes and visual representations thereof
directly to patients. Similar approaches have been found to improve communication between patients and
healthcare providers (Baeksted et al., 2017), and would also constitute an improvement in the participatory
aspect of precision medicine.

Although our results generally support the feasibility of continuous digital data collection in
affective disorders, a few systematic recruitment and accessibility issues must be addressed. Despite the
fact that no association between symptom severity and performance during data entry in our participating
sample was detected, 6% of participants were excluded beforehand due to reduced cognitive ability or
clinicians’ concerns over their acute mental distress. Although this embodies only a small percentage of
our sample, this result suggests that a systematic exclusion of more severe cases may not be avoidable.
Nevertheless, it may be worthwhile to critically consider such cases individually, as it has been shown that
carers overestimate the amount of distress patients are put under during research participation (Tallon et
al., 2011).

We furthermore found that women were more likely to refuse or be excluded from the study than men. This
may again be due to symptom severity. Although the reasons recorded at the time of exclusion do not
suggest symptom severity to be the main factor, evidence does suggest women to be more likely to seek
psychiatric treatment and report more severe symptoms (Koopmans & Lamers, 2007; Ladwig, Marten-
Mittag, Formanek, & Dammann, 2000). As we do not have data on the symptom levels of the excluded
group, this question cannot be answered with certainty.

Regardless of gender, the factor that impacted both the amount of required assistance and time during data
entry was older age. Older adults found it more difficult to handle the tablet-based assessments and took
longer to complete them. However, the percentage of participants who needed assistance was comparatively
small and even those who did require assistance were able to complete assessments regularly, which

suggests that their difficulties with handling the equipment did not stop them from participating. Although
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our study did not assess subjective attitudes toward technology, previous studies found that digital methods
of data collection are well-accepted even among older adults (Horevoorts, Vissers, Mols, Melissa, & Van
De Poll-Franse, 2015; Karsten et al., 2018). It can also be expected that technological literacy will rise in
older populations over the years, as smartphones and tablets are becoming increasingly ubiquitous, which
will alleviate the difficulties for this specific age group in the future. Studies also show that, although older
adults lag behind in digital literacy, such competencies can be acquired through social support (Schreurs,
Quan-Haase, & Martin, 2017; Tsai, Shillair, & Cotten, 2017). Nevertheless, our findings suggest, that
options for support of older participants should currently be offered so as not to systematically exclude
technologically less well-versed patients from participatory care.

In addition to older age, lower global functioning was also related to slower data entry pace;
however, it was not associated with the amount of required assistance. This suggests that patients with a
generally lower level of global functioning take longer to complete assessments but are still able to do so
independently. Moreover, the added time expenditure does not lead to participants dropping out of the
study, indicating that the slower entry pace is tolerable and not a barrier that would keep lower functioning
patients from participating in such research.

Lastly, those patients who are not proficient in the language spoken by their healthcare providers
are a systematically disadvantaged group in psychiatric care that could not be included in this investigation.
At equal or greater levels of need, migrants are known to seek mental health treatment less often and are
less likely to report favourable treatment outcomes (Derr, 2016; Mosko, Schneider, Koch, & Schulz, 2008).
This suggests that the inclusion of marginalised populations would be of great importance especially when
investigating individual risk factors for affective disorders on the way to precision psychiatry. In fact,
digitally assessed PROs present the opportunity to get detailed, standardised assessments despite language
barriers, as questionnaire measures can be made available in every language. The application we used for
data collection supports the implementation of multi-language assessments (Soto-Rey et al., 2018) and
could therefore be used in future investigations in order to also reach and assess non-German speaking

clinical populations. This would provide a wealth of standardised, quantifiable information about patients
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of diverse cultural backgrounds that could guide treatment but also assist in identifying suitable
interventions for clinical populations with specific ethnic or cultural differences and risk or resilience
factors.

To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first naturalistic investigation to incorporate
continuous, digitally assessed PROs throughout the course of inpatient treatment in affective disorders.
Overall, the acceptability and feasibility of such study protocols within the clinical routine is high while
required resources remain comparatively low. Patients are willing and able to provide data in regular
intervals and are not systematically disadvantaged by the severity of their affective symptoms. Future
implementations should keep gender, age, and cultural factors in mind when approaching patients and offer
assistance with any technological equipment as needed.

In conclusion, this study is a first step in demonstrating that the participatory aspect of precision
medicine can be achieved in psychiatry. In the future, the information gathered routinely through patient
reported outcomes may be combined with other potential data sources such as fitness trackers and
information gained from electronic health records (Goldstein-Piekarski, Holt-Gosselin, O’Hora, &
Williams, 2020; Hariman, Ventriglio, & Bhugra, 2019; Hirschtritt & Insel, 2018; Jensen et al., 2015). This
will pave the way for data-driven machine learning models that could ultimately be used to predict and
prevent the occurrence of affective disorders, as well as facilitate the identification of individual risk
profiles. Such advances in psychiatry will be invaluable as personalised treatments tailored to such
individual risk factors may lead to much shorter and less frequent hospitalisations, which would equate to

more cost-effective treatments and a pronounced reduction in patient suffering.

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Funding and disclosure

Funding was provided by the Interdisciplinary Center for Clinical Research (IZKF) of the medical faculty
of Miinster (Grant SEED 11/19 to NO), as well as the “Innovative Medizinische Forschung” (IMF) of the
medical faculty of Miinster (Grants OP121710 to NO).

Acknowledgements

We are deeply indebted to all participants of this study.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

References

Alfonsson, S., Maathz, P., & Hursti, T. (2014). Interformat Reliability of Digital Psychiatric Self-Report
Questionnaires: A Systematic Review. Journal of Medical Internet Research, 16(12), €268.
https://doi.org/10.2196/jmir.3395

Baeksted, C., Pappot, H., Nissen, A., Hjollund, N. H., Mitchell, S. A., Basch, E., ... Johansen, C. (2017).
Feasibility and acceptability of electronic symptom surveillance with clinician feedback using the
patient-reported outcomes version of common terminology criteria for adverse events (PRO-
CTCAE) in Danish prostate cancer patients. Journal of Patient-Reported Qutcomes, 1, 1-11.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41687-017-0005-6

Beck, A. T., Steer, R. A., & Brown, G. K. (1996). Beck Depression Inventory (BDI-II). Pearson.

Beijers, L., Wardenaar, K. J., van Loo, H. M., & Schoevers, R. A. (2019). Data-driven biological
subtypes of depression: systematic review of biological approaches to depression subtyping.
Molecular Psychiatry, 24(6), 888-900. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-019-0385-5

Bidargaddi, N., Musiat, P., Makinen, V. P., Ermes, M., Schrader, G., & Licinio, J. (2017). Digital
footprints: Facilitating large-scale environmental psychiatric research in naturalistic settings through
data from everyday technologies. Molecular Psychiatry, 22(2), 164—169.
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2016.224

Blitz, R., & Dugas, M. (2020). Conceptual Design, Implementation, and Evaluation of Generic and
Standard-Compliant Data Transfer into Electronic Health Records. Applied Clinical Informatics,
11(3), 374-386. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0040-1710023

Brintnall-Karabelas, J., Sung, S., Cadman, M. E., Squires, C., Whorton, K., & Pao, M. (2011). Improving
recruitment in clinical trials: Why eligible participants decline. Journal of Empirical Research on
Human Research Ethics, 6(1), 69—74. https://doi.org/10.1525/jer.2011.6.1.69

Cearns, M., Opel, N., Clark, S., Kaehler, C., Thalamuthu, A., Heindel, W., ... Baune, B. T. (2019).

Predicting rehospitalization within 2 years of initial patient admission for a major depressive


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

episode: a multimodal machine learning approach. Translational Psychiatry, 9(1), 285.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41398-019-0615-2

Chekroud, A. M., Zotti, R. J., Shehzad, Z., Gueorguieva, R., Johnson, M. K., Trivedi, M. H., ... Corlett,
P. R. (2016). Cross-trial prediction of treatment outcome in depression: A machine learning
approach. The Lancet Psychiatry, 3(3), 243-250. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2215-0366(15)00471-X

Cohen, B. J., McGarvey, E. L., Pinkerton, R. C., & Kryzhanivska, L. (2004). Willingness and competence
of depressed and schizophrenic inpatients to consent to research. Journal of the American Academy
of Psychiatry and the Law, 32(2), 134-143.

Dale, O., & Hagen, K. B. (2007). Despite technical problems personal digital assistants outperform pen
and paper when collecting patient diary data. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 60(1), 8—17.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].jclinepi.2006.04.005

De Moor, G., Sundgren, M., Kalra, D., Schmidt, A., Dugas, M., Claerhout, B, ... Coorevits, P. (2015).
Using electronic health records for clinical research: The case of the EHR4CR project. Journal of
Biomedical Informatics, 53, 162—173. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jb1.2014.10.006

Derr, A. S. (2016). Mental health service use among immigrants in the United States: A systematic
review. Psychiatric Services, 67(3), 265-274. https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201500004

Feczko, E., Miranda-Dominguez, O., Marr, M., Graham, A. M., Nigg, J. T., & Fair, D. A. (2019). The
Heterogeneity Problem: Approaches to Identify Psychiatric Subtypes. Trends in Cognitive Sciences,
23(7), 584—601. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2019.03.009

Fritz, F., Balhorn, S., Riek, M., Breil, B., & Dugas, M. (2012). Qualitative and quantitative evaluation of
EHR-integrated mobile patient questionnaires regarding usability and cost-efficiency. International
Journal of Medical Informatics, 81(5), 303-313. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2011.12.008

Ghio, L., Gotelli, S., Marcenaro, M., Amore, M., & Natta, W. (2014). Duration of untreated illness and
outcomes in unipolar depression: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of Affective
Disorders, 152—154(1), 45-51. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.10.002

Goldstein-Piekarski, A. N., Holt-Gosselin, B., O’Hora, K., & Williams, L. M. (2020). Integrating sleep,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

neuroimaging, and computational approaches for precision psychiatry. Neuropsychopharmacology,
45(1), 192-204. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41386-019-0483-8

Greden, J. F., Parikh, S. V., Rothschild, A. J., Thase, M. E., Dunlop, B. W., DeBattista, C., ... Dechairo,
B. (2019). Impact of pharmacogenomics on clinical outcomes in major depressive disorder in the
GUIDED trial: A large, patient- and rater-blinded, randomized, controlled study. Journal of
Psychiatric Research, 111(January), 59—67. https://doi.org/10.1016/].jpsychires.2019.01.003

Grobbee, D. E., Hoes, A. W., Verheij, T. J. M., Schrijvers, A. J. P., Van Ameijden, E. J. C., & Numans,
M. E. (2005). The Utrecht Health Project: Optimization of routine healthcare data for research.
European Journal of Epidemiology, 20(3), 285-290. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-004-5689-2

Hall, R. C. W. (1995). Global Assessment of Functioning: A Modified Scale. Psychosomatics, 36(3),
267-275. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0033-3182(95)71666-8

Hamilton, M. (1986). The Hamilton Rating Scale for Depression. In Assessment of Depression (pp. 143—
152). Springer.

Hariman, K., Ventriglio, A., & Bhugra, D. (2019). The Future of Digital Psychiatry. Current Psychiatry
Reports, 21(9). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-019-1074-4

Hautzinger, M., Bailer, M., Worall, H., & Keller, F. (1994). Beck-Depressions-Inventar (BDI). Bern:
Huber.

Hawgood, S., Hook-Barnard, 1. G., O’Brien, T. C., & Yamamoto, K. R. (2015). Precision medicine:
Beyond the inflection point. Science Translational Medicine, 7(300), 1-4.
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aaa9970

Hindmarch, T., Hotopf, M., & Owen, G. S. (2013). Depression and decision-making capacity for
treatment or research: A systematic review. BMC Medical Ethics, 14(1).
https://doi.org/10.1186/1472-6939-14-54

Hirschtritt, M. E., & Insel, T. R. (2018). Digital Technologies in Psychiatry: Present and Future. Focus,
16(3), 251-258. https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.focus.20180001

Horevoorts, N. J. E., Vissers, P. A. J., Mols, F., Melissa, S. Y. T., & Van De Poll-Franse, L. V. (2015).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Response rates for patient-reported outcomes using web-based versus paper questionnaires:
Comparison of two invitational methods in older colorectal cancer patients. Journal of Medical
Internet Research, 17(5), 1-12. https://doi.org/10.2196/jmir.3741

Hsin, H., Fromer, M., & Califf, R. (2018). Transforming Psychiatry into Data-Driven Medicine with
Digital Measurement Tools. Npj Digital Medicine, (May), 1-4. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41746-018-
0046-0

Hughes-Morley, A., Young, B., Waheed, W., Small, N., & Bower, P. (2015). Factors affecting
recruitment into depression trials: Systematic review, meta-synthesis and conceptual framework.
Journal of Affective Disorders, 172, 274-290. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2014.10.005

Humphreys, K., & Williams, L. M. (2018). What can treatment research offer general practice? The
Lancet Psychiatry, 5(4), 295-297. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2215-0366(17)30512-6

Jensen, R. E., Rothrock, N. E., Dewitt, E. M., Spiegel, B., Tucker, C. A., Crane, H. M., ... Crane, P. K.
(2015). The role of technical advances in the adoption and integration of patient-reported outcomes
in clinical care. Medical Care, 53(2), 153—159. https://doi.org/10.1097/MLR.0000000000000289

Karsten, M. M., Speiser, D., Hartmann, C., Zeuschner, N., Lippold, K., Kiver, V., ... Blohmer, J.-U.
(2018). Web-Based Patient-Reported Outcomes Using the International Consortium for Health
Outcome Measurement Dataset in a Major German University Hospital: Observational Study. JMIR
Cancer, 4(2), e11373. https://doi.org/10.2196/11373

Kessler, R. C., Van Loo, H. M., Wardenaar, K. J., Bossarte, R. M., Brenner, L. A., Cai, T., ... Zaslavsky,
A. M. (2016). Testing a machine-learning algorithm to predict the persistence and severity of major
depressive disorder from baseline self-reports. Molecular Psychiatry, 21(10), 1366—1371.
https://doi.org/10.1038/mp.2015.198

Koopmans, G. T., & Lamers, L. M. (2007). Gender and health care utilization: The role of mental distress
and help-seeking propensity. Social Science and Medicine, 64(6), 1216—1230.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2006.11.018

Ladwig, K.-H., Marten-Mittag, B., Formanek, B., & Dammann, G. (2000). Gender differences of


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

symptom reporting and medical health care utilization, 511-518.

Lavallee, D. C., Chenok, K. E., Love, R. M., Petersen, C., Holve, E., Segal, C. D., & Franklin, P. D.
(2016). Incorporating patient-reported outcomes into health care to engage patients and enhance
care. Health Affairs, 35(4), 575-582. https://doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2015.1362

Lee, J., Hamideh, D., & Nebeker, C. (2019). Qualifying and quantifying the precision medicine rhetoric.
BMC Genomics, 20(1), 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12864-019-6242-8

Manchia, M., Pisanu, C., Squassina, A., & Carpiniello, B. (2020). Challenges and future prospects of
precision medicine in psychiatry. Pharmacogenomics and Personalized Medicine, 13, 127-140.
https://doi.org/10.2147/PGPM.S198225

Mosko, M., Schneider, J., Koch, U., & Schulz, H. (2008). Beeinflusst der tiirkische
Migrationshintergrund das Behandlungsergebnis? Ergebnisse einer prospektiven Versorgungsstudie
in der stationdren Rehabilitation von Patienten mit psychischen/psychosomatischen Stérungen.
Psychotherapie, Psychosomatik, Medizinische Psychologie, 58(3—4), 176—182.

Nandi, A., Beard, J. R., & Galea, S. (2009). Epidemiologic heterogeneity of common mood and anxiety
disorders over the lifecourse in the general population: A systematic review. BMC Psychiatry, 9, 1—
11. https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-244X-9-31

Papakostas, G. 1., & Fava, M. (2010). Pharmacotherapy for depression and treatment-resistant
depression. World Scientific.

Preuschoff, 1., Miiller, H. H., Sperling, W., Biermann, T., Bergner, M., Kornhuber, J., & Groemer, T. W.
(2013). iPad-Assisted Measurements of Duration Estimation in Psychiatric Patients and Healthy
Control Subjects. PLoS ONE, 8(5). https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0061295

Redlich, R., Opel, N., Grotegerd, D., Dohm, K., Zaremba, D., Biirger, C., ... Dannlowski, U. (2016).
Prediction of Individual Response to Electroconvulsive Therapy via Machine Learning on Structural
Magnetic Resonance Imaging Data. JAMA Psychiatry, 73(6), 557-564.
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2016.0316

Rush, A. J.,, Trivedi, M. H., Wisniewski, S. R., Nierenberg, A. A., Stewart, J. W., Warden, D., ... Fava,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

M. (2006). Acute and longer-term outcomes in depressed outpatients requiring one or several
treatment steps: A STAR*D report. American Journal of Psychiatry, 163(11), 1905-1917.
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.2006.163.11.1905

Schreurs, K., Quan-Haase, A., & Martin, K. (2017). Problematizing the digital literacy paradox in the
context of older adults’ ICT use: Aging, media discourse, and self-determination. Canadian Journal
of Communication, 42(2), 359-377. https://doi.org/10.22230/cjc.2017v42n2a3130

Soto-Rey, 1., Rehr, M., Bruland, P., Zeidler, C., Riepe, C., Steinke, S., ... Storck, M. (2018). Electronic
Collection of Multilingual Patient-Reported Outcomes across Europe. Methods of Information in
Medicine, 57(5), E107-E114. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0038-1675397

Soto-Rey, Ifiaki, Dugas, M., & Storck, M. (2016). Implementation of an ODM and HL7 Compliant
Electronic Patient-Reported Outcome System. Studies in Health Technology and Informatics, 228,
421-425.

Steer, R. A., Beck, A. T., Riskind, J. H., & Brown, G. (1987). Relationships between the Beck Depression
Inventory and the Hamilton Psychiatric Rating Scale for Depression in depressed outpatients.
Journal of Psychopathology and Behavioral Assessment, 9(3), 327-339.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00964561

Stuart, A. L., Pasco, J. A., Jacka, F. N., Brennan, S. L., Berk, M., & Williams, L. J. (2014). Comparison
of self-report and structured clinical interview in the identification of depression. Comprehensive
Psychiatry, 55(4), 866—869. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.comppsych.2013.12.019

Tallon, D., Mulligan, J., Wiles, N., Thomas, L., Peters, T. J., Elgie, R., ... Lewis, G. (2011). Involving
patients with depression in research: Survey of patients’ attitudes to participation. British Journal of
General Practice, 61(585), 134—141. https://doi.org/10.3399/bjgp11X567036

Trinczek, B., Kopcke, F., Leusch, T., Majeed, R. W., Schreiweis, B., Wenk, J., ... Dugas, M. (2014).
Design and multicentric implementation of a generic software architecture for patient recruitment
systems re-using existing his tools and routine patient data. Applied Clinical Informatics, 5(1), 264—

283. https://doi.org/10.4338/ACI-2013-07-RA-0047


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400; this version posted September 1, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Tsai, H. Y. S., Shillair, R., & Cotten, S. R. (2017). Social Support and Playing Around: An Examination
of How Older Adults Acquire Digital Literacy with Tablet Computers. Journal of Applied

Gerontology, 36(1), 29-55. https://doi.org/10.1177/0733464815609440


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.08.27.20183400

