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ABSTRACT

Study Objectives: To assess the effects of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for insomnia (CBTi) on subjective
and objective sleep, sleep-state misperception as well as self-reported and objective cognitive
performance.

Methods: We performed a randomized controlled trial with a treatment group and a wait-list control
group to assess changes in insomnia symptoms after CBTi (8 sessions/3 months) in 62 participants with
chronicinsomnia. To this end, we conducted a multimodal investigation of sleep and cognition including
subjective measures of sleep difficulties (Insomnia Severity Index (ISl), sleep diaries) and cognitive
functioning (Sahlgrenska Academy Self-reported Cognitive Impairment Questionnaire), objective
assessments of sleep (polysomnography recording, cognition (attention and working memory tasks),
and sleep-state misperception measures, collected at baseline and at 3-months post-randomization. At
6 months post-randomization, we collected similar data from the wait-list group after CBTi. We also
assessed ISI one year after CBTi in both groups. Our main analysis investigated changes in sleep and
cognition after 3 months (treatment versus wait-list group). In secondary analyses, we pooled data from
both groups to observe changes after CBTi.

Results: ISI score was reduced and self-reported sleep quality improved after CBTi (treatment group at
3 months and pooled groups after CBTi). Sleep misperception in sleep onset latency and sleep duration
decreased after CBTi. In contrast, objective sleep, objective and subjective cognitive functioning did not
improve after CBTi.

Conclusions: We showed that CBTi has a beneficial effect on variables pertaining to the subjective
perception of sleep, which is a central feature of insomnia. However, we observed no significant effect
of CBTi on measures of cognitive functioning.

Keywords:
CBTi, sleep, cognition, objective, subjective, sleep-state misperception

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

Nighttime sleep difficulties and daytime cognitive impairment are the two main complaints of
individuals suffering from insomnia. We investigated the effects of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for
insomnia (CBTi) on these two aspects of chronic insomnia, using both self-reported and objective
measures, as well as sleep-state misperception (i.e., the discrepancy between self-reported and
objective sleep). We showed significant changes after CBTi in insomnia severity, subjective sleep quality
and perception of sleep, while no consistent benefit emerged for objective measures of sleep and
assessments of cognitive functioning. CBTi thus appears to primarily benefit subjective sleep quality as
well as the alignment between subjective and objective estimates of sleep.
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INTRODUCTION

Chronic insomnia is defined by self-reported complaints of difficulty falling asleep and/or
maintaining sleep, occurring at least 3 times per week for more than 3 months, and is accompanied by
daytime functioning complaints?!, such as fatigue, lack of energy, mood disruption, and often, cognitive
complaints?3. Chronic insomnia affects more than 10% of the population®®. It is associated with poorer
physical and mental health outcomes and an important societal financial burden’?, thereby
representing a major health issue. Current pharmacotherapeutic treatments are associated with greater
risk of tolerance, dependence, drug abuse!®!!. Given its long-term efficacy, the first-line of treatment
for chronic insomnia is cognitive-behavioral therapy for insomnia (CBTi)'**3, a multimodal psychological
intervention aimed at modifying maladaptive thinking and behaviors that contribute to the
perpetuation of insomnial**°.

The effectiveness of CBTi on insomnia severity has been extensively investigated. Previous
studies have shown CBTi to be effective on insomnia severity and subjective sleep quality, with medium
to large effect sizes'?'%%° using mostly self-report questionnaires, such as the Insomnia Severity Index
(IS1)%° or the Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI)?!. Sleep diaries, collected daily over several days
provide a comprehensive assessment of self-reported insomnia symptoms?2. CBTi has been shown to
result in diary-reported improvements in sleep initiation (i.e., shortened sleep onset latency) and
maintenance (i.e., shorter wake after sleep onset) as well as sleep satisfaction (i.e., sleep quality, sleep
efficiency) with moderate to large effect sizes'?>?3**. These beneficial effects on self-reported outcomes
have been observed immediately after the completion of CBTi'? and at longer term (between 6 months
and several years post-CBTi)?>?*. However, in these studies, the changes on self-reported sleep duration
remained small to non-significant.

While the efficacy of CBTi has been consistently confirmed with self-reported (i.e., subjective)
outcomes, concomitant changes in objective sleep measures have not been systematically investigated.
Polysomnographic (PSG) sleep studies revealed conflicting results on the effects of CBTi on objective
sleep outcomes, exhibiting either small effect sizes or no improvement!??*. As insomnia is a subjective
disorder for which the diagnosis is solely based on subjective complaints, such observations suggest that
CBTi is effective in improving subjective sleep quality rather than actively changing sleep architecture
per se. Notably, the subjective sleep complaints reported by individuals with chronic insomnia are not
always corroborated by objective sleep measures, such as polysomnographic (PSG) assessment?. Such
discrepancy between self-reported and objective sleep assessments can be quantified by measures of
sleep-state misperception, i.e., differences between subjective and objectives estimates of sleep?®.
Some individuals with chronic insomnia underestimate their sleep duration and overestimate their sleep
latency when comparing their reports to objective sleep measures?”?. Few studies reported the effects
of insomnia treatment on sleep-state misperception (SSM) with actimeter?>* and only one study
compared PSG to self-reported sleep measures after CBTi*!. Lund and collaborators (2013) found less
misperception of sleep onset latency (i.e., reduced discrepancy) without change in objective sleep in a
sample of older adults with insomnia comorbid with osteoarthritis, coronary artery disease or chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease. These results suggest that, in addition to self-reported sleep quality,
CBTi also improves the perception of sleep. These findings await replication in broader samples of
individuals with chronic insomnia.

Beyond nighttime effects, CBTi has been shown to also improve quality of life and daytime
functioning®?2. The effectiveness of CBTi on daytime functioning — including greater energy, better
concentration and mood — has shown a large effect size compared to a wait-list control, and a small
effect size compared to a placebo intervention32. With regards to cognitive function, the effect of CBTi
on subjective cognitive function has been reported small to moderate and not specific to one cognitive
domain®. Findings are inconsistent for objective cognitive measures; some studies reported an
improvement in attentional abilities after CBTi, with improved objective measures of attention in the
Attentional Network Test-Interactions®*, while other studies reported null findings in
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neuropsychological and vigilance tasks*+®. While no study has reported the effects of CBTi on both
subjective and objective cognitive performances using standardized in-person intervention and
assessments, one study investigated the effect of CBTi on both subjective and objective cognitive
abilities, using web-based intervention (digital CBTi) and assessments'®. Improvement following digital
CBTi were only found on self-reported cognitive functioning using the British-Columbia Cognitive
Complaints Inventory questionnaire. However, objective cognitive performance across multiple
cognitive domains (attention, memory, mental flexibility, complex processing speed) assessed using the
cognitive test battery from the UK Biobank did not improve??, confirming previous results®® but also the
crucial subjective dimension of chronic insomnia.

In sum, while the effects of CBTi on subjective and objective sleep are well documented
separately, there is limited data about its effects on sleep-state misperception (i.e., discrepancy
between objective and subjective sleep) and on subjective and objective measures of cognitive
functioning. Here, we aimed at providing a more comprehensive assessment of the effects of CBTi on
sleep and cognitive function within the same group of individuals. Specifically, we conducted a
multimodal investigation of CBTi efficacy on sleep and cognition using combined objective and
subjective assessments in a randomized-controlled trial with 2 arms (i.e., immediate CBTi and wait-list
control) on 62 participants with chronic insomnia. The ISI was used as our primary outcome of CBTi
efficacy. Secondary outcomes included subjective (self-report) measures of sleep difficulties (i.e., sleep
diaries) and subjective cognitive functioning (i.e., questionnaires), as well as objective assessments of
sleep (i.e., PSG recording), cognition (i.e., attention and working memory tasks) and sleep-state
misperception measures of sleep duration and sleep latency. Both primary and secondary outcomes
were assessed at baseline and after 3 months (after immediate CBTi or after wait-list period). The wait-
list control group then received the CBTi program and outcomes were again assessed after CBTi (i.e., 6
months post-randomization). We pooled both groups Post-CBTi for complementary analyses of CBTi
efficacy on sleep and cognition. We hypothesized that CBTi would have a large effect on subjective (self-
reported) measures of sleep, a small-to-medium effect on subjective cognitive functioning, while
objective measures of sleep and cognition would yield small to no changes after CBTi. We also
hypothesized that the discrepancy between objective and subjective measures of sleep (i.e., sleep-state
misperception) would be significantly reduced after CBTi.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants

Participants with chronic insomnia were recruited through online and print advertisements posted in
the community and from physician referral. Prospective participants were initially screened over the
phone for inclusion and exclusion criteria, followed by a semi-structured in-person interview. Potentially
eligible participants subsequently underwent a screening polysomnographic (PSG) recording to rule out
the presence of other sleep disorders contributing to insomnia symptoms.

Participants meeting the 3™ version of the International Classification of Sleep Disorders (ICSD-3)
diagnostic criteria for chronic insomnia disorder for at least 6 months were included in the study!. The
ICSD-3 criteria for chronic insomnia are defined as self-reported difficulties initiating sleep (i.e., sleep
onset latency greater than 30 min), difficulties maintaining sleep (i.e., wake after sleep onset (WASO)
greater than 30 min), and/or early morning awakenings (i.e., final awakening time earlier than desired
by at least 30 min), for at least 3 times a week and for more than 3 months, combined with complaints
of daytime functioning.

Exclusion criteria were as follows: being less than 18 years old, a psychiatric condition other than
depression and anxiety, medical conditions likely to affect sleep (e.g., epilepsy, multiple sclerosis,
Parkinson’s disease, chronic pain, active cancer), other sleep disorders (e.g., moderate to severe sleep
apnea defined by apnea-hypopnea index (AHI) > 15/h, restless legs syndrome, periodic limb movement
disorder defined by an index during sleep > 15/h), a major cardiovascular condition or intervention, a
recent severe infection, poor cognitive function (defined by a diagnosis of dementia or a Montreal
Cognitive Assessment — MoCA — score <26°’), shift work or changes in time zones over the past 2
months, and monthly use of recreational drugs or weekly use prescription drugs that might affect sleep.
All participants signed a written informed consent form before entering the study, which was approved
by the Concordia University Human Research Ethics Committee. A total of sixty-two participants out of
354 were found eligible for the study and randomized to one of the two groups (see below). Their
demographic information is presented in Table 1.

Protocol

Eligible participants were enrolled in a randomized controlled trial comprised of an immediate CBTiarm
and a wait-list control arm (see Figure 1A for the study design). Within a month after the initial PSG
screening, participants completed a baseline assessment (T1). Participants completed a sleep diary for
two weeks before coming back to the lab for another PSG recording. In addition to the PSG, participants
filled out questionnaires in the evening and performed cognitive tasks (i.e., ANT and N-back) the next
morning. Following this baseline assessment, participants were randomized to either a 3-month CBTi
program (8 group sessions; TX group) or a 3-month wait-list period (WL group) stratified by age and sex,
with a 1:1 ratio. Thirty-three participants were randomized to the TX group and 29 participants were
randomized to the WL group. Three months post-randomization (T2), participants from both groups
came back to the laboratory and underwent the same protocol as the baseline assessment (PSG,
cognitive tasks, questionnaires) followed by a 2-week sleep diary. Following T2 assessment, participants
from the WL group received a 3-month CBTi program. At 6-month post-randomization (T3), participants
from the WL group came back to the laboratory where they underwent the same protocol.

One year after the completion of the CBTi program (1YFU assessment), participants from both groups
were contacted to undergo the same protocol (PSG, cognitive tasks, questionnaires, 2-week sleep diary)
(see Figure 1B for depiction of the CONSORT flow chart). This study was registered as a clinical trial
(ISRCTN13983243, https://doi.org/10.1186/ISRCTN13983243).
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Figure 1 — Study design and participant flow

(A) Participants underwent a screening, comprised of a clinical interview and polysomnography (PSG) to screen for
inclusion and exclusion criteria. A the first timepoint (T1) participants underwent a baseline assessment: PSG
recording, filled out questionnaires, completed computerized cognitive tasks the next morning, sleep diaries for 2
weeks, and were randomized into either the immediate cognitive-behavioral therapy for insomnia group (TX group
- black) or the wait-list group (WL group - grey). After 8 weeks (T2), participants underwent the same assessments
as baseline. Participants in the WL group received a CBTi and were invited to come in the lab for an additional
assessment (T3) similar to T1 and T2. Finally, all participants were invited to repeat the same assessments one year
after completion of CBTi (1YFU)

(B) Consort flow chart of the participants
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PSG = polysomnography, AHI = Apnea-Hypopnea Index, MoCA = Montreal Cognitive Assessment, PLMs = Periodic
Limb Movements during sleep, CBTi = Cognitive-Behavioral Therapy for insomnia.

CBTi intervention

Participantsin the TX group (after T1) and in the WL group (after T2) underwent an 8-session group CBTi
within 3 months, which consisted of psychoeducation about sleep and circadian rhythms, stimulus
control, sleep restriction, sleep hygiene, cognitive therapy, and relaxation based on Morin & Espie®.
Each group included 2 to 6 participants, for a total of 14 CBTigroups in the present study. The treatment
was conducted by a trained psychologist. Each weekly session lasted 90 minutes.

Measures
Questionnaires
At each time point (T1, T2, T3, 1YFU), participants completed the following questionnaires:

Insomnia Severity Index (ISI) - The ISl is a widely used self-report tool for assessing the nature, severity,
and impact of current insomnia symptoms?>%. It consists of 7 Likert-scale questions with a total score
ranging from 0 to 28 (with higher scores indicating more severe insomnia) and its overall Cronbach's o
was .68. The change in ISl score was our primary outcome for this study. Individuals who reported a
decrease in ISl by 7 points or more following CBTi were considered to be Responders, while those who
did not were considered Non-Responders*®. Those who had an ISI score below 8 after CBTi were
considered to be Remitters®.

Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI) - The PSQl is a self-report measure of general sleep quality over
the past month?’. It consists of 7 sub-components (subjective sleep quality, sleep latency, sleep
duration, habitual sleep efficiency, sleep disturbances, use of medication, and daytime dysfunction)
calculated through 4 questions on the timing of sleep behaviors and 6 Likert-scale questions on sleep
habits. Total PSQI score ranges from 0 to 21 (with higher scores indicating worse sleep quality) and its
overall Cronbach's a. was .44.

Sahlgrenska Academy Self-reported Cognitive Impairment Questionnaire (SASCI-Q) - The SASCI-Q is a 29-
item questionnaire assessing current self-reported cognitive functioning and cognitive decline, spanning
different cognitive domains such as memory, attention, executive function, language and mixed
domains*!. Total SASCI-Q scores range from 29 to 203, with a higher score indicating more cognitive
impairment, and its overall Cronbach’s o was .96.

Sleep diaries
At each time point (T1, T2, T3, 1YFU), participants provided information about their sleep using the

Consensus sleep diary*? every day during 2 weeks. They reported their bedtime, sleep onset latency,
number of nocturnal awakenings, wake after sleep onset, wake-up time, and out of bed time. They also
estimated their sleep duration and time spent awake as well as their sleep satisfaction rating using a 5-
point rating scale (from 1: very bad sleep to 5: very good sleep). For each sleep variable, measures were
averaged over 2 weeks at each time point. Only sleep diary data with more than 5 days completed per
timepoint were included in the analyses.

Polysomnographic (PSG) recording

Whole-night PSG recording was used for all in-lab nights. PSG included EEG, EOG, EMG, ECG. The 17
scalp electrodes (F7, F3, Fz, F4, F8, T3, C3, Cz, C4, T4, P3, Pz, P4, 01, 02, M1, M2) were placed according
to the international 10-20 system. During the screening PSG (first night), periodic leg movements (legs
EMG) and Apnea-Hypopnea Index (thermistance, nasal canula, thoraco-abdominal belts and oximeter)
were also computed in order to exclude other sleep disorders. The EEG signal was recorded with a
Somnomedics amplifier (Somnomedics GmbH, Germany), sampled at 512 Hz. EEG recordings were
referenced online to Pz, and for the offline analyses the EEG signals were re-referenced to the contra-
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lateral mastoids (M1, M2). All sleep scoring and analyses were conducted using the Wonambi python
toolbox (https://wonambi-python.github.io). For each recording, at least two scorers determined the
different sleep stages (NREM 1, 2, 3, REM sleep and wake) according to the AASM rules for each
recorded night of sleep®. From the scoring of the sleep architecture, we computed sleep onset latency
(SOL), wake after sleep onset (WASQ), sleep duration (total sleep time; TST), the percentage of each
sleep stage relative to the total sleep period (TSP; from sleep onset to wake up time) and sleep efficiency
(TST/time in bed*100).

Sleep-state misperception measures

In the morning following each overnight PSG study, participants reported their subjective estimation of
time to fall asleep (sleep latency) and sleep duration in a night review (NR) questionnaire. Measures of
sleep-state misperception (SSM) were extracted by subtracting subjective estimates from objective
(PSG) assessments and included SSM-TST (objective TST minus subjective sleep duration) and SSM-SOL
(objective SOL minus subjective sleep latency)?’. While SSM-Wake (objective WASO minus subjective
wake duration) is traditionally computed in studies on sleep misperception, we were no able to assess
subjective Wake duration in the night review.

Cognitive tasks
The morning after each night at the lab, objective cognitive function was assessed using two tasks

running on a computer with Inquisit 4.0.9.0 software (Millisecond, Seattle, WA,
https://www.millisecond.com/), assessing cognitive domains that were found impaired in insomnia, i.e.,
working memory and attention*.

The Attention Network Task (ANT) was used to test the three networks of attention (i.e., alerting,
orienting and executive function (conflict resolution efficiency)* - see Figure S1A for the design).
Participants had to respond to the direction of the center arrow (target) of an array of 5 arrows (flanker
arrows) for a total of 144 trials. The array of arrows appeared on either side of the screen and were
cued by a flashing box. Cues were presented 0-800 ms (mean 400 ms) prior to the presentation of the
arrows, highlighting the location of the array of arrows and were of three different types: no cue, double
cue, or single cue which could validly be cueing the location of the array of arrows or not. The direction
of the flanker arrows was either congruent or incongruent with the center (target) arrow. Efficiency of
the alerting network corresponds to vigilance and is measured by the ability to use a cue to probe
attention (RTno cue — RTaousle cue). Efficiency of the orienting network is measured by the ability to select
and respond to a specific stimulus (RTinvalid cue— RTvalid cue). The executive component corresponds to the
ability to resolve conflict between incongruent and congruent information (RTincongruent fianker — R Tcongruent
fianker). The following variables were extracted: % Accuracy, Reaction time (RT), and reaction time
difference between stimuli, for each of the 3 attention networks (alerting, orienting and executive
function).

The second task was the N-back task, which tests working memory performance*®*’ (see Figure S1B for
the design). The task consisted in the presentation of a series of letters at a fixed frequency (2500 ms),
and participants were asked to press a button each time the current stimulus was identical to the
stimulus presented N-letters before. We assessed three different difficulty levels: 1-, 2- and 3-back, each
level comprising 45 trials (including 15 target trials) randomly presented for a total of 135 trials.
Accuracy and reaction times were extracted across all difficulty levels, as well as for each difficulty level
separately.

Statistical analyses

Statistical analyses were performed using RStudio 1.2.50 (RStudio, Inc., Boston, MA).

An Intent-to-Treat analysis was conducted on our primary outcome measure (i.e., ISl score) using mixed-
model analysis of variance (ANOVA) with Group as a between-subject factor (TX group vs WL group) and
Time as a within-subject factor (T1 vs T2) with imputation on the 62 individuals with chronic insomnia
randomized into the study to investigate the effect of CBTi. In addition, we performed a hierarchical
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linear modeling (HLM) analysis to evaluate changes in insomnia severity (ISl score) by pooling data from
both groups from pre (T1)- to post-CBTi (T2 for TX and T3 for WL) and one-year follow-up (1YFU).
Given the variability in attrition depending on the measures (see Attrition of each measure in
Supplementary Methods), we decided to conduct per protocol analyses to investigate the efficacy of
CBTi on our secondary outcomes, including subjective perception of sleep (i.e., sleep variables from
sleep diaries), objective sleep architecture (i.e., sleep variables from PSG), sleep-state misperception
(SSM-TST and SSM-SOL), subjective perception of cognitive abilities (SASCI-Q score) and objective
performance (accuracy and reaction times) at attentional (ANT) and working memory (N-back) tasks.
Mixed-model analyses of variance (ANOVA) with Group as a between-subject factor (TX group vs WL
group) and Time (T1 vs T2) and Group*Time interaction were used to investigate the effects of CBTi
compared to a wait-list period. To increase statistical power and investigate the effects of CBTi, we also
performed complementary analyses on these secondary outcomes by pooling both groups Post-CBTi
(T2 for TX group and T3 for WL group). Mixed-model analyses of variance (ANOVA) with Intervention as
a within-subject factor (Pre-CBTi(T1) vs Post-CBTi) were used on measures with complete data.
Participants were asked to complete the ISI at the one-year follow-up and were given the option of
completing an overnight PSG with all the other measurements. Many participants elected not to
complete this portion of the study. Given the large attrition for most secondary outcomes, one-year
follow-up data for secondary variables were not included in the final analyses (see Attrition of each
measure in Supplementary Methods).

All analyses were conducted while adjusting for age and sex. Level of education was included as an
additional covariate in the analyses on cognitive performances. Normality of distribution was checked
with Shapiro tests and homogeneity of variance was tested with Levene tests. Only if variance was not
homogeneous, we used non-parametric tests (Friedmann Test or Wald-Type Statistic) and when tests
did not report the same results, both analyses were reported, otherwise only ANOVAs were reported.
Degrees of freedom were corrected according to the Greenhouse—Geisser method, when appropriate.
Within-group effect sizes were calculated to indicate the degree of change in response to
Time/Intervention using Hedges's g (corrects for small sample size). The level of significance was set to
a p-value of <.05 and p-values were adjusted for multiple comparisons (Benjamini-Hochberg/FDR
correction). For significant results, both raw (P) and adjusted p-values (Q) were reported when
necessary. Exploratory bivariate Spearman’s Rho correlations were conducted between primary (ISl
score) and secondary measures in both groups to investigate the relationship between change in
insomnia severity and changes in subjective and objective sleep and cognitive abilities.
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RESULTS

Sixty-two individuals with chronic insomnia were randomized to either the immediate CBTiarm
(TX group - N=33) or a wait period (WL group - N=29). Participants were middle-aged (52 + 16 years
old), in majority female (75.8%) and mostly (69%) holders of university diploma (see Table 1 for
demographics).

At 3-months post-randomization (T2), 32 participants (96.9%) from the TX group and 22 participants
(75.8%) from the WL group filled the ISI questionnaire (primary outcome). We found no difference in
age (t-test P >.05) or sex (Fisher Exact Test P >.05) between participants who did or did not provide ISI
score at T2 in the TX group (P > .05) but there was a significant difference in age in the WL group, with
participants who did not provide ISl score at T2 being younger (38.5 £ 21 years old) than the participants
who did provide measures (56.5 + 10 years old; t= 17.7, P <.001). For the pooled data Post-CBTi, out of
the 62 participants who filled the ISI Pre-CBTi (T1), 56 (90.3%) filled the ISl after completion of the CBTi
program. There were no differences in gender or age between participants who did or did not provide
measures Post-CBTi (P > .05). Attrition rates of the secondary measures can be found in the
Supplemental Methods.

CBTi reduces insomnia severity
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Figure 2 — Insomnia Severity — Effect of CBTi on ISl score
(A) Mean IS score (+ SD) at baseline (T1) and 3 months post-randomization (T2) for the TX group (black) and the

WL group (grey).
(B) Mean ISI score (+ SD) across all participants (pooled groups) at Pre- (T1), Post-CBTi (T2 for TX and T3 for WL)

and 1 year after completion of the CBTi (1YFU).
Asterisks represent significance (P): ** <0.001

At 3-months post-randomization (T1 versus T2), we found a Group*Time interaction (F(1,110)
=17.71; P <.001) with main effects of Time (F(1,110) = 32.82; P <.001) and Group (F(1,102) = 16.79; P
<.001) due to the large reduction in ISl score only in the TX group at T2 (P <.001; g’ = 1.66; see Table 2
and Figure 2A). On average, the TX group reduced their ISl score by 7.5 + 4.88 points after CBTi while
the WL group did not show a significant change (-0.98 + 4.30 points) in ISl score. In the TX group, 16
(50%) out of 32 participants were considered as responders (ISI decreasing by at least 8 points) and 12
(37.5%) were considered in remission (ISI score < 8) at T2, while only one participant (4.54%) from the
WL group was in remission at T2.

Complementary analyses on pooled data Post-CBTi (T2 for TX group and T3 for WL group; N=56)
from both groups revealed similar large reduction in ISl score with a main effect of Intervention (F(1,108)
=88.4; P<.001; g’ = 1.69) and similar response and remission rates. Indeed, out of 56 participants who
filled the ISI questionnaire after CBTi, 30 were considered as responders (53.5%) and 22 were in
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remission (39.2%). HLM analyses on the trajectory of ISI score combining post-CBTi assessments (i.e. T2
for TX and T3 for WL as well as 1YFU) for both groups revealed a similar decrease in ISl score Post-CBTi
(Pre-CBTi vs Post-CBTi, t=12.33, P <.001, g’ = 1.76, beta =-7.76) that was maintained one-year after
completion of the intervention (Pre-CBTivs 1YFU: t=12.6, P <.001, g’= 1.71, beta =-8.2 and Post-CBTi vs
1YFU: t=.61, P=.816, g’ =.053; see Table S1 and Figure 2B). Out of the 47 participants who filled out the
ISIat 1YFU, 18 (38.2%) were in remission a year after CBTi.

CBTi improves self-reported sleep quality

At 3-months post-randomization (T1 versus T2), per-protocol analyses showed a Group*Time
interaction for PSQI score (F(1,86) = 4.13; P =.045), due to a significant decrease in PSQl score in the TX
group only (TX:-3.8 + 0.77pt, P <.001, N=29; g’ = -1.28; WL:-1.3 + 0.93pt, P =.16, N=20; g’ = -0.44; see
Table 2). Self-reported assessment of sleep (e.g., duration, latency, efficiency, satisfaction) using sleep
diaries (TX N=20, WL N=17) did not reveal any significant interaction, however, we found an effect of
Time for subjective sleep efficiency (SE; F(1,72) = 5.1; P =.02, Q =.14) and subjective sleep satisfaction
(F(1,72)=4.04; P=.04, Q=.14) due to a large increase in both measures in the TX group only (see Table
2 and Figure 3A). However, note that these effects did not survive multiple comparisons.

Complementary analyses on pooled data Post-CBTi from both groups revealed similar changes
in subjective sleep quality, including the reduction in PSQl score (-3.75 + 0.59 point, P <.001, g’ = -1.27,
N=54; see Table S2) as well as better sleep diaries-determined SE (+8.85 + 2.82 point; P =.002; Q =.012,
g’ =-0.62, N=37) and sleep satisfaction (+0.43 + 2.82 points; P=.015; Q =.034, g’ =-0.57, N=37; see Table
S2). Moreover, we found a decreased self-reported SOL (F(1,70) =5.9; P =.017; Q =.034) by 11 * 4min
on average (g’ =0.54) and wake duration (WASO; F(1,70) = 4.8; P =.031; Q =.038) by 26 + 6min on
average (g’ =0.43). They also reported a decreased time spent in bed (TiB; F(1,70) = 4.7; P =.032; Q
=.038) by 28 + 7min on average (g’ =0.46), but there was no change in self-reported total sleep duration
(P>.05; see Table S2).

CBTi does not improve objective sleep measures

At 3-months post-randomization (TX N=27, WL N=22), per-protocol investigation of sleep
architecture using PSG recording (e.g., sleep efficiency, total sleep time, sleep latency, total time spent
awake after sleep onset) did not reveal any Group*Time interaction (all P >.05; see Table 2 and Figure
3B). Complementary analyses on pooled data Post-CBTi (N=46) revealed similar lack of change in
objective sleep measures (all P >.05; see Table S2).
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Figure 3 — Multimodal assessment of CBTi efficacy on sleep and cognition

(A) Mean sleep efficiency (+ SEM) extracted from 14-day sleep diaries at baseline (T1) and 3 months post-
randomization (T2) for TX group (black; N=20) and WL group (grey; N=17).

(B) Mean sleep efficiency (+ SD) extracted from polysomnographic recording at baseline (T1) and 3 months post-
randomization (T2) for TX group (N=27) and WL group (N=22).

(C) Mean Sahlgrenska Academy Self-reported Cognitive impairment questionnaire (SASCI-Q) (+ SD) at baseline (T1)
and 3 months post-randomization (T2) for TX group (N=26) and WL group (N=21).

(D) Mean reaction time (+ SEM) extracted from the executive function component of the Attention Network Test
(ANT) at baseline (T1) and 3 months post-randomization (T2) for TX group (N=26) and WL group (N=21).
Asterisks represent significance (P) of post-hoc comparisons adjusted for Age and Sex (and education level for C &
D): *¥* <0.001, * <0.05

Degree of discrepancy between objective and subjective sleep decreases after CBTi

At 3-months post-randomization, there was no Group*Time interaction for both subjective
(Night Review) and objective (PSG) in-lab measures of sleep duration (TST) and sleep onset latency (SOL;
see Table 2). However, per-protocol analyses showed a Group*Time interaction (F(1,87) = 4; P =.048)
in the misperception of sleep onset latency (SSM-SOL) driven by a trend to decrease SSM-SOL in the TX
group only (P =.062; g’ =0.46; see Table 2). Direct comparison of subjective SOL with objective SOL with
pairwise t-test revealed significant difference at T1 in both groups (TX: t =-2.51, P=.01, N=26; WL: t = -
2.88; P=.009, N=21) confirming the presence of SOL misperception. However, at T2, while the WL group
still exhibited a significant discrepancy between objective and subjective SOL (t =-3.94; P <.001), the TX
group no longer showed SSM-SOL (t =-1.07; P =.29).
Concerning change in the misperception of sleep duration (SSM-TST), while the Group*Time interaction
was only marginally significant (F(1,86) = 2.94; P=.089), we found a main effect of Group (F(1,86) =7.51,
P =.007). The significant difference of SSM-TST at T2 (P =.002) was driven by a decrease in the degree
of discrepancy in SSM-TST in TX group only (P =.045; g’ =0.49; see Table 2 and Figure 4A). Indeed, when
we directly compared subjective TST with objective TST using a pairwise t-test, we found that at T1 both
groups showed significant differences between subjective and objective TST (all P <.001), whereas at
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T2, the WL group continued to exhibit a significant difference between objective and subjective TST (t
=7.15; P<.001), but the TX group no longer showed any difference (t = 1.04; P =.30 — see Figure 4B).

Complementary analyses on pooled data Post-CBTi (N=46) revealed similar reduction in SSM-
SOL and SSM-TST after the Intervention (see Table S2). Indeed, while there were significant differences
between objective and subjective measure of TST and SOL Pre-CBTi (all P <.001), both SSM-SOL (t = -
1.78; P =.08) and SSM-TST (t = 1.47; P =.14) were no longer significantly different Post-CBTi.
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Figure 4 — CBTi efficacy on sleep-state misperception of sleep duration (SSM-TST)

(A) Mean sleep-state misperception on sleep duration (+ SD) computed from subjective (night review (NR)) minus
objective (polysomnographic recording (PSG)) sleep duration at baseline (T1) and 3 months post-randomization
(T2) for TX group (black; N=26) and WL group (grey; N=21).

(B) Mean sleep duration (+ SD) extracted from PSG recording and NR at baseline (T1 — left panel) and 3 months
post-randomization (T2 — right panel) for TX and WL groups.

Asterisks represent significance (P): ** <0.001, * <0.05

CBTi does not improve self-reported cognitive functioning

At 3-months post-randomization (TX N=27, WL N=20), we found no Group*Time interaction on
the SASCI questionnaire (SASCI-Q) score (F(1,87) = 1.6; P =.21; see Table 3 and Figure 3C) suggesting no
change in subjective cognitive functioning after CBTi. Complementary analyses on pooled data Post-
CBTi (N=43) revealed a trend for SASCI-Q score reduction Post-CBTi (P =.079, -12.7 + 7.5pt, g’ = -0.38,
see Table S3).
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CBTi does not improve attention and working memory performance

At 3-months post-randomization, we did not find a Group*Time interaction in any of the
objective measures of cognitive functioning in both the ANT (TX N=26, WL N=21) and N-back tasks (TX
N=24, WL N=18; see Table 3 and Figure 3D). However, we found an effect of Time which did not survive
multiple comparison correction for overall accuracy (F(1,87) = 4.48; P=.037, Q =.092) and reaction time
- executive function (F(1,87) = 4.88; P =.03, Q =.092) at the ANT task, with their performance improving
over time across both groups. Complementary analyses on pooled data Post-CBTi revealed similar
results for both ANT (N=44) and N-back tasks (N=40; see Table S3).

Reduction in insomnia severity is associated with improvement in self-reported
cognitive function after CBTi

Exploratory associations between change in insomnia severity (primary outcome) and changes
in sleep and cognition measures (secondary outcomes) revealed a significant association between the
improvement in SASCI-Q score and the improvement in ISl score in the TX group only (r=.43, P = .025,
see Figure 5). No significant associations were observed between ISI change and performance changes
at the ANT and N-back tasks. Likewise, there was no correlation between change in ISl and changes in
objective or subjective sleep variables, including changes in SSM-SOL and SSM-TST (all P <.05).

Group = TX =& WL

Figure 5 — Association between subjective
r=0.43,p=0.024 ¢ measures of insomnia severity and cognitive
r=0.18,p=0.43 ° abilities
Scatter plot showing correlations between the
change in ISl score (T2 minus T1) and the change in
Sahlgrenska  Academy  Self-reported  Cognitive
impairment questionnaire (SASCI-Q) score (T2 minus
T1) in TX group (black) and WL group (grey).
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DISCUSSION

Cognitive-behavioral therapy for insomnia (CBTi) is recommended as the first-line treatment for
chronic insomnia. While its efficacy on self-reported insomnia severity has been widely reported, here
we used a multimodal approach to specifically assess the efficacy of CBTi on subjective and objective
measures of the two main complaints of insomnia, namely sleep difficulties and daytime cognitive
impairment. Our analyses revealed a beneficial effect of CBTi on subjective (self-reported) sleep
quality/satisfaction while different sleep variables measured objectively did not change following
treatment. However, we also reported a reduced sleep-state misperception (i.e., discrepancy between
objective and subjective measures) of sleep duration and sleep latency after CBTi. Furthermore, we did
not observe any significant improvement in either subjective or objective measures of cognitive
function.

Consistent with the extensive literature on the efficacy of CBTi (see Edinger et al., 2021)*?, we
reported a large improvement (g’= 1.66-1.69) in insomnia severity (i.e., ISI score) comparable to what
has been found in meta-analyses on the efficacy of CBTi delivered in group format for individuals with
and without comorbidities'®?*%. The beneficial response (>50%) and remission (>35%) rates were also
similar to previous trials*2. The improvement in self-reported sleep quality (i.e., PSQl score) after CBTi is
consistent with the improvement of ISI score as sleep satisfaction is considered as the strongest
predictor of insomnia severity?°. Moreover, despite the lack of significant group-by-time interactions on
sleep diaries-determined measures, exploratory post-hoc tests also showed an increase in subjective
sleep quality (i.e., sleep satisfaction and sleep efficiency) in the TX group but not in the WL group.
Furthermore, we saw that complementary analyses on pooled data (Post-CBTi) revealed the significant
improvement in self-reported sleep satisfaction/efficiency often reported in the literature 2. While
participants reported better subjective sleep efficiency, it was not due to a change in self-reported sleep
duration but rather to the decrease in time spent in bed (TiB), as expected from the sleep restriction
component of CBTi*. Restricting the sleep window over several nights is aimed at building sleep
pressure, to facilitate sleep onset and promote sleep maintenance at night®®°!. Accordingly, we
observed self-report of shorter sleep onset latency and shorter wake episodes after sleep onset in the
pooled analyses with small-to-medium effect sizes (g’= 0.24-0.54), in line with previous reports!®24+48,
On the other hand, the lack of change in self-reported sleep duration after CBTi is consistent with the
small to no effects reported in prior studies®*®.

While our participants reported less severe subjective symptoms of insomnia, PSG data
demonstrated no objective sleep architecture change after CBTi, including sleep latency, time spent
awake or sleep efficiency, even when pooling the two groups post-CBTi. The lack of significant
improvement in PSG-determined measures of sleep after CBTi has been reported in most studies!*?.
Indeed, while few studies reported shorter SOL>>%3, less time spent awake®*, change in time spent in
different stages® and change in TST*® using PSG, they yielded small effect sizes and results were not
consistently replicated across studies'?. Hence, CBTi seems to primarily improve self-reported sleep
measures and thus insomnia symptoms rather than objective measures of sleep quality.

While there is a large number of studies that have investigated the effects of CBTi on subjective
and objective measures of sleep separately, there is little data on the how this intervention affects the
direct comparison (and discrepancy) between subjective and objective sleep variables, i.e., sleep-state
misperception (SSM). SSM has been observed at varying levels in the general population with and
without sleep complaints?®*’. More often reported in individuals with chronic insomnia, such
discrepancy between objective and subjective sleep measures led to the consideration of a subtype of
chronic insomnia named “paradoxical insomnia”®®, which no longer exists in the current version of the
international classification of sleep disorders®. Indeed, SSM appears as a continuum in the sleep
characteristics of individuals with chronic insomnia rather than a specific subtype of insomnia?®28. In our
study, we found at baseline (T1) an overall sleep-state misperception across our participants reflected
by a significant mismatch between PSG-determined TST/SOL and self-reported time spent asleep and
time to fall asleep. Interestingly, at T2 (3-month post-randomization), our participants in the TX group
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no longer exhibited significant discrepancy in those measures after CBTi, while those in the WL group
still displayed a significant misperception of TST and SOL. Improvement in sleep/wake perception after
CBTi was reported in two studies on older adults using actigraphy/sleep diaries?>*° but only one study
reported a PSG-determined change in sleep latency misperception after CBTi in seniors®!. Our study
extends these findings by additionally demonstrating an improvement in sleep duration (mis)perception
after CBTi, in a sample of individuals with chronic insomnia with a larger range of age. Importantly our
findings cannot be explained by a mere improvement of self-reported sleep variables in the absence of
change in the corresponding PSG variables, as we did not observe significant improvement in either
objective or subjective sleep duration. It has recently been demonstrated that, among good sleepers,
those who underestimate their sleep duration (similarly to our insomnia participants at T1) displayed
higher EEG beta power and lower EEG delta power during NREM sleep than those who correctly
estimate their sleep duration?®. Cervena and collaborators (2004) reported increased delta activity and
decreased sigma and beta activity after CBTi in 9 participants with psychophysiological insomnia®®, but
the relationship with sleep perception post-CBTi was not assessed. The neurophysiological
underpinnings of this resolution of sleep-state misperception and whether a psychological intervention
could impact the EEG delta and sigma ratio remain to be further investigated.

In addition to improving sleep satisfaction and reducing sleep-state misperception, the benefits
of CBTi have also been found to extend to quality of life* and daytime functioning, including large effects
on concentration, productivity and sleepiness®. Here, CBTi did not significantly improve subjective
assessment of cognitive function when using the SASCI questionnaire. While we found no change in the
TX group compared to WL, there was a trend for an improvement of self-reported cognitive function
when the data were pooled post-CBTi (P =.079, medium effect size g’=.375). This result differs from the
large effect size found by Kyle and collaborators (2020)*° when using the BC-CCI questionnaire®. The
absence of significant improvement in our study could be explained by the fact that the SASCI-Q*
assesses more specific cognitive impairment domains with precise examples rather than the overall
cognitive dissatisfaction. Yet, we showed that the improvement in SASCI-Q was associated with the
decrease in insomnia severity (i.e., ISl score) in the TX group only. Our findings converge with the results
of Kyle and collaborators, who showed that the effect of digital CBTi on subjective cognitive function
was mostly mediated by insomnia severity®.

As expected, we did not find an effect of CBTi on attentional and working memory abilities (i.e.,
using ANT and N-back tasks), which is similar to what has been previously found'®. While daytime
impairment, especially cognitive function impairment such as difficulty focusing, memorizing and
cognitive fatigue in general, is a major complaint in chronic insomnia®>®°, standardized objective tests
often fail to detect such difficulties. Comprehensive neuropsychological test batteries of cognitive
function failed to show consistent objective cognitive impairment when comparing participants with
insomnia to good sleepers despite daytime function complaints®*83. Specifically, for tasks similar to the
ones used in our study, differences in accuracy and reaction times are inconsistently found using the
ANT®*%> or tasks assessing working memory performance such as the N-back®7°. A small effect size was
found in previous studies when comparing executive functioning between individuals with chronic
insomnia and healthy good sleepers*7172 |nterestingly, the only domain that was found improved post-
CBTi (pooled analyses) was executive function, however, the effect was present in both (TX and WL)
groups with similar effect sizes (g’=0.52 and g’'=0,43 respectively). This suggests an effect of practice
(i.e., learning effect) rather than a direct effect of CBTi, which is consistent with the effect of practice
that has been previously reported in both young and older participants in the ANT’>74. The absence of
objective improvement after CBTi in both attentional and working memory performance may also be
explained by the fact that simple computerized tasks such as the ANT and N-back may not be sensitive
to overall cognitive changes, compared to more ecological tasks requiring the recruitment of multiple
cognitive domains.

Despite its merits, such as the use of a randomized controlled design (i.e., immediate treatment
versus wait-list), the possibility to pool data post-CBTi as well as several subjective and objective
measures to investigate efficacy of CBTi on sleep and cognition, some limitations of this study affect the
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interpretability of the findings. First, our sample size was relatively limited, especially for some of the
secondary variables (e.g., sleep diaries, N-back task — see Supplementary Methods). The lack of power
as a result of variability in attrition and difference in sample size depending on the variables may have
affected our ability to detect some significant differences between timepoints as some effects emerged
from the larger pooled sample only (i.e., pooled data post-CBTi), especially for sleep diaries-determined
measures. While we found no difference in sex between participants who did or did not provide
measures at T2 or post-CBTi, we observed that younger participants (30-40 years old) were more likely
to drop-out during the wait period. Inactive wait-list groups are considered to be an efficient control of
time and placebo effect to an active intervention compared to ‘No Treatment’’>, however, it might have
impacted the motivation to remain in the study. To retain motivation, future studies might consider
using an active control group who undertake an intervention that have been proved to yielded small-
to-moderate effect size on insomnia severity (e.g., self-guided relaxation training, exercise)’®””.
Moreover, the variability in attrition highlights the difficulties faced with such demanding and
complicated trials in chronic insomnia. Finally, it is also important to note that the extractions of sleep
parameters from a single night of PSG at each time point may also be considered as a limitation: as sleep
parameters may vary across nights within a same individual and between different individuals’®, this
might explain the group differences observed at baseline in some sleep parameters, despite
randomization.

In summary, using a randomized controlled design including both self-reported and objective
measures of sleep and cognition, the present findings confirm the efficacy of CBTi on self-reported
measure of sleep quality rather than on objective changes in sleep architecture. In addition, CBTi
reduced sleep misperception in sleep onset latency and sleep duration. Finally, no effect of CBTi on
cognitive function was observed in the present trial. Our results however suggest that such
improvements might only be seen in those whose subjective sleep quality is improved, as changes in
self-reported sleep and cognition were correlated. Further studies are needed to assess the effects of
CBTi on sleep microarchitecture (e.g., spindles, slow waves), and their relationships with changes in
sleep perception and cognitive performance.

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019; this version posted October 25, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We acknowledge the contributions of the following students who assisted in participants' recruitment,
data collection and data preprocessing: Jennifer Suliteanu, Kazem Habibi, Brian Hodhod, Alex Hillcoat,
Kajamathy Subramaniam, Elizaveta Frolova, Emma-Maria Phillips, Rachel Hu, Loren Bies, Meaghan
Pawlowski, Aminata Baldé, Alexandros Hadjinicolaou, Elissa Pierre, Victoria Yue, Laurence Vo Buu,
Maryam Aboutiman, Shira Azoulay and all the volunteers. We acknowledge the contribution of the
psychologists who provided CBTi, the research coordinators, and nurses. We also thank our sleep
technologists Madeline Dickson and Elinah Mozhentiy, and Liza Perez from the Clinigue SomnoMed for
their contribution to the setup of sleep recordings. Finally, we would like to thank the participants for
giving their time and energy into this research study.

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

AHI: Apnea-Hypopnea Index

ANOVA: Analysis Of Variance

ANT: Attention Network Task

CBTi: Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for insomnia
HLM: Hierarchical Linear Modeling

ISI: Insomnia Severity Index

MoCA: Montreal Cognitive Assessment
NR: Night Review

NREM: Non-Rapid Eye Movement

PSG: polysomnography

PSQl: Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index
REM: Rapid Eye Movement

RT: Reaction Time

SASCI-Q: Sahlgrenska Academy Self-reported Cognitive Impairment Questionnaire
SD: Standard Deviation

SE: Sleep Efficiency

SEM: Standard Error of the Mean

SL: Sleep Latency

SOL: Sleep Onset Latency

SSM: Sleep-State Misperception

TiB: Time in Bed

TSP: Total Sleep Period

TST: Total Sleep Time

TX: Treatment group

WASO: Wake After Sleep Onset

WL: Wait-List group

1YFU: one-year follow-up

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

This research was supported by grants from the Canadian Institutes of Health Research (MOP 142191,
PJT 153115) to TDV and JPG. TDV is also supported by CIHR grants PJT 156125 and PJT 166167, the
Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada, the Canada Foundation for Innovation
and the Fonds de Recherche du Québec — Santé. AAP has been supported by Fondation Lemaire and
fellowships from Concordia University, Centre de Recherche de I'Institut Universitaire de Gériatrie de
Montréal (CRIUGM) and PERFORM Center. DS has been supported by the Canadian Sleep and Circadian
Network and the Canadian Institutes for Health Research. NC has been supported by the Fonds de

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019; this version posted October 25, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Recherche du Québec — Santé and fellowship from the CRIUGM. AM has been supported by fellowship
from the CRIUGM. KG has been supported by the Canadian Institutes of Health Research and Fonds de
Recherche du Québec — Santé. JMG has been supported by the Canadian Institutes of Health Research
and Fonds de Recherche du Québec — Sante. SS is supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation
(grant number: 320030 182589).

REFERENCES

1. American Academy of Sleep Medicine. International Classification of Sleep Disorders, Third
Edition (ICSD-3). Darien, IL: American Academy of Sleep Medicine; 2014.

2. Fortier-Brochu E, Morin CM. Cognitive Impairment in Individuals with Insomnia: Clinical
Significance and Correlates. Sleep. 2014;37(11):1787-1798. doi:10.5665/sleep.4172

3. Kyle SD, Morgan K, Espie CA. Insomnia and health-related quality of life. Sleep Med Rev.
2010;14(1):69-82. doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2009.07.004

4. Chaput JP, Yau J, Rao DP, Morin CM. Prevalence of insomnia for Canadians aged 6 to 79. Heal
Reports. 2018;29(12):16-20.

5. Morin CM, Jarrin DC. Epidemiology of insomnia: Prevalence, course, risk factors, and public

health burden. Sleep Med Clin. 2013;8(3):281-297. d0i:10.1016/j.jsmc.2013.05.002

6. Chung KF, Yeung WF, Ho FYY, Yung KP, Yu YM, Kwok CW. Cross-cultural and comparative
epidemiology of insomnia: The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual (DSM), International
Classification of Diseases (ICD) and International Classification of Sleep Disorders (ICSD). Sleep
Med. 2015;16(4):477-482. d0i:10.1016/j.sleep.2014.10.018

7. Wade AG. The societal costs of insomnia. Neuropsychiatr Dis Treat. 2011;7(1):1-18.
doi:10.2147/NDT.515123

8. Wickwire EM, Tom SE, Scharf SM, Vadlamani A, Bulatao |G, Albrecht JS. Untreated insomnia
increases all-cause health care utilization and costs among Medicare beneficiaries. Sleep.
2019;42(4):1-8. doi:10.1093/sleep/zsz007

9. Sivertsen B, Krokstad S, @verland S, Mykletun A. The epidemiology of insomnia: Associations with
physical and mental health. The HUNT-2 study. J Psychosom Res. 2009;67(2):109-116.
doi:10.1016/].jpsychores.2009.05.001

10. Wilt TJ, MacDonald R, Brasure M, et al. Pharmacologic treatment of insomnia disorder: An
evidence report for a clinical practice guideline by the American college of physicians. Ann Intern
Med. 2016;165:103-112. doi:10.7326/M15-1781

11. Hajak G, Miller WE, Wittchen HU, Pittrow D, Kirch W. Abuse and dependence potential for the
non-benzodiazepine hypnotics zolpidem and zopiclone: A review of case reports and
epidemiological data. Addiction. 2003;98:1371-1378. doi:10.1046/j.1360-0443.2003.00491.x

12. Edinger JD, Arnedt JT, Bertisch SM, et al. Behavioral and psychological treatments for chronic
insomnia disorder in adults: An American Academy of Sleep Medicine clinical practice guideline.
J Clin Sleep Med. 2021;17(2):255-262. doi:10.5664/JCSM.8986

13. Riemann D, Baglioni C, Bassetti C, et al. European guideline for the diagnosis and treatment of
insomnia. J Sleep Res. 2017;26(6):675-700. doi:10.1111/jsr.12594

14. Morin CM. Cognitive behavioral therapy for chronic insomnia: State of the science versus current
clinical practices. Ann Intern Med. 2015;163:236-237. d0i:10.7326/M15-1246

15. Smith MT, Neubauer DN. Cognitive behavior therapy for chronic insomnia. Clin Cornerstone.
2003;5(3):28-37. d0i:10.1016/51098-3597(03)90033-0

16. van Straten A, van der Zweerde T, Kleiboer A, Cuijpers P, Morin CM, Lancee J. Cognitive and
behavioral therapies in the treatment of insomnia: A meta-analysis. Sleep Med Rev. 2018;38:3-
16. d0i:10.1016/j.smrv.2017.02.001

17. Luik Al, Kyle SD, Espie CA. Digital Cognitive Behavioral Therapy (dCBT) for Insomnia: a State-of-
the-Science Review. Curr Sleep Med Reports. 2017;3:48-56. doi:10.1007/s40675-017-0065-4

18. Wu JQ, Appleman ER, Salazar RD, Ong JC. Cognitive behavioral therapy for insomnia comorbid

19


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019; this version posted October 25, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

with psychiatric and medical conditions a meta-analysis. JAMA Intern Med. 2015;175(9):1461-
1472. doi:10.1001/jamainternmed.2015.3006

19. Kyle SD, Hurry MED, Emsley R, et al. The effects of digital cognitive behavioral therapy for
insomnia on cognitive function: A randomized controlled trial. Sleep. 2020;43(9):1-12.
doi:10.1093/sleep/zsaa034

20. Bastien CH, Vallieres A, Morin CM. Validation of the insomnia severity index as an outcome
measure for insomnia research. Sleep Med. 2001;2(4):297-307. do0i:10.1016/51389-
9457(00)00065-4

21. Buysse DJ, Reynolds CF, Monk TH, Berman SR, Kupfer DJ. The Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index: a
new instrument for psychiatric practice and research. Psychiatry Res. 1989;28(2):193-213.
doi:10.1016/0165-1781(89)90047-4

22. Buysse DJ, Ancoli-Israel S, Edinger JD, Lichstein KL, Morin CM. Recommendations for a standard
research assessment of insomnia. Sleep. 2006;29(9):1155-1173. doi:10.1093/sleep/29.9.1155

23. Trauer JM, Qian MY, Doyle JS, Rajaratnam SMW, Cunnington D. Cognitive behavioral therapy for
chronicinsomnia: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Ann Intern Med. 2015;163(3):191-204.
doi:10.7326/M14-2841

24. Okajima I, Komada Y, Inoue Y. A meta-analysis on the treatment effectiveness of cognitive
behavioral therapy for primary insomnia. Sleep Biol Rhythms. 2011;9(1):24-34.
doi:10.1111/j.1479-8425.2010.00481.x

25. Harvey AG, Tang NKY. (Mis)perception of sleep in insomnia: A puzzle and a resolution. Psychol
Bull. 2012;138(1):77-101. doi:10.1037/a0025730

26. Rezaie L, Fobian AD, McCall WV, Khazaie H. Paradoxical insomnia and subjective—objective sleep
discrepancy: A review. Sleep Med Rev. 2018;40:196-202. doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2018.01.002

27. Bastien C, Ceklic T, St-Hilaire P, et al. Insomnia and sleep misperception. Pathol Biol.

2014;62:241-251.

28. Lecci S, CataldiJ, Betta M, Bernardi G, Heinzer R, Siclari F. EEG changes associated with subjective
under- and overestimation of sleep duration. Sleep. 2021:1-18.

29. Kay DB, Buysse DJ, Germain A, Hall M, Monk TH. Subjective-objective sleep discrepancy among
older adults: Associations with insomnia diagnosis and insomnia treatment. J Sleep Res.
2015;24(1):32-39. doi:10.1111/jsr.12220

30. Dzierzewski JM, Martin JL, Fung CH, et al. CBT for late-life insomnia and the accuracy of sleep
and wake perceptions: Results from a randomized-controlled trial. J Sleep Res. 2019;(September
2018):1-9. doi:10.1111/jsr.12809

31. Lund HG, Rybarczyk BD, Perrin PB, Leszczyszyn D, Stepanski E. The discrepancy between
subjective and objective measures of sleep in older adults receiving cbt for comorbid insomnia.
J Clin Psychol. 2013;69(10):1108-1120. doi:10.1002/jclp.21938

32. Espie CA, Kyle SD, Williams C, et al. A randomized, placebo-controlled trial of online cognitive
behavioral therapy for chronic insomnia disorder delivered via an automated media-rich web
application. Sleep. 2012;35(6):769-781. doi:10.5665/sleep.1872

33. Herbert V, Kyle SD, Pratt D. Does cognitive behavioural therapy for insomnia improve cognitive
performance? A systematic review and narrative synthesis. Sleep Med Rev. 2018;39:37-51.
doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2017.07.001

34, Mird E, Lupidiiez J, Martinez MP, et al. Cognitive-behavioral therapy for insomnia improves
attentional function in fibromyalgia syndrome: A pilot, randomized controlled trial. J Health
Psychol. 2011;16(5):770-782. doi:10.1177/1359105310390544

35. Omvik S, Sivertsen B, Pallesen S, Bjorvatn B, Havik OE, Nordhus IH. Daytime functioning in older
patients suffering from chronic insomnia: Treatment outcome in a randomized controlled trial
comparing CBT with Zopiclone. Behav Res Ther. 2008;46(5):623-641.
doi:10.1016/j.brat.2008.02.013

36. Wilckens KA, Hall MH, Nebes RD, Monk TH, Buysse DJ. Changes in Cognitive Performance Are
Associated with Changes in Sleep in Older Adults With Insomnia. Behav Sleep Med.
2016;14(3):295-310. doi:10.1080/15402002.2014.1002034

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019; this version posted October 25, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

37. Nasreddine ZS, Phillips NA, Bédirian V, et al. The Montreal Cognitive Assessment, MoCA: A brief
screening tool for mild cognitive impairment. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2005;53(4):695-699.
doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2005.53221.x

38. Morin C, Espie C. Insomnia: A Clinical Guide to Assessment and Treatment. New York, USA:
Kluwer Academic/ Plenum; 2003.

39. Wong ML, Lau KNT, Espie CA, Luik Al, Kyle SD, Lau EYY. Psychometric properties of the Sleep
Condition Indicator and Insomnia Severity Index in the evaluation of insomnia disorder. Sleep
Med. 2017;33:76-81. doi:10.1016/j.sleep.2016.05.019

40. Morin CM, Belleville G, Bélanger L, Ivers H. The Insomnia Severity Index: psychometric indicators
to detect insomnia cases and evaluate treatment response. Sleep. 2011;34(5):601-608.
doi:10.1111/j.1365-2648.2010.05394.x

41. Eckerstrom M, Skoogh J, Rolstad S, et al. Sahlgrenska academy self-reported cognitive
impairment questionnaire (SASCI-Q) - A research tool discriminating between subjectively
cognitively impaired patients and healthy controls. Int Psychogeriatrics. 2013;25(3):420-430.
doi:10.1017/51041610212001846

42. Carney CE, Buysse DJ, Ancoli-Israel S, et al. The consensus sleep diary: standardizing prospective
sleep self-monitoring. Sleep. 2012;35(2):287-302. doi:10.5665/sleep.1642

43. American Academy of Sleep Medicine. The AASM Manual for the Scoring of Sleep and Associated
Events : Rules, Terminology, and Technical Specifications. Darien, IL: American Academy of Sleep
Medicine; 2007. doi:10.1017/CB09781107415324.004

44. Fortier-Brochu E, Beaulieu-Bonneau S, Ivers H, Morin CM. Insomnia and daytime cognitive
performance: A meta-analysis. Sleep Med Rev. 2012;16(1):83-94.
doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2011.03.008

45. Fan J, Mccandliss BD, Sommer T, Raz A, Posner MI. Testing the Efficiency and Independence of
Attentional Networks. J Cogn Neurosci. 2002;14(3):340-347.

46. Kirchner W. Kirchner, W. K. (1958). Age differences in short-term retention of rapidly changing
information. J Exp Psychol. 1958;55(4):352-358. doi:https://doi.org/10.1037/h0043688

47. Sweet L. N-Back Paradigm. In: Encyclopedia of Clinical Neuropsychology. New York, USA:
Springer; 2011:1718-1719.

48. Koffel EA, Koffel JB, Gehrman PR. A meta-analysis of group cognitive behavioral therapy for
insomnia. Sleep Med Rev. 2015;19:6-16. doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2014.05.001

49. Spielman AJ, Saskin P, Thorpy MJ. Treatment of chronic insomnia by restriction of time in bed.
Sleep. 1987;10(1):45-56. doi:10.1093/sleep/10.1.45

50. Maurer LF, Espie CA, Kyle SD. How does sleep restriction therapy for insomnia work? A
systematic review of mechanistic evidence and the introduction of the Triple-R model. Sleep Med
Rev. 2018;42:127-138. doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2018.07.005

51. Miller CB, Espie CA, Epstein DR, et al. The evidence base of sleep restriction therapy for treating
insomnia disorder. Sleep Med Rev. 2014;18(5):415-424. doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2014.01.006

52. Wu R, Bao J, Zhang C, Deng J, Long C. Comparison of sleep condition and sleep-related
psychological activity after cognitive-behavior and pharmacological therapy for chronic
insomnia. Psychother Psychosom. 2006;75(4):220-228. doi:10.1159/000092892

53. Morin CM, Kowatch RA, Barry T, Walton E. Cognitive-Behavior Therapy for Late-Life Insomnia. J
Consult Clin Psychol. 1993;61(1):137-146. doi:10.1037/0022-006X.61.1.137

54, Morin CM, Colecchi C, Stone J, Sood R, Brink D. Behavioral and pharmacological therapies for
late-life insomnia: A randomized controlled trial. / Am Med Assoc. 1999;281(11):991-999.
doi:10.1001/jama.281.11.991

55. Cervena K, Dauvilliers Y, Espa F, et al. Effect of cognitive behavioural therapy for insomnia on
sleep architecture and sleep EEG power spectra in psychophysiological insomnia. J Sleep Res.
2004;13(4):385-393. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2869.2004.00431.x

56. Talbot LS, Maguen S, Metzler TJ, et al. Cognitive behavioral therapy forinsomnia in posttraumatic
stress  disorder: A randomized controlled trial.  Sleep.  2014;37(2):327-341.
doi:10.5665/sleep.3408

21


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019; this version posted October 25, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

57. Manconi M, Ferri R, Sagrada C, et al. Measuring the error in sleep estimation in normal subjects
and in patients with insomnia: Insomnia. J Sleep Res. 2010;19(3):478-486. d0i:10.1111/j.1365-
2869.2009.00801.x

58. American Academy of Sleep Medicine. International Classification of Sleep Disorders, Second
Edition (ICSD-2). Darien, IL; 2005.

59. Iverson GL, Lam RW. Rapid screening for perceived cognitive impairment in major depressive
disorder. Ann Clin Psychiatry. 2013;25(2):135-140.

60. Kyle SD, Crawford MR, Morgan K, Spiegelhalder K, Clark AA, Espie CA. The Glasgow Sleep Impact
Index (GSll): a novel patient-centred measure for assessing sleep-related quality of life
impairment in Insomnia Disorder. Sleep Med. 2013;14(6):493-501.
doi:10.1016/j.sleep.2012.10.023

61. Fulda S, Schulz H. Cognitive dysfunction in sleep disorders. Sleep Med Rev. 2001;5(6):423-445.
doi:10.1053/smrv.2001.0157

62. Orff HJ, Drummond SPA, Nowakowski S, Perlis ML. Discrepancy between subjective
symptomatology and objective neuropsychological performance in insomnia. Sleep.
2007;30(9):1205-1211. doi:10.1093/sleep/30.9.1205

63. Riemann D, Spiegelhalder K, Feige B, et al. The hyperarousal model of insomnia: A review of the
concept and its evidence. Sleep Med Rev. 2010;14(1):19-31. d0i:10.1016/j.smrv.2009.04.002

64. Liu H, Wang D, Li Y, et al. Examination of daytime sleepiness and cognitive performance testing
in patients with primary insomnia. PLoS One. 2014;9(6):1-8. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0100965

65. Perrier J, Chavoix C, Bocca ML. Functioning of the three attentional networks and vigilance in
primary insomnia. Sleep Med. 2015;16(12):1569-1575. doi:10.1016/].sleep.2015.06.025

66. Drummond SPA, Walker M, Almklov E, Campos M, Anderson DE, Straus LD. Neural correlates of
working memory performance in primary insomnia. Sleep. 2013;36(9):1307-1316.
doi:10.5665/sleep.2952

67. Cellini N, de Zambotti M, Covassin N, Sarlo M, Stegagno L. Working memory impairment and
cardiovascular hyperarousal in young primary insomniacs. Psychophysiology. 2014;51(2):206-
214.d0i:10.1111/psyp.12167

68. Shekleton JA, Flynn-Evans EE, Miller B, et al. Neurobehavioral performance impairment in
insomnia: Relationships with self-reported sleep and daytime functioning. Sleep.
2014;37(1):107-116. doi:10.5665/sleep.3318

69. Son YD, Kang JM, Cho SJ, Lee JS, Hwang HY, Kang SG. fMRI brain activation in patients with
insomnia disorder during a working memory task. Sleep Breath. 2018;22(2):487-493.
doi:10.1007/s11325-017-1575-5

70. Varkevisser M, van Dongen HPA, van Amsterdam JGC, Kerkhof GA. Chronicinsomnia and daytime
functioning:  An ambulatory assessment. Behav Sleep Med. 2007;5(4):279-296.
doi:10.1080/15402000701557425

71. Ballesio A, Aquino MRJ V., Kyle SD, Ferlazzo F, Lombardo C. Executive functions in insomnia
disorder: A systematic review and exploratory meta-analysis. Front Psychol. 2019;10(JAN).
doi:10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00101

72. Wardle-Pinkston S, Slavish DC, Taylor DJ. Insomnia and cognitive performance: A systematic
review and meta-analysis. Sleep Med Rev. 2019;48:101205. doi:10.1016/j.smrv.2019.07.008

73. Ishigami Y, Klein RM. Repeated measurement of the components of attention of older adults
using the two versions of the attention network test: Stability, isolability, robustness, and
reliability. Front Aging Neurosci. 2011;3(NOV):1-13. doi:10.3389/fnagi.2011.00017

74. Ishigami Y, Klein RM. Repeated measurement of the components of attention using two versions
of the Attention Network Test (ANT): Stability, isolability, robustness, and reliability. / Neurosci
Methods. 2010;190(1):117-128. doi:10.1016/j.jneumeth.2010.04.019

75. Furukawa TA, Noma H, Caldwell DM, et al. Waiting list may be a nocebo condition in
psychotherapy trials: A contribution from network meta-analysis. Acta Psychiatr Scand.
2014;130(3):181-192. d0i:10.1111/acps.12275

76. Morin C, Hauri P, Espie C, Spielman A, Buysse D, Bootzin R. Nonpharmacologic treatment of

22


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019; this version posted October 25, 2021. 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.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

chronic insomnia. Sleep. 1999;22(8):1134-1156. doi:10.1590/s1516-44462006005000045

77. Baglioni C, Bostanova Z, Bacaro V, Benz F, Feige B. A Systematic Review and Network Meta-
Analysis of Randomized Controlled Trials Evaluating the Evidence Base of Melatonin , Light
Exposure , Exercise , and Complementary and Alternative Medicine for Patients with Insomnia
Disorder. J Clin Med. 2020;9:1949.

78. Molzof HE, Emert SE, Tutek J, et al. Intraindividual sleep variability and its association with
insomnia identity and poor sleep. Sleep Med. 2018;52:58-66. doi:10.1016/j.sleep.2018.08.014

23


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.10.21.21265019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Table 1 - Demographics

™ WL

Characteristics Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
N 33 29
Age 48.8 (17.0) 56 (15.6)
Sex

Female 25 22

Male 8 7
Education

Some high school 0 1

High school graduate 2 4

CEGEP 6 2

Some university classes 7 3

Bachelor's degree 6 12

Master's degree 10 3

Doctorate 1 1

Missing 1 3
Psychiatric comorbidities

MDE 0 3

GAD 4 4
Insomnia duration (months) 148.9 (190.2) 150.6 145.4)
Score at T1

IS| 17.0  (3.6) 17.4  (4.4)

PSQ] 101 (2.7) 11.7 (3.0)

SASCI-Q 110.1 (33.5) 104.5 (37.3)

MDE, major depressive episode; GAD, generalized anxiety disorder;
ISI, insomnia severity score; PSQI, Pittsburg sleep quality index;
SASCI-Q, Sahlgrenska academy self-reported cognitive impairment

questionnaire
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Table 2 - Sleep measures (T1 versus T2)

™ WL Coheng' (T1vs T2) Time*Gp Time Group

Outcome measure (N) Mean (SD) Mean (SD} jo ‘WL F P F Q F P Q

ISl score (/28) (32 TX vs 22 WL)
T1 169 (3.6) 18.0 (4.6) 1.665 0.196 17.71 <0.001* 32.82 <0.001* - 16.79 <0.001* -
T2 9.4* (4.9) 17.0 (5.0)

PSQl score (/21) (29 TX vs 20 WL)
11 9.8 (2.5) 12.0 (3.3) 1.282  0.445 4.13 0.045* 21.68 <0.001* - 29.30 <0.001* -
T2 6.1* (2.7) 10.8 (3.6)

Sleep diaries (22 TX vs 17 WL)

Mean SOL (min) T1 28 (2) 42 (7) 0.241 0.207 0.02 0.884 1.12 0.292 - 6.69 0.011* 0.066
T2 23 (5) 36 (5)

Mean TiB (min) T1 502 (13) 483 (16) 0.518 -0.196 2.78  0.099 0.68  0.413 - 0.02 0.895 -
T2 472 (10) 497 (17)

Mean TST (min) T1 353 (19) 325 (13) -0.231 -0.438 0.02 0.889 225 0.138 - 051 0.476 -
T2 374 (16) 350 (13)

Mean WASO (min) T1 74 (14) 63 (10) 0.366 -0.223 2,52 0.117 0.59 0.443 - 0.53 0.468 -
T2 48 (15) 75 (13)

Mean SE (%) T1 70.6 (3.5) 68.6 (2.7) -0.553 -0.271 093 0337 5.16 0.026* 0.144 0.27  0.607 -
T2 79.8*% (3.0) 72.1 (3.0)

Mean Sleep Rating (/5) T1 29 (0.1) 2.9 (0.1) -0.672 -0.134 1.45 0.232 404 0048* 0.144 0.76 0.384 -
T2 3.4* (0.2) 3.0 (0.2)

Polysomnographic (PSG (27 TX vs 22 WL)

TiB (min) T1 485 (65) 463 (47) 0.252 0.043 046  0.501 0.84  0.363 - 062 0432 -
T2 468 (67) 461 (34)

TST (min) T1 360 (84) 372 (51) 0.016 0.217 029 0591 035 0554 - 333 0071 -
T2 359 (72) 357 (77)

WASO (min) T1 87 (52) 64 (28) 0.088 -0.167 0.40 0.526 0.00 0.984 - 6.30 0.013* 0.028*
T2 81 (71) 71 (54)

SOL (min) T1 23 (35) 19 (18) 0.107 0.191 0.00 0.996 044 0510 - 049  0.486 -
T2 19 (28) 15 (16)

SL to consolidated T 47 (64) 29 (26) 0321 0.012 156 0212 204 0156 - 092 0.339 .

NREM (min)
T2 26 (30) 29 (27)

SE (%) T1 74.0 (13.1) 80.3 (8.0) -0.246 0.230 2.01 0.159 0.05 0.824 - 6.85 0.010% 0.028*
T2 77.5 (14.3) 77.2 (14.8)

W%TSP T1 19.9 (13.1) 14.6 (5.8) 0.164 -0.190 090 0.344 0.03  0.860 - 6.49 0.012* 0.028*
T2 17.7 (13.8) 16.6 (12.5)

N1%TSP T1 4.1 (2.1) 4.2 (2.6) 0.070 -0.004 0.04 0.851 0.03 0.854 - 0.02 0.886
T2 3.9 (2.3) 4.2 (2.0)

N2%TSP T1 35.4 (9.5) 42.1 (5.5) -0.156 -0.211 0.00 0.992 0.92 0.340 - 15.87 <0.001* 0.005*
T2 37.2 (12.0) 439 (9.8)

N3%TSP T1 20.5 (6.1) 16.4 (7.2) -0.020 0.386 1.29 0258 0.83  0.365 - 10.96 <0.001* 0.005*
T2 20.7 (8.1) 135 (7.3)

REM%TSP T1 20.1 (6.0) 22.7 (6.2) -0.075 0.137 0.30 0.582 0.01 0.933 - 4.28 0.041* 0.07
T2 20.6 (6.9) 21.8 (5.7)

ubjective night review (in-lab

TST (min) (25 TX vs 21 WL)
T1 316.2 (94.3) 305.0 (73.4) -0.372  0.207 233 0.130 039 0532 - 111 0.294 -
T2 351.0 (86.3) 287.1 (90.2)

SOL (min) (26 TX vs 21 WL)
T1 51.4 (75.1) 35.3 (36.3) 0.410 -0.305 3.81 0.054 0.95 0.333 - 0.01 0.929 -
T2 24.2* (23.5) 47.3 (39.0)

SSM (PSG vs night review)

SSM-TST (min) (25 TX vs 21 WL)
T1 -52.7 (73.5) -67.6 (59.0) -0.491 0.169 294 0.089 139  0.241 - 7.51 0.007* -
T2 -14.6* (76.6) -77.2 (49.3)

SSM-SOL (min) (26 TX vs 21 WL)
T1 29.4 (67.5) 20.3 (35.4) 0.466 -0.351 4,00 0.048* 0.55  0.459 - 019  0.664 -
T2 6.0 (23.0) 34.0 (39.0)

¥ SD: Standard Deviation or SEM for sleep diaries

IS1, insomnia severity score; PSQI, Pittsburgh sleep quality index; SOL, sleep onset latency; TiB, time in bed, TST, total sleep time; WASO, wake after sleep onset; SE, sleep efficiency; SL, sleep latency
NREM, non-rapid eye movement; TSP, totalsleep period,; REM, rapid eye movement,; SSM, sleep-state misperception
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Table 3 - Cognitive measures (T1vs T2)

TX WL Coheng' (T1vs T2) Time*Gp Time Group

Outcome measure (N) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) ™ ‘WL F P Q F P Q F P Q

Subjective cognitive functioning (27 TX vs 20 WL)

SASCI-Q score (/203) T1 109 (36.5) 101 (33.6) 0.470 -0.058 1.60 0.209 1.41 0.2385 - 0.01 0.907 -
T 93 (33.9) 103 (33.0)

Objective cognitive functioning

ANT (26 TX vs 21 WL)

Accuracy (% correct) T1 86.1 (19.9) 87.9 (21.5) -0.410 -0.469 0.02 0.888 4.48 0.037* 0.092 0.74 0.393 -
T 90.7* (10.1) 93.1* (9.0)

Reaction time - correct (ms) T1 665 (94.7) 666 (55.0) 0.221 0.028 0.16 0.702 0.26 0.622 - 5.50 0.020* 0.1
T 650 (102.6) 664 (60.3)

Alerting (ms) T1 25 (27.3) 22(33.8) -0.152 -0.280 0.19 0.660 1.19 0.2785 - 0.00 0.958 -
T2 29 (26.9) 31(32.7)

Orienting (ms) T1 86 (51.4) 91 (43.7) -0.185 -0.031 0.14 0.713 0.32 0.5748 - 0.06 0.803 -
T 93 (44.2) 92 (28.6)

Executive function (ms) T1 108 (24.7) 120 (32.5) 0.401 0.523 0.09 0.771 4.88 0.029* 0.092 3.03 0.086 -
T2 97* (25.4) 106* (30.2)

N-back (24 TX vs 18 WL)

Accuracy (% correct) T1 86.6 (7.5) 91.0 (5.0) -0.456 -0.078 0.73 0.395 1.81 0.1822 - 8.50 0.005* 0.026*
T2 89.1 (6.5) 91.4 (5.7)

Accuracy - 1-back (%) T1 94.0 (8.0) 98.2 (3.7) -0.504 0.000 1.31 0.256 1.74 0.1907 - 7.00 0.010* 0.026*
T 9.5 (3.5) 98.2 (4.6)

Accuracy - 2-back (%) T1 86.7 (10.0) 90.5 (8.6) -0.399 -0.194 0.22 0.642 2.03 0.1579 - 2.03 0.158 -
T2 89.8 (8.9) 92.1 (7.1)

Accuracy - 3-back (%) T1 79.1  (8.7) 84.3 (6.3) -0.267 0.035 0.47 0.495 0.40 0.5299 - 7.01 0.010* 0.026*
T2 809 (8.7) 84.1 (7.9)

Reaction time (ms) T1 704 (158) 715 (109) 0.176  0.222 0.01 0.917 0.81 0.3724 - 0.12 0.730 -
T 684 (122) 691 (101)

Reaction time - 1-back (ms) T1 593 (124) 588 (109) 0.047 -0.062 0.06 0.806 0.00 0.998 - 0.00 0.963 -
T2 588 (163) 595 (101)

Reaction time - 2-back (ms) T1 764 (211) 765 (137) 0.408 0.332 0.03 0.863 2.96 0.0895 - 0.04 0.845 -
T 703 (134) 715 (165)

Reaction time - 3-back (ms) T1 789 (221) 848 (165) 0.186 0.179 0.00 0.987 0.70 0.4054 - 1.49 0.226 -
T2 749 (212) 809 (152)

SASCI-Q, Sahlgrenska academy self-reported cognitive impairment questionnaire; ANT, attention network task;
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