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Abstract 

Even before the pandemic, the treatment gaps in depression care were substantial, with issues ranging from 
rates of depression detection and intervention to a lack of follow-up after treatment initiation and access to 
secondary care services. The COVID-19 pandemic, which has had major effects on global healthcare 
systems, is almost certain to have impacted the MDD care pathway, though it is unclear what changes have 
manifested and what opportunities have arisen in response to COVID-19. The extent to which patients 
receive best-practice care is likely closely linked to clinical outcomes (and therefore disability burden) and 
as such, it is important to examine treatment gaps on the MDD care pathway during the pandemic. Here, we 
outline a protocol for a scoping review that investigates this broad topic, focusing on continuity of care and 
novel methods (e.g. digital approaches) used to mitigate care disruption. This scoping review protocol was 
designed according to the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses extension 
for scoping reviews (PRISMA-ScR) standards and will culminate in a narrative synthesis of evidence. 
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Introduction 

The burden of mental health problems in Europe has long been substantial, with data from 2018 indicating 
that over one in six people across the EU population is affected by a mental health disorder in a year [1] 
translating to substantial costs in terms of suffering and economics. We previously synthesized data from 
across Europe on the extent of ‘treatment gaps’ in the care of people with major depressive disorder (MDD), 
finding substantial discrepancies between best practice and current practice spanning entire care pathways 
for MDD [2, 3].  

The COVID-19 pandemic has impacted the healthcare sector to an unprecedented extent, with more than 
300 million confirmed cases and 5.5 million deaths [4]. Although COVID-19 has clearly impacted mental 
health care pathways [5, 6, 7], the precise nature of these effects is unknown, and this is a nuanced and 
multifaceted topic. Continuity of care in mental health is itself a complex concept, with some ambiguity on 
the key elements of continuity, though much work has been done to clarify this concept [8, 9]. Clearly the 
pandemic has exacerbated healthcare inequalities [10] and increased the prevalence of adverse psychiatric 
symptoms [11], yet it has also been suggested that COVID-19 presents an opportunity to reset fragmented 
health and care systems [12, 13], a chance to redesign health systems so that they are integrated, driven by 
people and communities, and resilient in the face of future systemic shocks. It is therefore crucial to assess 
how COVID-19 has changed mental health care.  

Here we outline the protocol for a scoping review that builds on our previous work to indicate the effects of 
the pandemic on service provision for MDD in Europe. We focus on pre-specified ‘gaps’ between current 
and best practice spanning a stepped-care pathway as recommended by treatment guidelines, from initial 
detection/diagnosis through to continuity of care, specialist treatment and follow-up where required. 
Furthermore, this scoping review aims to synthesise data pertaining to strategies that have been implemented 
for MDD care during this period, as well as the impacts of these strategies. It is expected that these strategies 
will consist predominantly of digital or electronic health tools, which even prior to the pandemic were being 
introduced in attempts to enhance care across the health spectrum.  

Methods 

Design 

This scoping review will be conducted in accordance with the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic 
Reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for scoping reviews (PRISMA-ScR) statement [14]. The PRISMA-
ScR statement was developed in an effort to standardise the greatly heterogenous nature of current scoping 
review methodology, and comprises a checklist of 22 reporting items, which was developed by an expert 
panel following recommendations from the Enhancing the QUAlity and Transparency Of health Research 
(EQUATOR) Network. 

The stages of this review are as follows: (1) defining the key review questions and scope of review, (2) 
searching and screening studies that meet eligibility criteria based on title and abstracts, (3) identifying 
relevant studies by screening full texts, (4) extracting and evaluating data, (5) constructing a narrative 
synthesis to summarise results. 

This review aims to build on our previous work on treatment gaps in MDD and investigate broadly what 
impacts the COVID-19 pandemic has had on MDD care in Europe (defined inclusively), culminating in the 
following specific review questions:  

1) How has the pandemic affected the initiation and continuity of care (defined broadly and according 
to pre-specified treatment gap outcomes from our previous report) specifically for MDD?   
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2) What measures (particularly digital and electronic health tools) have been trialled or implemented in 
attempts to mitigate disruption of care for people with MDD and what impact have these had? 

Eligibility Criteria  

Detailed inclusion and exclusion criteria were developed following discussion between authors. Original 
studies will be included in this review if they meet the following criteria: 

a. Data was collected during the COVID-19 pandemic. Although timelines have varied between 
countries, we will take an inclusive approach, including studies from January 2020 to the date of our 
search. 

b. Study was conducted in Europe (defined inclusively) 

c. Study adopted either an interventional or observational design, and we also chose to include relevant 
systematic reviews (with or without a meta-analysis). We will exclude non-systematic reviews, 
editorial or opinion articles, and preclinical studies.  

d. Study examined people with MDD (full or sub-sample), diagnosed either at baseline or during the 
study assessment period. A valid diagnosis of MDD should be established according to 
internationally recognized diagnostic criteria (e.g., ICD-10, DSM-5), which may have been recorded 
by a healthcare professional and/or rated using a structured or semi-structured diagnostic interview 
according to these diagnostic criteria.   

e. Study examined working age adults (due to variations in services for young and elderly people), 
excluding studies confined to young people (under 18) or older people (usually aged over 65). 

f. Study can be written in any language, provided that the review team are able to obtain a translation 
of sufficient quality within the timescales for this project.  

g. Study examined one or more of our pre-specified outcomes (relating to care pathways / continuity of 
care, strategies for maintaining or improving care for people with depression during the COVID-19 
pandemic). These outcomes are detailed further in the below section entitled “Outcome measures”. 

We will include both peer-reviewed articles that report sufficient data and meeting abstracts if we are able to 
obtain sufficient information required for determining eligibility for inclusion in the review and synthesise 
results (either from the abstract itself or by contacting authors). The reference lists of relevant articles will 
also also hand-searched for additional articles. Authors will be electronically contacted on at least two 
occasions to provide necessary data if it is not available in the abstracts or manuscripts. 

Search strategy 

We will search the MEDLINE (PubMed) and APA PsycINFO (via OVID) databases from 1st January 2020 
until the search date, inclusive, using search strings that are relevant to the COVID-19 pandemic and MDD 
and searching within record titles and abstracts. The following search strategy, which searches for the 
relevant strings within all fields will be employed for the PubMed search (and adapted for APA PsycInfo) 
[all fields]:  

((COVID-19 or COVID 2019 or severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 or 2019 nCoV or SARS-
COV2 or 2019nCoV or novel coronavirus) AND (major depression or major depressive disorder or major 
depressive episode or MDD or MDE)) 

Methodological quality assessment 
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Since this is a scoping review, we will not formally rate the methodological quality of included studies. 

Screening & data extraction 

All studies will be imported into EndNote reference manager software, after which duplicates will be 
automatically removed using EndNote’s duplicate identification tool. One investigator (DS or WLEW) will 
screen each of the references for eligibility, initially at the title/abstract level and then at the full-text level. 
Any doubts that arise in this process will be resolved through consensus or discussion with another reviewer.   

One author will develop an Excel data sheet for data extraction of eligible articles. Bibliographic 
information, such as authorship details and publication date will firstly be extracted. Subsequently, details of 
study characteristics will be extracted, including details on study location, study design, and objectives. 
Outcome data will also be extracted, as detailed further in the section entitled “Outcome measures”. Any 
doubts or uncertainties will be resolved through consensus or through discussion with a further reviewer.  

Outcome measures 

Aligning with the review aims and objectives of this scoping review, the outcome measures pertain firstly to 
the pre-specified treatment gaps and secondly to strategies implemented to mitigate disruption to care.  

Pre-specified treatment gaps  

These ‘treatment gap’ outcomes are focused on the initiation and continuity of care [8], aligning with our 
previous European Brain Council (EBC) Value of Treatment in MDD care pathway analyses, which 
examined treatment gaps prior to the pandemic [2, 3]. This will therefore enable a preliminary, indicative 
comparison between pre-2020 and 2020-2022, to estimate the impacts of the pandemic. These outcomes are 
delineated in Table 1.   

Mitigation strategies  

These outcomes are considered more broadly; any strategies trialled/implemented in a healthcare service 
aiming to maintain/improve MDD care can be considered in this review.    

Table 1 

 Pre-specified treatment gap  Description   
1 Rates of depression not 

detected 
This gap pertains to any outcome related to missed diagnosis of 
depression. This lack of detection could stem from several factors, 
including patient help-seeking, service availability, and physician 
accuracy. Broadly reported MDD prevalence rates in care settings 
are also applicable here, as these could be compared to published 
prior MDD prevalence estimates.* 

2 Delays to the detection or 
treatment of depression 

This gap pertains to any outcome related to the time delay in 
diagnosis or treatment of MDD. Relevant data for this category 
could comprise any data reporting time between MDE onset and 
healthcare contact, or between MDE onset and treatment. 

3 Rates of (community) 
treatment with 
pharmacological and non-
pharmacological therapies 

This gap pertains to any outcome related to the proportion of 
patients receiving some form of treatment for MDD. Both 
antidepressants and/or psychological therapy for MDD are within 
scope of this gap, as these form the backbone of current standard 
approaches to MDD treatment. ** 

4 Rates / frequency of follow-up This gap pertains to any outcome related to the continuity of care 
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contacts  for depression. Any data reporting the number of clinical contacts 
with mental healthcare professional over a period of time 
(particularly after treatment initiation), and the nature of this 
contact (in-person, remote or non-attended), are applicable. Several 
types of data would be extracted, including severity of MDD, 
service type, and information on cancellation or non-attendance of 
appointments. 

5 Access to specialist care (e.g., 
secondary or tertiary services)  

This gap pertains to any outcome related to the use of specialist 
interventions (via secondary or psychiatric care services, or tertiary 
services) in MDD management. Relevant data in this category 
would include estimates of referral and contact rates with 
psychiatric services or specialist mood disorders services, as well as 
the duration of this referral. 

* We plan not to look at all studies estimating prevalence of depression in general population, just those 
specific to the aforementioned care pathway outcomes (for reference, a new systematic review has indicated 
overall population prevalence during the pandemic [11]). 

**For instance, lockdowns or disruption of transport due to COVID-19 could mean the non-delivery of 
availability of drugs or equipment, shortage of ingredients for drug manufacture, or inability to run group 
therapy sessions (where size of gatherings are limited or venues are not available for dispensing treatment). 

Strategy for data synthesis 

We will summarize study characteristics and results with tables. If appropriate, figures and graphs may be 
constructed to illustrate linked themes that arise from the findings of this scoping review. A narrative 
synthesis will be constructed to explore patterns and themes that arise from the included studies; this 
synthesis will incorporate simple statistical process (e.g. impacts in terms of raw data and percentage metrics 
reported) and critical observation of trends (e.g. observing trends from graphical presentation of data as per 
Patel et al. [15]). 

Data availability 

All data produced in this study will be available upon reasonable request to the authors. 
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