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Abstract (max 250) 

Objective: Electronic health record (EHR) databases enable scalable investigations of serious mental 

illness (SMI), including bipolar disorder (BD), severe or recurrent major depressive disorder (MDD), 

schizophrenia (SCZ), and other chronic psychoses. The authors analyzed structured and unstructured 

EHR data from a large mental health facility to characterize SMI clinical features and trajectories.  

 

Methods: Diagnostic codes, information from clinical notes, and healthcare use data, were extracted from 

the EHR database of Clínica San Juan de Dios in Manizales, Colombia for the years 2005-2022, including 

22,447 individuals (ages 4-90, 60% female) treated for SMI. The reliability of diagnostic codes was 

assessed in relation to diagnoses obtained from manual chart review (n=105). A Natural Language 

Processing (NLP) pipeline was developed to extract features from clinical notes. Diagnostic stability was 

quantified in patients with ≥ 3 visits (n=12,962). Finally, mixed-effect logistic regression models were 

used to identify factors associated with diagnostic stability.  

 

Results: Assigned EHR diagnoses showed very good agreement with those obtained from manual chart 

review (Cohen’s kappa 0.78). The NLP algorithm (which demonstrated excellent balance between 

precision and recall with average F1=0.88) identified high frequencies of suicidality and psychosis, 

transdiagnostically. Most SMI patients (64%) displayed multiple EHR diagnoses, including switches 

between primary diagnoses (19%), comorbidities (30%), and combinations of both (15%). Predictors of 

changes in EHR diagnoses include Delusions in clinical notes (OR=1.50, p=2e-18) and a history of 

previous diagnostic changes (OR=4.02, p=3e-250). 

 

Conclusions: Longitudinal EHR databases enable scalable investigation of transdiagnostic clinical 

features and delineation of granular SMI trajectories through the integration of information from clinical 

notes and diagnostic codes.  
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Introduction 

Examination of disease trajectories through longitudinal observation of symptoms led to the 

development of modern classification systems for mental disorders; such data formed the main basis for 

differentiating key categories of serious mental illness (SMI), such as schizophrenia (SCZ), bipolar 

disorder (BD), and major depressive disorder (MDD). While these classification systems advocate a 

parsimonious, longitudinal perspective, current research on SMI relies primarily on cross-sectional 

assessments, usually of patients with a unique diagnosis, in which the only available trajectory 

information is supplied by patient recall 1–3. This lack of detailed longitudinal data may be a factor 

contributing to heterogeneity within our current SMI categories 4, as evidenced in cross-disorder genetic 

studies 3 Furthermore, concentrating on individual diagnoses ignores the fact that many features of 

psychiatric illness (such as suicidality or psychosis) are important transdiagnostically.  

Recent studies using longitudinal data collected from participants in national registries 5,6, 

precision health initiatives 7, and birth cohorts 8, have begun to identify risk factors for specific diagnoses 

and to describe patterns of variation in these diagnoses over time 5–8. These resources, which are mainly 

limited to upper-income countries (UIC), typically contain only sparse data for individual clinical 

features, including symptoms and behaviors. In contrast, electronic health record (EHR) data which are 

available in both UIC and in many low- or middle–income countries (LMIC), may contain extensive, 

descriptions of such clinical features during the periods when individuals actually experience them. EHR 

databases thus facilitate investigations of features that are important both transdiagnostically and 

longitudinally, and that may predict clinically important outcomes, such as the onset of psychosis or 

suicidal behaviors 9,10.  

We demonstrate here that the EHR database from a psychiatric hospital located in a middle-

income country, enables longitudinal population-scale investigations of SMI diagnoses, individual 

clinical features, and trajectories 11, through the combination of novel NLP methodologies applied to 

detailed clinical notes with analyses of structured data. The Clínica San Juan de Dios in Manizales 

(CSJDM) 12 implemented an EHR in 2005, which provided us both structured and unstructured data from 

all visits of more than 20,000 SMI patients, from that date until June 2022. The CSJDM provides 

comprehensive mental healthcare to the one million inhabitants of Caldas, and its EHR captures data 

concerning SMI covering the entire region11. We characterized trajectories of SCZ, BD, and MDD 

through longitudinal analyses of diagnoses (from assigned diagnostic codes) and of four features (Suicidal 

Ideation, Suicide Attempt, Delusions, and Hallucinations) described in clinical notes recorded in the 

EHR, each of which may be important in categorizing SMI and its trajectories, transdiagnostically.  
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To conduct these analyses, we extracted diagnoses and developed a Natural Language Processing 

(NLP) pipeline for extraction of transdiagnostic features from the free-text, in Spanish. We first 

established the reliability and completeness of the EHR and our phenotype extraction pipelines, and 

showed that features recorded in the notes at individual visits align with ICD-10 diagnostic severity 

qualifiers at those visits. We then characterized trajectories of each SMI diagnosis, distinguishing 

between diagnostic switches and the accumulation of comorbidities, and identifying both global and 

diagnosis-specific patterns for each. We quantify the probability of patients changing diagnoses across 

admissions or visits and identify factors contributing to such changes. In particular, we evaluate the utility 

of transdiagnostic features from narrative notes in delineating SMI trajectories. 

Methods 

EHR database 

To investigate SMI trajectories we extracted from the EHR both structured data (demographic 

information; duration, type and site of visits [inpatient, outpatient, or emergency department]; diagnostic 

codes [ICD-10]), and unstructured data, consisting of free-text from clinical notes. These notes include 

psychiatrists’ intake, progress, and discharge notes and nursing notes (from inpatient hospitalizations); 

psychiatrists’ outpatient notes, and psychiatrists’ triage notes (from emergency department visits).  

Prior to performing the analyses reported here, we removed from the EHR any fields considered 

Protected Health Information 13, using procedures approved by the institutional review boards from 

UCLA and CSJDM. We used regular expression matching to strip from the text names and numbers 

exceeding five digits (potential ID numbers), to further reduce the possibility of including identifying 

information in our dataset.  

For our analyses, we first identified all patients in CSJDM with at least one clinical note 

(n=77,538) and excluded patients with missing gender information (n=626). We then excluded visits 

outside the age range of 4-90, without a valid diagnostic code or with primary diagnostic codes outside of 

the Mental, Behavioral, and Neurodevelopmental Disorders categories (excluded n=20,982 visits from 

5,056 patients, Supplementary Figure 1).  

ICD-10 codes extraction and cohort definition 

Following each visit to the hospital, a patient is assigned a single primary ICD-10 diagnosis by 

their treating psychiatrist, generating a time-stamped sequence of diagnoses. We extracted this sequence 

for every patient and selected for analyses patients who had at least one primary diagnosis of SMI, 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.20.22279007doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.08.20.22279007
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 
 
 

 

 5 

defined here as BD (F301, F302, F310, F311, F312, F313, F314, F315, F316, F317), Severe/Recurrent 

MDD (F322, F323, F331, F332, F333, F334), SCZ (F20X), and other chronic psychoses (Delusional 

Disorder; F22X. Schizoaffective Disorder; F25X). (Supplementary Table 1). In total, this cohort includes 

22,447 patients with 157,003 visits (Supplementary Figure 1). 

Primary diagnosis classification and reliability estimation 

We assessed, in a subsample of the 22,447 patients described above, the reliability of the ICD-10 

diagnoses recorded in the EHR in comparison with those made by an expert research clinician (MC) 

performing a complete manual chart review. To enable a sufficiently precise estimation of the degree of 

agreement between these two sets of diagnoses, we selected 120 patients for this record review, chosen at 

random from among participants whom we had previously recruited at CSJDM in an ongoing study of 

BD, MDD, and SCZ 12. Of these individuals (40 from each of the three diagnostic groups), we excluded 

15 whose most recently recorded ICD-10 diagnoses (F318, F319, F321, F328, or F339) were not among 

the codes that met our criteria for SMI, as defined above. The clinician review of the remaining 105 

records yielded a checklist of symptoms and other clinical features of SMI (see below) and assignment of 

a current primary diagnosis based on DSM-5 criteria 14. We then, in these 105 patients, evaluated (using 

Cohen’s kappa statistic 15) the agreement between the diagnosis assigned through this review and the most 

recently recorded ICD-10 SMI code. 

NLP algorithm to extract clinical features 

To enable the identification of specific clinical features in the clinical notes of each of the 22,447 

patients with an SMI primary diagnosis, in the CSJDM database, we developed a Spanish-language NLP 

algorithm; the procedures used to develop, train, and validate this algorithm are detailed in Supplementary 

Note 1 (also see Supplementary Tables 2 and 3). For this study, we used the algorithm to identify the 

presence of four transdiagnostic features that are routinely assessed in clinical encounters: Suicide 

Attempts, Suicidal Ideation, Delusions, and Hallucinations. 

Briefly, two clinicians independently reviewed a randomly selected sample consisting of 3,600 

passages of free text (which we term “sentences”) from the inpatient notes, progress notes, and outpatient 

notes of 2,788 unique patients with ICD-10 SMI codes, flagging those sentences in which any of the four 

features were present. We stopped sentence annotation at this point, as we had identified a sufficient set 

of positive instances of each feature to obtain accurate estimates of the algorithm’s performance.  

We evaluated the algorithm’s performance using a held-out, gold standard set of 290 sentences, in 

which each putative feature was also annotated as being affirmed or negated. Metrics used to assess 
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performance are precision (positive predictive value), recall (sensitivity), and their harmonic mean (F1). 

 Then, we designated features as “present” for a given patient, if they were identified by the 

algorithm as having been mentioned affirmatively in a least two notes over the entire course of their EHR. 

The requirement of two notes was selected as it yielded optimal performance of the NLP algorithm 

(Supplementary Figure 2). To determine the accuracy with which the algorithm designated the presence 

or absence of each feature, we compared its output (for the patients in whom we had conducted a manual 

chart review, as described in the section above), to the checklist of these features compiled by the 

clinician from the chart review (using the same metrics as for the sentence level evaluation, described 

above). Finally, as an evaluation of the attributions made by the clinician conducting in the manual 

review, we conducted an additional set of manual reviews of selected records; two additional clinicians 

conducted independent reviews of each of the charts with false positive instances (and an equal number of 

randomly chosen charts with true positives, Supplementary Note 1). 

Characterization of extracted clinical features in relation to ICD-10 codes 

We evaluated, in the entire study cohort, the correspondence between the clinical features 

extracted from notes using the NLP algorithm and the current-state severity qualifiers in the ICD-10 

diagnoses recorded in the EHR at each individual visit. For these comparisons we used a mixed-effect 

logistic regression, which accounts for multiple visits per person. Additionally, we include covariates to 

correct for potential confounding factors such as inpatient status. 

Patient-level associations between clinical features and ICD-10 diagnoses  

We assessed the relationship, at the individual level, between the presence of clinical features at 

any timepoint in the EHR, the most recently recorded diagnoses (considering only codes for MDD, BD, 

and SCZ) and gender. For this analysis, we evaluated all patients with an SMI diagnosis and at least two 

separately recorded clinical notes (n=20,658 out of 22,447 SMI patients, Supplementary Figure 1). 

Association tests were performed using logistic regression including both diagnosis and gender while 

adjusting for the length of patients’ records and hospitalization history (Supplementary Note 2). We tested 

four models, one for each feature. To test for interactions between gender and diagnosis, we expanded the 

model to include an interaction term.  

To evaluate the relationship between clinical features that co-occur in patients (considering their 

entire longitudinal EHR) we used the same logistic modelling framework, but added, for each feature, the 

presence, recorded at any point, of the  three remaining features, in the same model. To test for 
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interactions between gender and the second co-occurring feature, we expanded the model to include an 

interaction term. 

Diagnostic switches, comorbidities, and trajectories 

We defined two types of diagnostic changes: diagnostic switches and comorbidities. We use the 

term diagnostic switches to refer to changes between two psychiatric diagnoses that cannot, by definition, 

be held at the same time, specifically, the diagnoses in the ICD-10 F3 and F2 chapters (mood and 

psychotic disorders, respectively; see Supplementary Note 3 and Supplementary Table 4 for details). By 

contrast, we use the term comorbidities to refer to all other combinations of ICD-10 codes; comorbid 

diagnoses can accumulate over time, without limit. Using these two definitions, an individual patient’s 

diagnostic trajectory may include both switches and comorbidities. 

Diagnostic Stability  

We assessed the stability of diagnostic categories over time, considering a diagnosis unstable only 

if a patient switched to another diagnosis (Supplementary Table 4). For individual SMI diagnoses, we 

estimated long-term prospective and retrospective stability in those individuals with > 10 visits, 

(n=12,962, Supplementary Figure 1); we chose this number of visits to represent trajectories of sufficient 

length for analysis of stability to be meaningful 16,17. Prospective stability is the probability of a patient’s 

first diagnosis being the same as their last diagnosis, and is analogous to the precision of the initial 

diagnosis in predicting the final diagnosis. Retrospective stability is the probability of a patient’s final 

diagnosis being the same as their first one and is analogous to recall of the first diagnosis relative to the 

final. Differences in stability across diagnoses and age groups (before or after age 30) were evaluated 

using z-tests (Supplementary Note 4). 

 

Factors affecting diagnostic stability 

Next, we explored factors contributing to visit-to-visit diagnostic stability. Specifically, we 

evaluated the effects of patient sex and age, primary diagnosis, inpatient status, previous switch, clinical 

features, and receiving a Not Otherwise Specified (NOS) code at the previous visit. For these analyses we 

first used a mixed-effect logistic regression to estimate the probability of switching diagnoses over time 

(using number of visits as a proxy), accounting for repeated patient observations. We then expanded this 

model to evaluate the effects of the demographic and clinical factors listed above (Supplementary Note 

5). An NOS code indicates diagnostic uncertainty in cases of atypical or confusing patient presentations, 

or when temporal criteria are not yet met 18, and therefore serves as a positive control; we expect to see 
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increased diagnostic instability associated with these codes. In a sensitivity analysis, we explored the 

impact of measuring time by years since the first encounter rather than by visit number.  

Finally, to evaluate the possibility that clinical features extracted from the notes at a given visit 

anticipate specific diagnostic changes recorded in future visits, we tested whether psychosis features 

(Delusions and Hallucinations) predict the application of psychosis current-state qualifiers in ICD-10 

diagnoses of BD or MDD (Supplementary Note 6). 

Significance thresholds 

We applied Bonferroni correction for multiple testing in all our analyses. Model details with 

corresponding significance thresholds are described in Supplementary Notes 2-6.  

Results 

Study sample 

As of June 2022, the CSJDM EHR included 157,003 visits from 22,447 patients who were 

assigned an SMI diagnosis at any point from their first visit onwards (Supplementary Figure 1). The 

demographic and clinical characteristics of this sample are described in Supplementary Table 5. 

Reliability of diagnoses and clinical features extracted from EHR compared to those identified 

through manual chart review by expert clinicians 

For the 105 randomly selected patients in whom we conducted a complete manual chart review, 

the diagnoses extracted from their EHR (most recent assigned ICD-10 code) demonstrated agreement 

with their diagnoses from manual review of their entire EHR at a kappa level typically considered “very 

good” to “excellent” for such comparisons 19,20. The kappa estimates for specific diagnoses considering 

both inpatient visits and outpatient visits (Supplementary Table 6) were: 0.74 (95% CI: 0.60-0.89) for 

MDD, 0.74 (95% CI: 0.60-0.87) for BD, 0.90 (95% CI: 0.81-0.99) for SCZ; overall kappa=0.78 (95% CI: 

0.69-0.88). Positive predictive values (PPVs) were 0.84 for MDD, 0.80 for BD, and 0.92 for SCZ. 

Estimates for kappas and PPVs were similarly high when considering inpatient visits only 

(Supplementary Table 6). These levels of agreement are also similar to those from previous studies 

comparing diagnoses from ICD codes recorded in the EHR with diagnoses from manual chart reviews 21.  

In training our NLP algorithm for extracting clinical features from the EHR notes, the kappas 

indicated “good” to “excellent” agreement between two independent annotators for all four features 

(Supplementary Table 7). Then, application of the algorithm to extract features from the gold standard set 
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of sentences, demonstrated that it performed with a high rate of precision (range: 0.88-1.0) and recall 

(range: 0.62-1.0), resulting in a satisfactory F1 for all features (Suicide Attempt: 0.82, Suicidal Ideation: 

0.73, Delusions: 1.0, Hallucinations: 0.95), (Supplementary Table 8A, see Supplementary Note 7 for a 

description of errors). We evaluated different thresholds for the number of affirmative mentions of a 

feature in the output of the NLP algorithm that we would require to consider that feature “present”, for a 

given patient, over the lifetime of their EHR (Supplementary Figure 2); requiring two such mentions 

provided an optimal balance (as measured by F1) between precision and recall. At this threshold the 

algorithm output and the designation of features from manual chart review were highly concordant for all 

four features; Suicide Attempt (92/104, F1 = 0.68), Suicidal Ideation (89/104, F1 = 0.79), Delusions 

(84/104, F1 = 0.82), and Hallucinations (87/104, F1 = 0.84), Supplementary Table 8B. Further 

investigation suggested that the above comparison actually underestimated the performance of the 

algorithm (Supplementary Note 1).  

 

Comparison between ICD-10 diagnoses of MDD and BD assigned at each visit with 

clinical features identified from the notes from the same visit 

 The ICD-10 codes for MDD and BD include qualifiers indicating the severity of episodes 

(unipolar depressive, bipolar depressive, and manic) and the presence or absence of psychotic features at 

a given visit; this information provides the opportunity to evaluate the relationship between these 

qualifiers and the clinical features extracted from the notes using the NLP algorithm. As would be 

expected, we observe strong positive associations for all four of the extracted clinical features with both 

episode severity and presence of psychosis, as recorded in the ICD-10 codes (Supplementary Note 6, 

Supplementary Table 9).  

In contrast to the ICD-10 codes, which simply report the presence or absence of psychotic 

symptoms at a given visit, the application of the NLP algorithm to the clinical notes for these visits 

provides rich information on such symptoms. The notes reveal that, in depressive episodes (both unipolar 

and bipolar) Delusions and Hallucinations are observed at relatively similar frequencies, while in manic 

episodes Delusions represent by far the predominant psychotic feature (Figure 1). This finding is 

consistent with observations made in a manual review of 1,715 case notes from a North American tertiary 

care hospital 22, while a systematic review article of types of psychotic symptoms in bipolar depression 

and mania reported less consistent pattern across multiple, smaller studies 23.  

The notes contain corroborating examples for most of the instances in which an ICD-10 diagnosis 

of depression or mania with psychotic features was assigned; for visits at which such diagnoses were 

recorded, the algorithm identified either Hallucinations or Delusions at a frequency ranging from 72% 
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(unipolar depression) to 84% (mania, see Figure 1A). Examples of such psychotic features were also 

found, however, in a substantial proportion of the notes of visits for which the recorded ICD-10 diagnosis 

indicated an absence of psychotic features (ranging from 21% [unipolar depression] to 56% [mania]), 

Figure 1B). It is unclear what accounts for this apparent discrepancy, but one contributing factor could be 

differences between the clinicians recording ICD-10 diagnoses and the NLP algorithm in how they 

consider psychosis. Such differences could at least partially explain the high frequency of Delusions in 

the notes from visits for which the diagnosis of “mania without psychotic features” was assigned (47%). 

Grandiose delusional beliefs comprise more than 30% of the Delusions for such visits identified by the 

NLP algorithm (Supplementary Figure 3, but, in practice, the point at which grandiosity (a cardinal 

feature of mania) reaches psychotic proportions may be difficult to define 24. Additionally, persistence 

of delusionary beliefs may have been a consideration for clinicians recording ICD-10 diagnoses, 

while in some instances the information extracted from the notes may reflect transient beliefs 

that resolved relatively quickly. 

   

 

Figure 1. Psychotic features extracted from the clinical notes of visits for severe unipolar and bipolar depression 

and mania. The ICD-10 codes for these disorders (F32, F33, F31) include qualifiers for the clinician to specify the 

presence or absence of psychosis for each visit. (1A) The percentage of visits assigned a diagnosis of “with 

psychotic features” for which the NLP algorithm identified the features Delusions and Hallucinations, considered 

together (“Psychosis”) and separately. (1B) The percentage of visits assigned a diagnosis of “without psychotic 

features” for which the NLP algorithm identified the features Delusions and Hallucinations, considered together 

(“Psychosis”) and separately. Error bars indicate 95% confidence intervals obtained through bootstrapping, n=5,961 

patients and 13,928 visits. 

 

Transdiagnostic characterization of features extracted from EHR notes 
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The above comparisons indicated that the NLP algorithm identifies the presence of psychosis and 

suicidality clinical features in the EHR database with high sensitivity. Suicide Attempt, Suicidal Ideation, 

Delusions, and Hallucinations each occur in all of the SMI diagnoses at a frequency of >5%, stratified by 

gender, demonstrating their transdiagnostic quality (Figure 2A). Several patterns of these frequencies are, 

however, noteworthy. In contrast to most reports in the literature 25,26, Suicidal Ideation in the CSJDM 

database is less frequently observed in females compared to males, after correcting for diagnoses, 

inpatient history and number of visits (OR=0.84, p=8.42e-7, Supplementary Tables 10 and 11). This 

difference is driven largely by a lower rate of Suicidal Ideation in females with MDD specifically (34% 

versus 45% in males, interaction OR=0.65, p=4.2e-9,). A similar reduced frequency of psychotic features 

was observed in females (OR=0.67, p=1.99e-22 Delusions; and OR=0.88, p=5.9e-4 Hallucinations,), while 

rates of Suicide Attempt are similar in both genders. The four features subdivide the patient population 

according to the combination of comorbidities (Figure 2B). Aside from the expected co-occurence of 

suicide-related features and psychotic features, we found, unexpectedly, that the mention of Delusions in 

the notes decreases the likelihood of notes mentioning Suicidal Ideation or Suicide Attempts in the same 

patient and vice versa (OR between 0.59-0.62, p < 1.78e-17, accounting for gender, diagnosis, inpatient 

history and number of visits [Supplementary Table 11); the reverse is true for Hallucinations (OR 

between 1.29-2.05, p < 2.89e-7).  

 

 

Figure 2. Transdiagnostic characterization and co-occurrence of clinical features extracted from EHR notes  

A

B
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A) Proportion of patients with each of the four features stratified by primary diagnosis. B) Number of patients with co-occurrence 

of 2, 3, or 4 clinical features. All data in these plots are limited to patients with at least two EHR notes.  

 

Diverse diagnostic trajectories in SMI patients  

We evaluated diagnostic trajectories among all SMI patients with at least three visits (n=12,962, 

Supplementary Figure 4). The majority (64%, Figure 3A) had multiple diagnoses recorded in their EHR, 

broken down as follows: 30% displayed comorbidities (orange bars; Supplementary Table 12, 19% 

displayed diagnostic switches (teal bars), and 15% displayed both switches and comorbidities (purple 

bars).  

While some pairs of diagnoses in the trajectories are common, for example, the switch from 

MDD to BD (observed in 24% of current BD patients, figure 3B) and the comorbidity between MDD and 

Other Anxiety Disorders (observed in 28% of current MDD patients), the majority of patients (58%) 

follow rare trajectories (occurring in fewer than 1% of patients). Altogether, we observed 3,149 unique 

trajectories. 

We estimated prospective and retrospective stability for each diagnosis, evaluating trajectories 

with 10 or more visits (n=5,016). Prospective stability was lower for MDD compared to BD or SCZ (56% 

vs. 88% and 83%, respectively; 2-df chi-square=383; p=5e-84). Retrospective stability, by contrast, while 

lower than prospective stability for all diagnoses, was highest in MDD (53% vs. 48% and 40% in BD and 

SCZ respectively; 2-df chi-square=34.5; p=3e-8). (Supplementary Note 4 and Supplementary Table 13). 
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Figure 3: Disease trajectories of SMI in patients with at least three visits. A) UpSet plot presenting diagnostic switches 

(between SMI categories) and comorbidities (SMI and non-SMI categories). Patients with a single SMI diagnosis (blue, green, 

red, total n=4,620); a single SMI diagnosis and other comorbidities (orange n=3,955); multiple SMI diagnoses and no other 

comorbidities (teal n=2,468); multiple SMI diagnoses and other comorbidities (purple, n=1,919). Bars with n<100 are not shown. 

B) Sankey diagram of ICD-10 code trajectories. Left nodes represent the diagnosis given at the initial visit and right nodes 

represent the most recent SMI code. (Diagnostic switches within SMI are shown in Supplementary Figure 4). ORG: Other mental 

disorders due to brain damage and dysfunction and to physical disease (F06), SUD: Mental and behavioral disorders due to 

multiple drug use and use of other psychoactive substances (F19), BPE: Acute and transient psychotic disorders (F23), MDE: 

Major Depressive Episode (F32), PMD: Persistent mood disorders (F34), UMD: Unspecified mood disorder (F39), ANX: Other 

anxiety disorders (F41), PTSD: Reaction to severe stress, and adjustment disorders (F43), ADHD: Hyperkinetic disorders (F90), 

CON: Conduct disorders (F91) 

 

Clinical features, time, and other factors affecting diagnostic stability and specific trajectories 

We identified multiple factors that influenced diagnostic stability. Diagnostic switching was most 

frequent during the early stages of treatment. While 11.3% of the patients changed diagnosis on their 

second visit, this percentage decreased over the patient’s course of illness (Figure 4A; log10(k) OR=0.56, 

p-value 5e-66) and stabilized at around 4% after the tenth visit. Additional predictors of future diagnostic 

B

A
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instability included the following observations at the current visit: a diagnostic switch from  the previous 

visit (Figure 4B; OR=4.02, p-value 3e-250), an inpatient visit (OR=1.7, p-value 5e-35), an NOS diagnosis 

(OR=1.61, p-value 2e-47), and the presence of the clinical features Delusions or Hallucinations (OR=1.50 

and 1.17, p-values 2e-18 and 3e-4, respectively). Predictors of future diagnostic stability included: 

diagnoses of SCZ or BD compared to MDD (ORs=0.31 and 0.32; p-values <3e-70), male gender 

(OR=0.71, p-value 2e-16), and increasing age (OR per decade=0.96, p-value 8e-4). Sensitivity analyses 

confirmed these findings; the same pattern was observed when modeling switching by time rather than 

visit number (Supplementary Figure 5). 

 

 

Figure 4: Diagnostic stability over time. At each visit k, the proportion of patients that will switch primary diagnosis code on 

their next visit k+1. A) Stratified by age groups: age at 1st visit before and after 30 years. B) Stratified by having previously 

switched diagnoses (from visit k-1). n=12,962 patients (Supplementary Figure 1). 

Discussion 

By analyzing EHR data spanning 17 years and encompassing over 20,000 patients from a single 

large mental health facility, we characterize SMI, its relation to transdiagnostic clinical features, and its 

longitudinal trajectories. We show that both the diagnostic codes recorded in the EHR and our custom, 

rule-based NLP pipeline for extracting clinical features from narrative notes, reliably reflect the 

diagnostic impressions of expert clinicians conducting manual chart reviews. By applying this pipeline to 

our data we were able to perform more granular analyses of four key clinical features of SMI – Suicide 

Attempts, Suicidal Ideation, Delusions, and Hallucinations – than has been possible in most previous 

EHR studies of SMI which have relied  only on the information in the diagnostic codes. Additionally, 

analysis of the NLP-algorithm output in relation to the recorded diagnostic codes reveals the high degree 

of association between the information contained in these two types of data. The four clinical features 

each occur at a high frequency transdiagnostically, and they co-occur in both expected and unexpected 

patterns. Finally, we use the information on clinical features in the notes together with the ICD-10 
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diagnostic codes to characterize SMI trajectories, including prediction of future diagnostic changes, 

differentiation of diagnostic switches from the accumulation of comorbidities, and factors contributing to 

the stability of diagnoses.  

Our NLP pipeline overcomes the performance and usability issues of “off-the-shelf” NLP 

pipelines 27,28 and is, to our knowledge, the first of its kind for extracting information from Spanish 

language psychiatric notes. The algorithm identified the clinical features in the notes from multiple 

individuals where the initial chart review failed to do so, and its results were mostly confirmed by a 

further round of manual reviews. These observations suggest, therefore, that this automated approach to 

retrieving clinical data is more accurate than manual review, as well as being vastly more scalable.  

In considering the data on psychotic features that we obtained from the clinical notes in relation 

to what we gleaned from the ICD-10 codes, we illustrate the potential utility of the NLP pipeline for 

analyzing a vast array of information that is often unavailable in large-scale studies of SMI, for which the 

phenotypes may be based on brief interviews or self-report scales (e.g., 29).  Notably, several previous 

studies have reported conflicting results with respect to the relative frequencies of Delusions and 

Hallucinations in psychotic mania compared to psychotic depression, which may  reflect their differing 

designs and mostly small sample sizes of the studies that they have evaluated 23. In contrast, by applying a 

uniform methodology to analyze information extracted from the notes of nearly 6,000 patients, in almost 

14,000 clinical encounters, we were able to show that Delusions are far more frequent than Hallucinations 

in mania, while Hallucinations have the same or even greater frequency than Delusions in both unipolar 

and bipolar depression. This observation only partially reflects grandiose delusional beliefs characteristic 

of mania. Further development of the NLP algorithm will enable even finer-grained characterization of 

psychosis in these disorders, e.g., specifying whether psychotic symptoms in the notes are congruent or 

incongruent with the predominant mood states of an episode 23.  

Our comparison of the information from the notes and from the diagnostic codes also highlights 

the complementarity of these data sources, as, in most instances, the former provide specific examples to 

corroborate the assignment of the “with psychotic features” codes. On the other hand, the apparent 

discrepancies between the notes and the codes – the identification of psychotic features in the free text at 

visits where such features were not recorded in the diagnoses – provide a reminder that the EHR is 

primarily a clinical record and the contents of its various components reflect their differing purposes. The 

assigned diagnostic codes represent a clinician’s overall impression of a patient’s predominant clinical 

state at a given visit, rather than a comprehensive representation of all of the clinical information obtained 

at that visit.Even though such information may not be incorporated within the formal diagnosis, it is, 

however, of great value for addressing a number of important questions,. 
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Widespread recognition of the inadequacies of diagnosis-based taxonomies for classifying mental 

illness has generated growing interest in investigation of transdiagnostic features of SMI 30.  Evidence has 

accumulated indicating a high degree of shared genetic risk across SMI diagnoses, but assembling 

adequately-scaled datasets that are suitable for genetic analysis of systematically assessed transdiagnostic 

phenotypes has proven challenging. Our finding that all four of the clinical features that we extracted 

from the EHRs are present in substantial numbers in each of the SMI diagnostic categories suggests that 

extending this approach to additional features, and to the EHR databases of additional facilities, could 

enable well-powered genetic association studies of a number of phenotypes that are relevant to SMI. 

Further transdiagnostic explorations will also be important to follow up unexpected findings from our 

current analyses for which we have no obvious explanation, including the lower rates [lifetime EHR] of 

Suicidal Ideation, Delusions, and Hallucinations identified in females compared to males, and the 

contrasting patterns of association between the suicidal features and the psychotic features (negative for 

Delusions, and positive for Hallucinations).  

Our findings regarding longitudinal diagnostic trajectories of SMI rest on an EHR database that 

is, to our knowledge, unique. Because the CSJDM provides comprehensive care to all individuals living 

with SMI in a geographically defined catchment area, the EHR provides an essentially continuous record 

of treatment encounters, over this period in the more than 20,000 individuals included in our analyses. 

These data enabled us to model simultaneously the dynamics of switching between incompatible SMI 

diagnoses and the accumulation of comorbidities; by doing so, we found that approximately half of the 

SMI population had one or more psychiatric comorbidities, and over one-third have switched diagnosis at 

least once. The most frequent comorbities are between anxiety disorders and MDD, while the most 

frequent diagnostic switch is between MDD and BD. The combination of comorbidities and diagnostic 

switches describes a broad variety of disease trajectories; a major challenge for future studies will be to 

determine which of these patterns are most meaningful, either from the standpoint of our understanding of 

disease causation or in terms of clinical utility. Additionally, as have others we found that diagnostic 

instability is characteristic mainly of the early stages of SMI 5,31. 

Most previous studies of SMI trajectories at a population level have utilized national registries 

available mainly in a few Northern European countries 5,6 In particular, studies of diagnostic progression 

in patients with an index psychiatric diagnosis have observed similar degrees of instability of initial SMI 

diagnoses as we report here 6. While the concordance of our results with those of these registry studies 

provides an additional validation for our approach, our integration of features from clinical notes together 

with diagnostic codes and their qualifiers, has enabled us to delineate trajectories at a level of granularity 

not available in registry data, and to identify patterns that could have important clinical implications. As 
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an example, we observed that mentions of psychosis in the notes from a clinical visit significantly 

preceded diagnostic switches at future visits. More specifically, we noted that examples of Delusions in 

the notes from a clinical visit at which the ICD-10 qualifier “without psychotic features” was assigned,  

anticipated the application of the qualifier “with psychotic features” at the subsequent visit. This 

observation will stimulate further research with the aim of determining how such information could be 

used for clinical prediction. 

Our finding that diagnostic switches increase the likelihood of future switches is driven in large 

part by a small number of patients who rapidly accumulate diagnoses. While we have not yet identified 

any specific features that characterize these patients, we hypothesize that they constitute a group for 

whom research classifications that assign all case-participants a single primary lifetime diagnosis are 

particularly imprecise descriptions of their phenotype. This group is difficult to recognize in cross-

sectional studies, and we hypothesize that they may constitute a source of variance in the many large-

scale psychiatric genetics investigations that rely on such classification systems. By contrast, utilizing 

longitudinal EHR data to selecti samples for genetic studies may not only facilitate the early identification 

of individuals with extreme diagnostic instability and reduce  heterogeneity of research datasets, but 

alsoenable discovery of distinct features that characterize this group. 

Limitations of the study are its focus on a single mental health care facility, the CSJDM, and the 

early stage of development of the NLP algorithm that we use here to automate the extraction of clinical 

information from its EHR. As we have already noted, the CSJDM was ideal for implementing our 

approach due to the extensiveness of its EHR database and given the fact that it continues to provide most 

of the care for SMI to the ~ 1,000,000 inhabitants of the Department of Caldas. We are now extending the 

approaches described here, including further testing of the NLP algorithm, to enable longitudinal studies 

of SMI in other facilities, including the Hospital Mental de Antioquia, one of the largest psychiatric 

hospitals in Colombia. These implementations will enable estimations of factors such as institutional 

biases in reporting styles.  

Further development of the NLP algorithm to incorporate a larger number of symptoms and 

behaviors will enable us to place greater confidence in the validity of the assigned ICD-10 diagnoses, e.g., 

for analyses of trajectories or for future genetic association studies. For example, our current definition of 

diagnostic switches include individuals who have transitioned from a diagnosis of BD to one of MDD. 

Such a transition implies either that the clinician assigning the former diagnosis erroneously included an 

episode of mania or hypomania, or that the clinician assigning the latter diagnosis erroneously overlooked 

such an episode; our aim is to use the algorithm to help resolve such uncertainties.  Additionally, while 

we currently only differentiate between affirmations and negations of particular terms, in future work we 
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will incorporate a larger range of contexts that are relevant for delineating trajectories, e.g., distinguishing 

between symptoms that are improving and those that are worsening over the course of a hospitalization.  

Our results support the notion that research classifications that incorporate past and future 

trajectory data will likely be less heterogeneous and more realistic than current systems that assign 

patients a single ‘lifetime’ diagnosis. Evidence from prior studies suggests that distinctive genetic risk 

profiles may partially underlie trajectory features, such as polarity at onset in BD 32 or conversion from 

non-psychotic to psychotic illness 33–35. Efforts to replicate and extend such findings, however, have been 

limited by variation in ascertainment strategies, reliance on patient recall 32, and small sample sizes 33,35 . 

Future research should evaluate the relationship between genetic risk and diagnostic or clinical stability, 

with the aim of establishing more genetically homogeneous subgroups. As analyzing datasets with 

thousands of uncommon trajectories will be impractical, developing improved methods for reducing 

dimensionality by clustering patients with similar trajectories should be an important focus of future 

work36. EHR databases usually contain information on interventions, such as pharmacological treatments, 

that likely influence disease trajectories. Modeling this impact will be an important direction of future 

research. 
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