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ABSTRACT

Objectives: Few studies have explored whether the involvement of patients in shared decision-
making (SDM) is beneficial to the management of systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE).
Therefore, this study investigated the relationship between patient participation in SDM and
their trust in physicians using data from the TRUMP2-SLE study.

Methods: Data regarding the nine-item Shared Decision-Making Questionnaire (SDM-Q-9

scores), Trust in Physician Scale (TIPS) scores, and Abbreviated Wake Forest Physician Trust

Scale (A-WFPTS) scores for interpersonal trust in a physician and trust in the medical
profession were collected from patients with SLE who visited the outpatient clinics of five
facilities in Japan through a self-administered questionnaire. The relationships between these
scores were analyzed.

Results: This study included 433 patients with SLE. The median baseline TIPS and A-WFPTS
(attending physician version) scores were 82 (73-93) and 80 (70-95), respectively. A higher
baseline SDM-Q-9 score was correlated with an increase in the TIPS score at 1 year (adjusted
mean difference per 10-pt increase, 0.95 pt [95%CI 0.18—1.71]). A higher baseline SDM-Q-9
score was also correlated with a higher A-WFPTS score for interpersonal trust (adjusted mean
difference per 10-pt increase, 2.16 pt [1.41-2.92]). The baseline A-WFPTS (general physician
version) score of 65 (50-80) was also correlated with an increase in the A-WFPTS score at 1
year (adjusted mean difference per 10-pt increase, 1.28 pt [0.43-2.14]).

Conclusions: Engagement of patients with SLE in SDM elevates their trust in the attending
physicians and healthcare providers, potentially enhancing doctor-patient relationships and

overall healthcare trust.
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KEY MESSAGES

What is already known about this subject?
» The importance of the involvement of patients in shared decision-making (SDM) in the
management of systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE) has been emphasized as one of the

principles in the EULAR recommendation.

What does this study add?

» The baseline SDM-Q-9 scores were correlated with the Trust in Physician Scale (TIPS) and
the attending physician version of the Abbreviated Wake Forest Physician Trust Scale (A-
WFPTS) scores at 1 year.

» The baseline SDM-Q-9 scores at baseline were correlated with the general physician
version of the A-WFPTS score at 1 year.

» These results indicate that the involvement of patients with SLE in SDM increases their

trust in the attending physicians and physicians in general.

How might this impact on clinical practice or future developments?

» This study demonstrated the importance of SDM in maintaining long-term physician-
patient relationship during the management of SLE.

» Involvement of patients with SLE in SDM may improve the doctor-patient relationship and

trust in healthcare.
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INTRODUCTION

Reflecting the growing recognition of the concept of shared decision-making (SDM) between
patients and healthcare professionals in a variety of diseases, including rheumatic diseases [1],
SDM in systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE) has been highlighted as one of the overarching
principles in the recommendations and guidelines of the European Alliance of Associations for
Rheumatology (EULAR) since 2019. [2.3] SDM is expected to aid patients with SLE whose
treatment regimen requires modifications during each period of exacerbation and remission to
achieve treatment goals. [4] However, few empirical studies have examined the pathway to the
achievement of treatment goals. For instance, it is generally still largely unexplored whether an
increase in patient satisfaction due to high-quality SDM ultimately leads to increased trust in
physicians and adherence to physicians’ recommendations, [5] and this is particularly the case in
patients with SLE.

Patient satisfaction and trust in physicians are expected outcomes of SDM in rheumatology.
[5.6] Trust in physicians is central to medical care, as it aids in maintaining medication
adherence among patients with SLE. [7-10] Good SDM is associated with trust in the physician
among patients with lupus nephritis. [10] However, this association may have been confounded
by education and disease activity. Moreover, the temporal relationship remains unknown owing
to the cross-sectional design of the study, and it is unclear whether interpersonal physician-
patient interactions affect patients' trust in physicians in general. Thus, it is necessary to verify
the effect of physicians' efforts to promote SDM on patients' trust in physicians, both

interpersonally and generally, [11] via a well-designed study. [5]
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Therefore, the present study evaluated the longitudinal association between the degree of
patient participation in SDM and trust in physicians among patients with SLE in Japan using

data from the Trust Measurement for Physicians and Patients with SLE (TRUMP2-SLE) project.
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METHODS

Study design and setting

This prospective cohort study was conducted using data from the TRUMP2-SLE Project, a
multipurpose cohort study conducted across five academic medical centers (Showa University
Hospital, Okayama University Hospital, Shinshu University Hospital, Yokohama City
University Hospital, and Yokohama City University Medical Center). This study adhered to the
tenets of the Declaration of Helsinki and ethical guidelines for epidemiologic research in Japan
and was approved by the Institutional Review Board of Yokohama City University
(F220600012). All patients provided written informed consent to participate in the registry and

for the publication of their data.

Patients

The inclusion criteria were as follows: (i) patients with SLE aged 220 years who satisfied the
1997 ACR revised classification criteria; (ii) receiving rheumatology care at the participating
center; and (iii) ability to respond to the questionnaire survey. All the patients and attending
rheumatologists were Japanese. Patients with dementia or total blindness were excluded. Data
extracted from the electronic medical records and self-administered questionnaires completed by
the registered patients and their attending physicians between June 2020 and August 2021 was

used in this study. All data were collected at the time of registration.
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Exposure

The primary exposure was SDM, which was measured using the nine-item Japanese version
of the Shared Decision-Making Questionnaire (SDM-Q-9). [12.13] SDM-Q-9 measures the
extent of the involvement of the patients in the decision-making process and is expected to be
used in rheumatology care. [4.14] SDM-Q-9 comprises nine items scored on a six-point scale.
The patients selected one of the following responses for each item: ‘completely disagree’ (0
points) to ‘completely agree’ (5 points). The sum of the scores was converted to a score ranging
from 0 to 100. The Cronbach's alpha coefficient for the Japanese version of SDM-Q-9 was

0.917, and the construct validity of the questionnaire has been established. [12]

Outcomes

The outcome measure was trust in physicians. The primary outcome measure was trust in the
attending rheumatologist, which was measured using the Japanese version of the modified Trust
in Physician Scale (TIPS). [15,16] This 11-item scale measures trust in the physician in terms of
physicians' dependability, trust in physicians' knowledge and skills, and trust in confidentiality
and reliability of the information exchanged between the physician and patient. Each item was
scored on a five-point Likert scale. The patients selected one of the following responses for each
item: ‘Totally disagree’ (1 point) to ‘Totally agree’ (5 points). The score for negatively worded
items was inverted, and the sum of all scores was converted to a score ranging from 0 to 100.
The Cronbach’s alpha coefficient for the scale was 0.91, and the construct validity of the scale
has been established. [16]

The secondary outcome measures included trust in the attending physician and trust in

physicians in general. These outcome measures were evaluated using the Japanese version of the
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Abbreviated Wake Forest Physician Trust Scale (A-WFPTS). [17] A-WFPTS measures
competence, honesty, fidelity, and general trust on a five-point Likert scale. [18] The patients
selected one of the following responses for each item: ‘Strongly disagree’ (1 point) to ‘Strongly
agree’ (5 points). The scores for the negatively worded item were inverted, and the sum of all
item scores was converted to a score ranging from 0 to 100. The Cronbach alpha coefficients for
the A-WFPTS for trust in the attending physician and trust in physicians in general were 0.85

and 0.88, respectively, and the construct validity of these scales has been established. [17]

Measurement of covariates

Confounding variables included the variables suspected to affect SDM and trust in physicians
based on evidence in the literature and expert medical knowledge. Age, [17] sex, [19] marital
status, final education, [17] household income, [16] disease activity, [19] duration of illness
[20], and the period in charge of the attending physician were the included variables. The
Systemic Lupus Erythematosus Disease Activity Index 2000 (SLEDAI-2K) was used by the
attending physician to measure disease activity. Each trust level in the physicians’ scale at

baseline was also included as a confounding variable.

Statistical analysis

All statistical analyses were performed using Stata/SE, version 16.1 (StataCorp, College
Station, TX, USA) and IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows version 29.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk,
NY, USA). Summary statistics were used to describe demographic, clinical, and laboratory
characteristics. Normally distributed continuous variables are presented as mean + standard

deviation (SD), whereas non-normally distributed continuous variables are presented as median
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and interquartile range (IQR). Categorical and ordinal data are presented as proportions. A series
of general linear models was fitted with the outcome variables as dependent variables and SDM-
Q-9 as a continuous variable, adjusting for the aforementioned confounding variables. Multiple

imputations with chained equations were performed 100 times to impute the missing values.

[21]
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RESULTS

Flow of the study
Among the 433 patients with SLE registered in the TRUMP2-SLE project (Figure 1), data
regarding the TIPS, A-WFPTS (attending physician version), and A-WFPTS (general physician

version) scores at 1 year were available for 413, 421, and 420 patients, respectively.

Patient characteristics

The mean age of the enrolled patients was 46.2 + 14.3 years, and 378 (87%) patients were
women (Table 1). The median (IQR) duration of disease was 12.6 (6.5-19.9) years. More than
half of the patients had been followed by the attending physicians for 23 years. The median
(IQR) SLEDAI-2K score at the time of registration was 4 (range: 1-6). Most patients had an
annual income of 5-10 million yen (39%), followed by 2.5-5 million yen (31%). Approximately
69% of patients had high school-, technical college-, or junior college-level education, whereas
26% of patients had university- or graduate school-level education. Marital status was reported

for 54.7% of the participants. The median (IQR) SDM-Q-9 score was 78 (60-91).

Table 1. Patient characteristics

Variable Value N

Age (year) * 46.8 + 14.1 433
Sex (female) 87% 433
Disease duration (month)® 12.6 (6.5-19.9) 426

11
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Period in charge of the attending physician 414
<1 year 18%
>1, <3 year 17%
>3 year 65%
SLEDAI® 4 (1-6) 433
Annual income 362
<2.5 million yen 20%
>2.5, <5 million yen 31%
>5, <10 million yen 39%
>10 million yen 10%
Education 406
Up to elementary, middle school 5%
Up to high school, junior college 69%
Up to university, graduate school 26%
Married state 54.7% 412
SDM-Q-9° 78 (60-91) 414
TIPS ® 82 (73-93) 403
A-WFPTS (trust in an individual physician)® 80 (70-95) 425
A-WFPTS (trust in the general medical profession)® 65 (50-80) 427

12
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a: Average + SD, b: Median (IQR)

SLEDALI, Systemic Lupus Erythematosus Disease Activity Index; SDM-Q-9, nine-item Japanese
version of the Shared Decision-Making Questionnaire; TIPS, Trust in Physician Scale; A-
WEFPTS, Abbreviated Wake Forest Physician Trust Scale; IQR, interquartile range; SD, standard

deviation

Association between SDM and trust in the rheumatologist at 1 year

The median (IQR) baseline TIPS and A-WFPTS (attending physician version) scores were 82
(73-93) and 80 (70-95), respectively. After adjustment, a greater baseline SDM-Q-9 score was
associated with a greater TIPS score at 1 year (adjusted mean difference per 10-pt increase, 0.95
pt [95%CI 0.18-1.71]) (Table 2). Similarly, a greater baseline SDM-Q-9 score was associated
with a greater A-WFPTS score for interpersonal trust in a physician at 1 year (adjusted mean

difference per 10-pt increase, 2.16 pt [95%CI 1.41-2.92]) (Table 3).

Table 2. Baseline SDM-Q-9 score as an explanatory variable for TIPS at 1 year

Variable Adjusted mean difference (95% P value
CI)

SDM-Q-9 0.095 (0.018, 0.171) 0.016*

Age (year) 0.015 (-0.085,0.114) 0.771

Sex (female) 0.219 (-3.222, 3.660) 0.900

13
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Disease duration (year) 0.014 (-0.112, 0.139) 0.831
Period in charge of the attending physician Ref.

(vs. <1 year)

>1, <3 year -0.050 (-3.933, 3.834) 0.980

>3 year -0.430 (-3.577,2.717) 0.788
SLEDAI -0.165 (-0.468, 0.138) 0.285
Annual income (vs. <2.5 million yen) Ref.

>2.5, <5 million yen -0.703 (-4.367, 2.960) 0.706

>5, <10 million yen -1.311 (-5.134,2.512) 0.500

>10 million yen 1.626 (-3.600, 6.853) 0.541
Education (vs. up to elementary, middle Ref.
school)

Up to high school, junior college -1.229 (-7.541, 5.082) 0.702

Up to university, graduate school -1.250 (-7.880, 5.379) 0.711
Marital status -0.320 (-3.078,2.437) 0.819
TIPS at baseline 0.603 (0.486, 0.720) <0.001***

*p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001.
SLEDAI, Systemic Lupus Erythematosus Disease Activity Index; SDM-Q-9, nine-item
Japanese version of the Shared Decision-Making Questionnaire; A-WFPTS, Abbreviated Wake

Forest Physician Trust Scale; CI, confidence interval
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Table 3. Baseline SDM-Q-9 score as an explanatory variable for abbreviated WFPTS

(individual) at 1 year

Variable Adjusted mean difference (95% P value
CI)

SDM-Q-9 0.216 (0.141,0.292) <0.001***

Age (year) 0.074 (-0.026, 0.174) 0.145

Sex (female) -3.346 (-6.816, 0.124) 0.059

Disease duration (year) -0.038 (-0.163, 0.086) 0.546

Period in charge of the attending

physician (vs. <I year)

>1, <3 year -2.303 (-6.339, 1.733) 0.263
>3 year 0.345 (-2.888, 3.578) 0.834
SLEDAI 0.076 (-0.229, 0.380) 0.625

Annual income (vs. <2.5 million yen)

>2.5, <5 million yen 1.315 (-2.260, 4.891) 0.470
>5, <10 million yen 1.747 (-1.923,5.417) 0.350
>10 million yen 4.927 (-0.121, 9.975) 0.056

Education (vs. up to elementary, middle

school)
Up to high school, junior college -4.050 (-9.717,1.618) 0.161
Up to university, graduate school -5.501 (-11.551, 0.549) 0.075
Marital status 0.224 (-2.459,2.907) 0.870

15
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Abbreviated WFPTS (individual) at 0.406 (0.316, 0.496) <0.001 %

baseline

*p <0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p <0.001.
SLEDAI, Systemic Lupus Erythematosus Disease Activity Index; SDM-Q-9, nine-item
Japanese version of the Shared Decision-Making Questionnaire; TIPS, Trust in Physician

Scale; CI, confidence interval

Association between SDM and trust in general physician at 1 year
The median (IQR) baseline A-WFPTS (general physician version) score was 65 (50-80).
After adjustment, a greater baseline SDM-Q-9 score was associated with a greater A-WFPTS

score for trust in general physician at 1 year (adjusted mean difference per 10-pt increase, 1.28

pt [95%CI 0.43-2.14]) (Table 4).

Table 4. Baseline SDM-Q-9 score as an explanatory variable for abbreviated WFPTS

(general) at 1 year

Variable Adjusted mean difference (95% P value
CI)

SDM-Q-9 0.128 (0.043,0.214) 0.003**

Age (year) 0.203 (-0.069, 0.337) 0.003**

Sex (female) 1.926 (-2.620, 6.473) 0.405

16
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Disease duration (year) -0.076 (-0.238, 0.085) 0.351
Period in charge of the attending physician

(vs. <1 year)

>1, <3 year -0.208 (-5.435, 5.020) 0.938
>3 year -1.866 (-6.052, 2.320) 0.381
SLEDAI -0.178 (-0.574, 0.218) 0.377

Annual income (vs. <2.5 million yen)

>2.5, <5 million yen 0.324 (-4.468, 5.115) 0.894
>5, <10 million yen -4.308 (-9.178,0.563) 0.083
>10 million yen -0.635 (-7.282,6.013) 0.851

Education (vs. up to elementary, middle

school)

Up to high school, junior college -0.560 (-7.952, 6.833) 0.882

Up to university, graduate school -3.554 (-11.474,4.366) 0.378
Marital status 0.569 (-2.997,4.135) 0.754
Abbreviated WFPTS (general) at baseline 0.467 (0.387,0.547) <0.0071***

*p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001.
SLEDAI, Systemic Lupus Erythematosus Disease Activity Index; SDM-Q-9, nine-item
Japanese version of the Shared Decision-Making Questionnaire; TIPS, Trust in Physician

Scale; CI, confidence interval
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DISCUSSION

The present study demonstrated that greater involvement of patients with SLE in SDM
contributes to greater trust in their attending rheumatologists and general physicians. Thus, the
present study demonstrates the theoretical importance of SDM in the management of SLE in
terms of long-term physician-patient relationship.

Previous studies on the effectiveness of SDM, particularly in the management of rheumatic
diseases, have focused on the physician-patient relationship. Previous studies conducted in other
clinical fields have revealed that better SDM may be associated with reduced decisional conflict,
[22] increased patient knowledge, [23] selection of treatment choices consistent with their
values, [23] better general health, and improved symptoms. [5] In contrast, a systematic review
of long-term conditions revealed no improvement in the physician-patient relationship following
interventions to support SDM. [24] A previous study conducted in the UK revealed that better
SDM resulted in greater trust in the attending rheumatologist among patients with lupus
nephritis; however, confounding factors, such as income and disease activity, were not adjusted
for in this study. [10] A previous study conducted in the US revealed a relationship between
patient-participatory decision-making and trust in physicians among patients with SLE and RA;
however, this study focused on trust in general physicians, and multivariate factors were not
adjusted for in the analyses. [25] Similarly, an association was observed between low SDM and
low trust in attending rheumatologists among patients with RA confounded by income. [26]
These observed associations were based on cross-sectional studies; thus, reverse causation may

be possible. The present study demonstrated, for the first time, that greater involvement of
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patients with SLE in SDM contributes to the subsequent formation of trust in their attending
rheumatologists and general physicians.

The present study has several clinical implications for clinicians and policymakers. First, an
improvement in trust in rtheumatologists through deep involvement in SDM may improve the
behavioral and health outcomes. Previous studies have revealed that greater trust in attending
rheumatologists is associated with better medication adherence among patients with SLE. [7]
However, further studies must be conducted to determine whether the improvement in trust in
attending rheumatologists following SDM affects the future quality of life and disease activity.
Second, the involvement of patients with SLE in SDM is modifiable. For instance, patients
become better aware of concerns regarding disease activity and treatment effectiveness or
possible side effects as they gather online health information. This enables them to express their
concerns to their rheumatologists, leading to the next treatment being planned in a more
collaborative manner. [4] Therefore, rheumatologists should communicate with patients to
ensure that the patients are comfortable with sharing their concerns. Indeed, even disease
activity is recognized differently by physicians and patients with SLE. [27] Third, the long-term
improvement in trust in general physicians following their deep involvement in SDM suggests
that interaction with a single physician may influence patients' attitudes toward general
physicians. Trust in general physicians is influenced by social cues, such as media portrayals
and second-hand experiences, including conversations with others. [28,29] However, the
findings of the present study reinforce the theory that trust in general physicians is also
dependent on the primary experiences of the patients with their physicians. [29] Therefore,
encouraging individual rheumatologists to practice SDM in accordance with the guidelines and

recommendations may aid in improving trust in rheumatologists in general. Fourth,
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policymakers must incorporate the importance of SDM into guidelines and statements on the
management of SLE and lupus nephritis more proactively as it increases rheumatologists'
awareness of SDM. The Joint Recommendations on the Management of Lupus Nephritis by
EULAR, the European Society of Nephrology, and the European Society for Dialysis and
Transplantation, [30] as well as statements on the management of SLE by EULAR or the Asia
Pacific League of Associations for Rheumatology, [2.31] have recognized SDM as an
overarching principle. However, SDM has not been mentioned in the American College of
Rheumatology Guidelines for the Management of Lupus Nephritis or the Japanese Guidelines
for the Management of SLE. [32.33]

The present study has several strengths. First, the present study demonstrated an association
between greater involvement in SDM and greater trust at 1 year using two different instruments.
The use of two instruments to measure trust in attending physicians ensured the robustness of
this association. Second, the present study demonstrated the relationship between SDM and trust
in physicians across multiple centers in Japan and adjusted for socioeconomic factors, such as
education and income, thereby ensuring high internal validity and generalizability.

Nevertheless, this study had several limitations. First, the causal relationship between SDM
and trust in physicians was not as strong as that in interventional studies, as this was an
observational study. Second, all facilities included in the present study were university medical
centers; thus, rheumatologists and patients with SLE may differ from their counterparts in
clinics and general hospitals. However, patients with SLE generally visit specialized medical
centers such as university hospitals in Japan.

In summary, the present study demonstrated the potential role of SDM in building trust in

physicians among patients with SLE, underscoring the significance of SDM in ensuring
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confidence in decision-making in the management of SLE, where there is uncertainty regarding

treatment efficacy and multiple treatment options.
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FIGURE LEGENDS

Figure 1. Patient enrollment.
A total of 433 patients were included in the study. The associations between baseline SDM

measures and trust in physicians at one year were analyzed in prospective cohort studies.
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