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ABSTRACT

Recent time-dependent analyses of stress-related disorders have identified heterogeneity of trajectories
and their modifying factors. While psychiatric patients are vulnerable to stress events, it is unclear
how psychiatric conditions in the general population modulate subsequent stress responses. Using our
longitudinal online survey from before the COVID-19 pandemic to post-pandemic follow-ups (n =
3815 Japanese adults), here we identified four trajectories of post-traumatic stress symptoms (PTSS) a
latent growth mixture model; resilient, chronic, mild chronic, and early response. The
depression/anxiety were identified as specific risk factors for the early-response trajectory. In contrast,
general psychiatric burden and social withdrawal were identified as common risk/protective factors.
Further, we estimated “baseline” PTSS to determine the predictability of the PTSS prognosis from
pre-pandemic states. The chronic group showed significantly higher baseline PTSS scores than the
mild-chronic and early-response groups, both of which were significantly higher than the resilient
group. We concluded that prior psychiatric conditions significantly affect the PTSS trajectory. These
results suggest that prior psychiatric conditions may be considered for the prevention and treatment of

maladaptive stress responses.

INTRODUCTION

The COVID-19 pandemic has been a global calamity, and it offered a unique test case to
investigate psychiatric resilience and effects of stress exposure.! Exposure to a stressful/traumatic
event can cause severe mental problems, including post-traumatic stress symptoms (PTSS), which
were indeed induced by the COVID-19 pandemic.t2345 Recently, we found the strong temporal
specificity of the association between the event-related post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) and the
suicide rate.® The symptoms could thus be considered as reliable surrogate endpoints for increased
suicide.”8910 Recent research has therefore focused on analyzing trajectories of PTSS after traumatic
events, 1121314151617 Trajectories of PTSS are usually classified into four types: resilient, chronic,

recovery, and delayed-onset.'t 13 1416 The resilient type shows stable low or no PTSD severity. The
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chronic type shows consistently high severity. The recovery type shows rapid exacerbation that
subsequently improves. The delayed-onset type shows low-level symptoms in the initial phase, which

become exacerbated several months after the trauma exposure.*8

Heterogeneity of PTSS trajectories is partly explained by risk/protective factors, such as
personality, demographics, and stress-coping strategies.'?1%2° Psychiatric conditions prior to stress
exposure are also among the most important risk factors.?*?? In a limited number of studies that have
dealt with prior psychiatric conditions, the importance of data from before the trauma is emphasized.
These studies have identified new prognostic trajectories that could not be identified solely with post-
trauma data, highlighting the significance of prior psychiatric conditions.?® However, comprehending
how prior psychiatric conditions affect later stress responses presents a formidable challenge due to
the intricate interplay between them. While PTSS is modulated by other psychiatric conditions, those
conditions are also exacerbated by stress events. Therefore, in order to overcome this challenge,
information on psychiatric conditions must be collected prior to traumatic events, which is usually
impossible because traumatized patients visit clinics or hospitals only after they have been
traumatized. Here we tackled this problem using our longitudinal data of general mental health before

and after the COVID-19 pandemic.

The intricate interplay between PTSD and other psychiatric conditions should also be
considered in terms of their possible shared mechanisms. PTSD exhibits a substantial co-occurrence
with various psychiatric disorders, including depression, anxiety disorders, and substance disorders. In
addition, these disorders display highly overlapping genetic foundations. These indicate the presence
of shared underlying mechanisms across PTSD and other psychiatric conditions. PTSD symptoms can
be decomposed into those attributed to psychiatric states prior to traumatic events and those associated
with exacerbation of psychological conditions triggered by the traumatic event. As a proof-of-concept
study, we estimated “baseline” PTSS. This was estimated using other psychiatric conditions, which we

assume correspond to the former component.
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In this study, we examined the effects of psychiatric states and demographics before the
COVID-19 pandemic on PTSS trajectories during the pandemic. Further, using baseline PTSS, we

provide an intuitive interpretation of PTSS prognosis from the baseline.

RESULTS

We conducted a large online longitudinal survey to investigate mental health of the general
Japanese adult population. The original survey was conducted in December 2019 (T0) before the
identification of the first COVID-19 case in Japan, and five follow-up surveys of TO participants were
conducted from August 2020 (T1) to December 2021 (T5). The number of participants who
contributed to the data at TO was 3815 (51.3% male and 48.7% female), and the mean age was 46.3
(45.9-46.6 for 95% CI) years (see Table 1). Questionnaires included 9 types of validated
questionnaires of psychiatric disorders at TO survey, and additional questionnaires for PTSS to
COVID-19 pandemic were appended since T1 survey. The statistical test revealed a significant
decrease of PTSS severity from T1 to T2-T5, from T2 to T5 and from T3 to T5 (one-way ANOVA: p

<.001, Fs12504 = 60.69, #? = 0.02, post-hoc Tukey test: all p<.001).

Latent growth mixture model analysis

A latent growth mixture analysis (LGMM) was used to identify the latent class trajectories of
PTSS. For the LGMM analysis, all pairs of model functions and numbers of latent classes were tested
and evaluated by statistical indicators. As a result, all three indicators (AIC, BIC, and adjusted-BIC)
showed that a quadratic function with a four-class model offered the best fit (after removal of classes
that had no individuals assigned, see table S2). Consistent with previous studies,?*?%2¢ four types of
trajectory were named: resilient, chronic, mild chronic, and early response (Figure 1). The resilient
group comprised 2712 participants [71.1%], the chronic group consisted of 120 participants [3.2%)],
the mild-chronic group included 623 participants [16.3%], and the early response group consisted of
360 participants [9.4%]. In the resilient group, a significant decrease was observed at T2 from T1 (p

<.001, t =5.25, df = 4418) and T5 from T4 (p <.001, t = 4.02, df = 2805). No significant change was
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observed in the chronic group at any time pair. In the mild chronic group, a significant decrease was
observed at T4 from T3 (p <.001, t = 4.51, df = 740) and at T5 from T4 (p <.001, t = 4.77, df = 602).
Finally, in the early response group, a significant decrease was observed at T2 from T1 (p <.001, t =
28.09, df =579) and at T3 from T2 (p <.001, t = 5.66, df = 433), but a significant increase was also

observed at T5 from T4 (p <.001, t = 5.19, df = 306).

Multinomial logistic regression analysis

Psychiatric scores at TO were compressed by principal component analysis (PCA) and the top
4 components (25.3% for PC1, 13.9% for PC2, 11.2% for PC3, 10.9% for PC4 and 61.2% for all,
Figure S1) were used in the sequential modifying factor analysis. Identified factors were consistent
with the previous study® and each PC was named in the same way: PC1 as a general psychiatric
burden, PC2 as social withdrawal, PC3 as alcohol-related problems, and PC4 as depression/anxiety.
Risk factors for each class were identified by multinomial logistic regression (MLR) with the resilient
group as a reference (multiple comparison was corrected by the Bonferroni method, Figure 2). As a
result, a general psychiatric burden component (PC1) was identified as a significant risk factor for all
groups(chronic: b =2.16; 95% CI [1.89-2.42], p <.001, t = 15.87, df = 9234, mild chronic: b = 1.27;
95% CI [1.14-1.40], p <.001, t = 19.13, df = 9234, early response: b = 1.24; 95% CI [1.08-1.39], p
<.001, t = 15.62, df = 9234). Also, a social withdrawal component (PC2) was identified as a
significant protective factor for all groups(chronic: b =-0.70; 95% CI [-0.90-0.49], p <.001, t = -6.57,
df = 9234, mild chronic: b =-0.51; 95% CI [-0.62-0.40], p <.001, t = -8.88, df = 9234, early response:
b =-0.43; 95% CI [-0.56-0.30], p <.001, t = -6.39, df = 9234). An alcohol-related problem component
(PC3) was identified as a significant protective factor for the chronic group(b =-0.30; 95% CI [-0.49-
0.10], p <.01, t = -3.02, df = 9234) and the mild chronic group (b =-0.23; 95% CI [-0.34-0.13], p
<.001, t =-4.30, df = 9234). Depression/anxiety component (PC4) was also identified as a significant
risk factor for the early response group (b = 0.23; 95% CI [0.10-0.35], p = .053, t = 3.55, df = 9234).
Young age and unmarried status also showed a tendency as a risk factor for the chronic group, but no

significant difference was identified.
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Baseline PTSS estimation

In order to provide an intuitive interpretation of PTSS prognosis from the baseline, we
estimated “baseline PTSS", which would have arisen even if the pandemic had not occurred. We also
tested the estimation validity of baseline PTSS by using leave-one-time-point-out cross-validation
analysis. The mean adjusted-R? score of baseline PTSS estimation model showed 0.525 at training and
0.436 at testing. The leave-one-time-point-out cross-validation analysis showed higher than 0.5
adjusted-R? score for all Tx conditions at training and higher than 0.4 adjusted-R? score for all Tx

conditions at test (see details in Supplementally).

The baseline PTSS score of the chronic group (31.8; 95% CI [29.5-34.1]) was significantly
higher than those of the mild chronic (22.4; 95% CI [21.3-23.6]), early-response (22.8; 95% CI [22.0-
23.6]) and resilient groups (10.0; 95% CI [9.7-10.4]), and scores of mild chronic and early-response
groups were significantly higher than that of the resilient group (one-way ANOVA, p <.001, F3 3811 =
512.9, % = 0.29; post-hoc Tukey test chronic versus resilient, mild chronic and early-response p
<.001; resilient versus mild chronic, early response p <.001). No significant difference was found

between mean scores of the mild chronic and early-response groups.

DISCUSSION

In this study, we conducted an online longitudinal survey including COVID19-related PTSS
over a period of 1.5 years since before the pandemic. Our LGMM trajectory analysis identified four
PTSS trajectory types: resilient, chronic, mild chronic, and early response. We then demonstrated how
these prognoses are modulated by psychiatric conditions prior to the pandemic. For demonstration
purposes, we further estimated “baseline” PTSS before the pandemic, which we assume to correspond
to the PTSS score that would have arisen during the time of the pandemic if this psychiatric
exacerbation had not occurred. Generally, higher baseline PTSS was associated with higher PTSS

during the pandemic, with more pronounced exacerbation in PTSS.
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Some psychiatric conditions before the pandemic were identified as risk or protective factors
for specific trajectory patterns, while others were common to all trajectories. This fact may lead to two
possible strategies for prevention and treatment of stress responses, namely, those tailored to an
individual trajectory type and those common to all types. The depression/anxiety component was
identified as a risk factor specific to the early response group. It may be feasible to assume that PTSS
in this type reflects temporal depression and anxiety which resemble a normal stress response in
healthy individuals. As with adjustment disorders and acute stress disorders, symptomatic
psychotherapy and pharmacotherapy may be more effective than curative pharmacotherapy, such as
SSRIs. It may also be effective to allay individuals® anxieties through psychoeducation that promotes

an awareness that the response is common, normal response to stressful or traumatic events.?"%8

In contrast to a specific risk factor, the social withdrawal/general psychiatric burden
component was identified as a common protective/risk factor for all trajectories. While most previous
studies underlined the adverse effects of quarantine policies on mental health through inhibition of
social communication,?®3° effects of such policies may have varied according to individual social
propensity. While individuals with high sociability may have experienced greatly exacerbated status
during the quarantine, those with low sociability may have improved their psychological conditions by
not having to participate in unwanted social activities in which they were forced to participate before
the pandemic. Quarantine policies, thus, should be flexibly set according to individual propensities for
social activities. After the COVID-19 pandemic, we should also shift to a lifestyle that accepts diverse
social communication styles rather than simply returning to the lifestyle before the pandemic. The
general psychiatric burden component was also identified as a common risk factor. This finding aligns
with established observations indicating the vulnerability of psychiatric patients to stress.”! From this
perspective, those with high general psychiatric burden components may have experienced a more
pronounced exacerbation of their psychological states. On the other hand, from the perspective that
many psychiatric disorders arise from a single common factor,®? stress-induced psychiatric symptoms
may be attributable to emotional malaise that existed before the event. Individuals may have

interpreted their malaise that existed before the pandemic rather than that was induced by the
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pandemic. In such a scenario, the individual’s holistic problem, rather than the effect of the trigger
event, should be resolved to treat PTSS. To identify which perspective better explains the mechanism
of PTSS development, it is necessary to separate psychiatric problems existing prior to the event from

those exacerbated during the event.

As a proof-of-concept, we estimated “baseline” PTSS. This was calculated using pre-
pandemic psychiatric conditions based on the correspondence between PTSS and psychiatric
conditions during the pandemic. Here, we assume that baseline PTSS corresponds to symptoms
attributed to psychiatric conditions prior to traumatic events. Leave-one-time-out regression suggested
that PTSS scores could be estimated from scores of other psychiatric disorders at other time points
(mean adjusted-R? = 0.411). The ANOVA conducted on the mean baseline PTSS score for trajectory
types revealed three levels: high for the chronic group, low for the resilient group, and intermediate for
the others. This result suggests a general trend in which higher baseline PTSS levels correspond to
higher levels of PTSS during the pandemic. Under our assumptions, our results suggest mechanisms
by which stress symptoms evolved, especially in the context of long-lasting stressful events like the
COVID-19 pandemic. Higher baseline PTSS levels contribute to an elevation in PTSS during the
initial phase of the pandemic. The increased PTSS, serving as the new baseline, further intensified
PTSS during the middle phase of the pandemic. This cyclic change of exacerbation continued
throughout the pandemic. If this hypothesis is confirmed, it is crucial to make concerted efforts to
reduce levels of “baseline” PTSS in the early phase of the pandemic. While precise interpretation of
baseline PTSS requires further discussion and clarification, our proposal represents an initial step
toward addressing the intricate relationship between stress vulnerability and exacerbations triggered

by stress.

There are two limitations in our study. First, while most results were consistent with previous
studies, the delayed-onset trajectory was not identified in our study. This may be explained by the
difference in observation period, interval, and the event type.'? Note that delayed-onset PTSD would

have developed after our observation period (24 months).'® Second, it is also important to verify
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whether the results of our study can be generalized to other types of traumatic experience; therefore, it

is necessary to apply the same analysis to other cases.

In this study, we identified four types of stress response with different modifying factors. In
addition, we also found that these four trajectories were partly predictable, even before the onset of the
traumatic event. These findings may help to develop personalized-care according to the psychiatric

states underlying their pathogenesis.
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METHODS

Procedures and outcomes

The online survey was conducted by Macromill Inc.(Japan) as a large, longitudinal survey to

investigate mental health of the general Japanese adult population (see our previous studies*>% for
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details). The original panel survey was conducted in December 2019 (T0) before identification of the
first COVID-19 case in Japan (January 2020). In response to the outbreak of COVID-19, follow-up
surveys of TO participants were conducted in August 2020 (T1), December 2020 (T2), April 2021
(T3), August 2021 (T4), and December 2021 (T5). Invitations for the original survey were sent to
5955 individuals, of which 478 were excluded due to inconsistencies or contradictions in their
answers. An additional 481 individuals were also excluded because of unreliable answers. They
answered using only the maximum or minimum answers in questionnaires including reverse items.
The original and follow-up research designs were approved by the Ethics Committees of the
Advanced Telecommunications Research Institute International (ATR) (approval No. 21-195 for the
original study & 21-749 for the follow-up study). All participants read a full explanation of the study

and gave informed consent before each survey.

Questionnaires were constructed from questions for psychiatric, demographic and COVID-19
related items. Psychiatric questions included 10 types of validated questionnaires for psychiatric
disorders; PTSS (IES-R%*), major depressive disorder (CES-D*), obsessive-compulsive disorder
(OCI*®), internet-related problems (CIUS®), attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD)
(ASRS®®), autistic spectrum disorder (AQ%), social anxiety (LSAS-fear/avoid*), general anxiety
(STAI-Y-state*!), and alcohol-related problems (AUDIT#?). Collected demographic data included sex
(women and men), age, job status (self-employed, employed, unemployed and other), marital state and
household income per year (lowest; less than four million yen, 2nd; four~six million yen, 3rd,;
six~eight million yen, 4th; eight~ten million yen, Highest; more than ten million yen, and Missing)
and they were analyzed as pre-COVID demographics. The temporal change of PTSS score was tested

by one-way ANOVA with post-hoc Tukey-HSD test.

Trajectory analysis using the Latent Growth Mixture Model

In this study, we assumed that the global heterogeneity of PTSS trajectories can be explained
by a set of homogeneous trajectories. Consistent with previous studies, the latent growth mixture

model*** (LGMM) was used to identify latent class trajectories of PTSS measured by IES-R from T1
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to T5, during the COVID-19 pandemic. The “lcmm” package® in R version. 4.1.0 was used to identify
the latent class.*® The classification was performed under all parameter conditions (6x3: the number of
latent classes (1 to 6 class) x the model function (linear, quadratic and exponential)). The optimal
condition was determined according to the indicators. Commensurate with recommendations in the
previous study*’, we relied on three types of indicators to determine the best model for clustering; AIC
(Akaike information criterion), BIC (Bayesian information criterion), sample-size-adjusted BIC. A
grid search approach with 100 iterations was used to estimate optimal values of model parameters and
100 repetitions were applied to achieve stable results. After repetition, the optimal parameter was
determined using the maximum likelihood method. After estimating optimal model parameters, the
membership probability was calculated for each participant to assign a class label. Each trajectory was
also analyzed by unpaired t-test to confirm the temporal change (multi-comparison was adjusted using

the Bonferroni method).

Multinomial logistic regression analysis

We used a multinomial logistic regression model to identify risk/protective factors for each
trajectory class. Prior to apply the model, the nine psychiatric scores of all participants were
compressed into four dimensional data using principal component analysis (PCA) on TO data.>* Then,
according to the estimated loading of the top four PCs, orthogonal transformation was applied and
scores of each participant at each time point were converted into four-dimensional orthogonal
scores. Then, logistic regression was performed using class assignment as a dependent variable and
compressed psychiatric scores at TO and other demographics (sex, age, income, employment status,
and marital status) as independent variables. The relative risk b from the resilient group for each
independent variable was estimated for each trajectory group, and p-values were adjusted by

Bonferroni correction. We fitted the model using the Statistical Machine Learning Toolbox in matlab.

Baseline PTSS estimation
We estimated “baseline PTSS" by using multiple psychiatric scores collected prior to COVID-
19 in multiple ridge regression analysis.***° First, we analyzed the linear association of PTSS score

with nine other psychiatric scores at T1 to T5 during the pandemic. All data from T1 to T5 were
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randomly split in half to create training and test sets. To obtain reliable results, this random sampling
was repeated 100 times. For each data set, both training and test data were normalized based on the
mean and variance of the training dataset. Training data were further divided into training data and
validation data with a 10-fold cross validation approach to tune the regularization parameter.
Specifically, the optimal penalty coefficient was searched from 0 to 1 for every 0.001. In each cross-
validation, regression coefficients and the penalty coefficient were determined based on minimization
of the cost function that was estimated with the validation dataset. Successively, for each repetition,
optimal parameters were selected based on minimization of the cost function among the folds of cross-
validation. Each model was evaluated using the test dataset based on the adjusted-R? metrics and the
model for the baseline PTSS estimation was evaluated by the mean score of adjusted-R? metrics for all

models . Averages of the coefficients were used later in estimation of baseline PTSS.

Second, we evaluated the applicability of the model across time points with a similar
approach. Specifically, we performed leave-one-time-point-out cross validation. In this validation, the
model was trained on scores at four time points, except fixed time point Tx (selected between T1 to

T5), and the scores at Tx were used as test data.

Finally, based on the estimated linear association, baseline PTSS scores of each subject were
calculated from nine other psychiatric scores at TO. The difference in the mean baseline PTSS score

for each group was tested by one-way ANOVA, with post-hoc Tukey test.
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Figure 1. The trajectories of PTSS scores for each class and PC trajectories for each class

a. Thick lines show mean PTSS trajectories of the 4 groups estimated by LGMM, and thin lines show
their 95% confidence intervals. PTSS scores were normalized at T1, and TO scores were estimated by
Ridge regression. Each time transition was tested by unpaired t-test ( * shows significant difference

with Bonferroni correction (n=5) ). The blue bars represent a moving average in back-and-forth seven

days of new daily cases of COVID-19 per 100,000 Japanese residents.
b. Population ratio of four estimated groups.

c. Thick lines show mean trajectories of psychiatric items estimated by PCA for each of the four
groups, and thin lines show their 95% confidence intervals. Each time transition was tested by

ANOVA ( * shows significant difference adjusted by Bonferroni correction (n=5) ).
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Figure 2. Multinomial logistic regression analysis showing risk/protective factors for each PTSS

class

Multinomial logistic regression analysis showing risk/protective factors for each PTSS class.
Psychiatrics items were estimated by PCA of the scores of nine other psychiatric symptoms.
Demographic items were selected as pre-existing demographics before the trigger event of PTSS. Each
dot shows coefficients of the MLR and the line shows the 95%-ile. Scores of the resilient group were
used as a reference and * shows a significant difference from the reference (adjusted by Bonferroni

correction (n=3) ).
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Time Point of Survey

Characteristic TO T1 T2 T3 T4 TS
Participants, No. 3815 3508 2680 2562 2202 1806
Age (95%CI) 46.3 (45.9-46.6) 46.4(46.1-46.8) 47.0 (46.6-47.5) 47.1 (46.7-47.6) 47.7 (47.3-48.2) 47.8 @47.3-48.3)
Gender, %
Male 51.3 51.7 52.6 52.8 54.8 55.5
Female 48.7 48.3 474 47.2 45.2 44.5

Income (million), %

-2 5.9 6.0 5.9 5.8 52 53
24 183 18.4 18.3 18.8 18.7 18.9
4-6 21.6 21.6 218 21.4 218 21.9
6-8 17.7 17.5 18.2 18.5 18.7 18.0
8-10 89 9.0 9.7 9.4 10.3 11.0
10-12 3.9 3.9 4.0 4.4 4.6 4.5
12-15 23 23 2.5 2.3 26 26
15-20 1.4 14 1.4 1.4 1.6 1.7
20- 0.8 0.8 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.8
N/A 191 19.0 17.5 17.0 154 15.4

Employment, %

employed 777 77.8 7T 77.9 _8 78.5

unemployed 223 222 223 222 212 21.5
Married, %

married 64.6 64.8 652 64.3 65.1 65.1

unmarricd 35.4 35.2 34.8 35.7 34.9 34.9

Table 1. Demographics of the survey.
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