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Abstract: 
Background: 
The atypical antipsychotic clozapine is the gold standard for treating treatment-
resistant schizophrenia; however, it is continuously underutilized in most parts of the 
world.  
A few systematic reviews addressing barriers to clozapine prescribing have 
previously been conducted, primarily focusing on clinical staff’s attitudes and 
perceived barriers to prescribing. However, a preliminary literature search revealed 
that additional literature on the subject does exist, including literature on patient 
perspectives, without having been included in any of the former reviews.  
It is therefore difficult to conclude if the former synthesizes of the literature are 
representative of current evidence, and if the topic has been adequately investigated to 
inform clinical practice. A scoping review is warranted to map and synthesize a 
broader scope of primary studies on patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives on 
clozapine treatment to identify any gaps for future research. 
Methods: The electronic databases Cochrane Library, CINAHL, Web of Science, 
Psychinfo, MEDLINE, and EMBASE were searched, supplied with searches of 
Google Scholar, The Networked Digital Library of Theses and Dissertations 
(NDLTD), and OpenGrey. Citation tracking of selected studies was furthermore 
undertaken. Two researchers independently screened and extracted the data.  
Registration: PROSPERO does not offer registration of scoping reviews; however, 
the protocol was prospectively registered with the Open Science Framework and 
subsequently published as an article. 
Results: One hundred and forty-six studies were included. Most studies reported 
upon patients’ or clinicians’ perspectives on active clozapine treatment or on 
clinicians’ general perspectives on barriers to clozapine initiation. Three apparent 
gaps in research were identified: 1) clozapine eligible, yet clozapine-naïve, 
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outpatients’ attitudes towards clozapine commencement, 2) assessments of clinicians’ 
reasons for clozapine withholding and perceived facilitators of clozapine treatment in 
specific patient-cases, and 3) direct assessments of both patient and clinician 
perspectives on clozapine discontinuation, continuation and re-challenge in specific 
patient-cases.  
Conclusions: Research regarding perspectives on clozapine treatment tends to repeat 
itself. Future studies addressing the identified gaps in evidence are warranted and 
could provide the insights needed to optimize clozapine utilization. 
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Strengths and limitations of this study: 

• The prospective registration and publication of the review protocol has 
ensured transparency of the review process.  

• The search strategy has ensured a comprehensive search of the literature and 
multiple booster searches on Google Scholar have ensured a continued update 
on the scope of literature, the most recent one in January 2024. 

• The original literature search was conducted in June 2021.  
• The search was restricted to publications in the English language, which may 

have precluded the identification of some relevant insights and studies. 
 
 
  

 . CC-BY-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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted March 2, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.29.24303563doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.29.24303563
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


3 

 

1. Introduction: 
 
Schizophrenia is a serious mental illness with major societal, social, and personal 
costs 1. Early, adequate treatment is crucial in order to improve the long-term outcome 
2 3, however, approximately one-third of patients with schizophrenia fail to respond 
adequately to at least two conventional antipsychotics 4 5 and are considered 
treatment-resistant 6. 
The antipsychotic (AP) clozapine has shown superior to other APs in terms of overall 
symptom reduction for schizophrenia and related disorders 7 and most guidelines 
recommend that clozapine should be offered first line to patients with treatment-
resistant schizophrenia (TRS) 6 8 9. 
It is furthermore indicated for a range of other disorders dependent on national 
guidelines9, e.g. schizophrenia or schizoaffective disorder with recurrent suicidality, 
treatment-resistant schizoaffective or bipolar disorder, psychotic disorders with poor 
tolerance to conventional neuroleptics, treatment-resistant organic psychosis, etc.  
Despite the recommendations and established advantages of clozapine treatment, 
clozapine is underutilized in most parts of the world 10-15, as it has been for decades, 
despite a steady flow of studies on the subject16.  
The clozapine underutilization represents a major mental health concern and a few 
systematic reviews 17-21 have aimed to summarize the identified barriers and 
facilitators of clozapine prescribing. These previous reviews tend to include the same 
studies, primarily surveys of clinical staff’s attitudes and perceived barriers to 
prescribing and until recently, only a few studies examining patient perspectives on 
clozapine treatment22-25, have been included17 18 20. However, since the publication of 
the protocol article for this study26, two systematic reviews on patient perspectives 
have been published 27 28, reporting on a further sixteen studies29-44. 
Nevertheless, our preliminary literature search revealed that additional studies on both 
patients’ and clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment do exist, without having 
been included in any of the existing systematic reviews.  
Consequently, it is difficult to conclude if the topic has been adequately elucidated to 
inform clinical practice, or if the lack of change in clozapine prescribing might be due 
to an inadequate dissemination and/or implementation of current evidence. A broader 
and more comprehensive overview of the literature addressing patients’ and/or 
clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment is therefore warranted. 
 
 
1.1. Key definitions 
 
Patients: 
The term “patients” refers to adult (age ≥18 years) patients affiliated with somatic or 
mental health services. 
 
Clinicians: 
The term “clinicians” will be used for all clinical staff affiliated with somatic or 
mental health services treating adult patients. 
 
 
1.2. Objectives 
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In line with the original framework by Arksey and O’Malley 45 we aimed to conduct a 
scoping review in order to a) investigate the extent and variety of primary studies 
covering patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives of clozapine treatment, and b) to 
identify gaps in the current research. A secondary aim was to c) summarize the key 
findings related to patients’ and clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment.  

 
 

2. Methods and analysis: 
 
The protocol for this scoping review26  was designed in concordance with the 
Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for 
Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-ScR) 46 to ensure that all relevant information for the 
future scoping review could be included. It was guided by the corresponding Joanna 
Briggs Institute (JBI) guidelines “Guidance for conducting systematic scoping 
reviews” 47 and the “Updated methodological guidance for the conduct of scoping 
reviews” 48. We have furthermore sought complemental guidance in the advanced 
framework recommendations by Levac et al.49.  
A completed PRISMA checklist for the reporting of scoping reviews (Supplementary 
file 1 (S1)) has been submitted with the manuscript.  
 

2.1. Registration 
 
PROSPERO does not offer registration of scoping reviews; however, the review 
protocol was prospectively registered with the Open Science Framework (OSF), 
registration DOI 10.17605/OSF.IO/5K4S350, and subsequently published as an article 
26. 
 

2.2. Eligibility criteria 
 
Publications were considered eligible for inclusion if they met the following selection 
criteria: 

Inclusion criteria: 
• Published in the English language  
• Primary, empirical literature addressing patients’ or clinicians’ perspectives on 

clozapine treatment (including both peer-reviewed research papers and grey 
literature such as conference abstracts and dissertation papers) 

 
Exclusion criteria: 

• Non-empirical literature (i.e. editorials, opinion- and discussion papers) and 
case reports  

• Secondary studies (reviews/overviews); however, their reference lists were 
included for citation tracking. 

 
 
Rationale: 
We chose to limit our search to empirical, primary studies. The rationale for this was 
our aim to map the scope of studies on perspectives/attitudes/perceptions, with the 
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intent to identify gaps in the existing scientific evidence. However, in order to uphold 
a certain level of scientific evidence, we disregarded case reports as sources of 
evidence.  
We considered non-empirical data and secondary studies irrelevant to the objective of 
this review.  
Due to feasibility resources, the language is restricted to English. No limitation has 
been set for year of publication or type of study. 
 
 
2.3. Information sources 
 
The electronic databases Cochrane Library, CINAHL, Web of Science, Psychinfo, 
MEDLINE and EMBASE were searched for relevant publications, supplemented with 
a booster search on Google scholar. This combination of sources have previously 
been reported to guarantee adequate and efficient coverage 51.  
Furthermore, The Networked Digital Library of Theses and Dissertations (NDLTD) 
and OpenGrey were searched for additional relevant literature, and citation tracking 
of selected studies was undertaken.  
 
 
2.4. Search 
 
The search strategy used for this scoping review was developed by the lead 
investigator (author MIJ) in collaboration with an experienced research librarian. In 
accordance with established scoping review methodology 47 48, it consisted of three 
steps: First, an initial search of selected databases, in this case MEDLINE and 
EMBASE, was performed. Search terms included, but were not restricted to, 
clinician, doctor, psychiatrist, patient, consumer, perspective, experience, attitude, 
perception, clozapine, (leponex) and (clozaril). The search was then followed by 
screening of the identified articles for relevant text words and index terms.  
Secondly, the search was refined, incorporating the identified keywords and index 
terms. Search terms were adapted to the requirements of each selected database. Table 
1 shows the refined electronic search strategy for Embase (originally published with 
the scoping review protocol26).  
After completing the refinement across all selected databases, a second search (the 
actual search), was undertaken by June 25, 2021. A Google Scholar booster search 
(screening only the first 200 hits and related titles) was undertaken by May 23, 2022. 
The third step of the search strategy consisted of searching the additional sources of 
literature (NDLTD and OpenGrey) on June 9, 2022, as well as hand-searches of the 
reference lists of all included studies and excluded review/overview studies, to ensure 
a comprehensive literature identification.  
 
2.5. Selection of sources of evidence 
 
Records from the database search and from additional sources were imported to the 
reference management software Endnote 52 and duplicates removed.  The merged 
search results were then exported to Covidence 53. Two individual reviewers (authors 
MIJ and JPS) screened the titles and abstracts of all identified studies, followed by 
full-text screening according to the in- and exclusion criteria. Full texts were searched 
for, for all studies included for full-text screening. The search for full texts included 
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assistance from a research librarian and requests for full texts on ResearchGate. If no 
full texts were available, studies were included for full-text screening in the form 
available. Any disagreement related to study eligibility at either stage was resolved 
through discussion between the two reviewers. Doubts regarding overall eligibility 
were solved by the involvement of a third party; e.g. we realized, during the screening 
phase, that some previous reviews/overviews had included studies reporting 
quantitative measures of well-being or quality of life. Through discussion with a third 
party (author OJS), we deemed such measures too influenced by other factors than the 
present use of antipsychotics and therefore not an assessment of perspectives on 
clozapine treatment. This decision led to the exclusion of studies reporting only these 
measures. 
 
 
2.6. Data charting process 
 
Microsoft® Excel 54, Covidence, and Endnote were used to manage the screening 
process and to organize the data.  
A refined data extraction form, based on the preliminary form developed for the study 
protocol, was constructed in Covidence.  
The preliminary data extraction form was refined to include pre-defined content 
categories (perspectives on active clozapine treatment/ discontinued clozapine 
treatment/ initiation of treatment) and sub-categories (e.g. satisfaction with / 
perceived burden of/ perceived efficacy of treatment, etc.) describing the perspectives 
being explored. The pre-defined categories and sub-categories were constructed based 
on the observations made during the screening process. The sub-category “Other” was 
added for additional contents not covered by the pre-defined sub-categories.  
In accordance with the directed approach to content analysis55, the coding of study 
content was performed during the data extraction phase.  
The content of “Other” was coded later on, during the analysis phase, to form 
additional sub-categories. 
The extraction form was piloted twice, on ten studies, by both reviewers. After each 
pilot round, it was refined to record the information needed to answer the research 
questions. The data was extracted in doublet by the two reviewers and then combined 
into a consensus extraction. The lead investigator resolved any disagreements. 
 
 
2.7. Data items 
 
In the data charting phase of the review, the following information was collected: 

- Author(s) 
- Year of publication 
- Title 
- Country of origin 
- Type of study 
- Study population and study context/relevant characteristics (mixed 

staff/psychiatrists only, clozapine-/non-clozapine-/mixed patients, 
inpatients/outpatients etc.) 

- Relevant outcome measures and method of assessment (any 
assessments of attitude or perception of clozapine treatment, e.g. 
measures of treatment satisfaction or efficacy, perception of barriers to 
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its usage, reasons for treatment withholding or refusal, perceptions of 
initiatives for increased treatment utility, etc.)  

- The content category(s) and sub-categories of explored perspectives 
(Perspectives related to active/discontinued/not yet commenced 
clozapine treatment? Perspectives related to specific patient cases or in 
general? Satisfaction with treatment?/ burden of treatment?/ efficacy of 
treatment?, etc.) 

- Key findings related to patients’ or clinicians’ perspectives on 
clozapine treatment 

 

 

2.8. Synthesis of results 
 
A narrative summary of the results has been accompanied by visual aids. 
Studies were grouped and mapped according to the content categories of the explored 
perspectives (e.g. perspectives relating to active clozapine treatment/discontinued 
clozapine treatment/clozapine commencement etc.) and to the origin of perspectives 
(e.g. patients’/clinicians’ perspectives) to provide a graphic presentation of clusters 
and gaps in the existing evidence. A table presents an overview of basic study 
characteristics, while a supplementary spreadsheet presents an in-depth overview of 
individual study data (e.g. author, year, methods and key findings). Furthermore, 
simple column charts present distributions of explored sub-categories of perspectives.  
In line with the objectives of the review, recommendations for future investigations 
based on the identified pattern of previous research have been included in the 
conclusion.  
 
 
2.9. Differences between the methods described in the published protocol and the 
methods used in the final review 
 
In the protocol, we defined “patients” as adult patients affiliated with mental health 
services due to psychiatric disorders, while “clinicians” were defined as 
“psychiatrists” i.e. medical doctors affiliated with mental health services. However, 
during the screening process, we observed that several studies reported upon 
perspectives from mixed groups of patients, including patients with organic 
psychoses. These patients were sometimes, but not always, affiliated with mental 
health services which would entail an inconsistent exclusion of several sources of 
evidence. In the same way, we observed that several studies of clinician perspectives 
included mixed groups of clinicians, not all of them distinguishable in terms of 
psychiatrist vs non-psychiatrist perspectives, and not all of them including 
psychiatrists. Furthermore, psychiatrists are not the only prescribers of clozapine. 
Therefore, we changed the definitions to the current ones to ensure that all relevant 
studies were included for mapping.  
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3. Results: 
 
 
3.1. Selection of sources of evidence 
 
On the basis of the initial search, 6531 studies were identified after duplicates were 
removed. At the title and abstract screening stage, 6160 studies were excluded. A total 
of 371 studies were screened as full texts (or at full-text level), and a further 225 
studies were excluded for reasons outlined in the PRISMA flowchart, Figure 1.  
 
 
3.2. General characteristics of included sources of evidence 
 
Table 2 displays the individual study and participant characteristics.  
 
The search identified 146 studies22-25 29-39 41-43 56-183, represented by 158 sources of 
evidence22-25 29-39 41-43 56-195 and 57 countries across six continents. Of these, 115 
studies were extracted as articles, two as reports, 14 as short communications, one as 
an article summary, 13 as abstracts, and one as a conference poster. The year of 
publication was between 1990 and 2021. One-hundred-and-thirty-eight studies used a 
quantitative design (i.e. survey questionnaires, rating scales, case-note reviews, etc.), 
13 used a qualitative design (interviews), one study used both, and six studies used a 
mixed-methods design. Individual, in-depth study characteristics are provided in the 
Supplementary data file 2 (S2, “Individual study data”, 
doi.org/10.17605/OSF.IO/HKBSG) retrievable from the Open Science Framework 
repository 196. 
Thirty-nine of the studies22-25 29-39 41 43 44 71 86 99 100 102 105 109 110 117 119 122 130-132 134 136 137 

182 188 197 198 have been included in previous systematic reviews17-21 27 28 addressing 
patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment.  
 
 
3.3. Distribution of studies according to the origin and content categories of 
explored perspectives 
 
Figure 2 provides a graphic presentation of the distribution of studies. 
 
Of the 146 included studies, 39 reported on patient perspectives22 24 29-38 41-43 56-79, nine 
reported on both patient and clinician perspectives23 25 39 80-85, and 54 reported on 
clinician perspectives 86-139. In 45 studies 139-183, the origin of some or all reported 
perspectives was unclear (Figure 2, row 1).  
 
Of the total 63 studies reporting on clinician perspectives, 34 reported on perspectives 
belonging to psychiatrists86-93 95-97 102 103 106 107 109 113 116 119 122-132 134-137, four on 
perspectives belonging to non-psychiatrists only39 94 98 138 and 22 on perspectives 
belonging to a mixture of different clinicians25 80 82 84 85 88 99-101 104 105 108 110-112 114 115 117 

118 121 133 139. In four studies23 81 83 120, the type of clinicians was unclear (Figure 2, row 
1). 
 
Of the total 48 studies on patient perspectives, 16 reported on perspectives belonging 
to schizophrenia patients in specific29 30 35 37 39 43 58 63 65 70 71 75-78 84, two on non-
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schizophrenia patients only67 74, 18 on patients of mixed diagnoses23-25 34 36 38 41 42 57 60-

62 68 69 72 73 79 82 and in 12 studies22 31-33 56 59 64 66 80 81 85 193 the type of patients was 
unclear (Figure 2, row 1). 
 
Seventy-three studies reported on perspectives related to active/ongoing clozapine 
treatment22-25 29-39 42 43 56-76 78 80-85 89-96 98 100 102-104 108 110 115 117 119 122 126 130 132 133 138 151 159 

178 181 (Figure 2, row 2).  
Forty-five studies reported on clozapine patients’ attitudes towards their treatment22-25 

29-39 42 43 56-76 78 80-85, of which 15 studies reported specifically upon experiences 
belonging to schizophrenia patients29 30 35 37 39 43 58 63 65 70 71 75 76 78 84. Thirty-three 
studies reported upon clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment23 25 39 80-85 89-96 98 

100 102-104 108 110 115 117 119 122 126 130 132 133 138, of which three reported upon clinicians’ 
perspectives on clozapine treatment in relation to specific patient cases39 90 103. In four 
studies 151 159 178 181, the origin of perspectives on active treatment was unclear. 
 
Fifty-three studies reported upon perspectives on clozapine discontinuation33 78 79 90 116 

118 120 125 139-183 (Figure 2, row 3). Three studies reported upon patients’ reasons for 
discontinuing clozapine treatment33 78 79, and five studies reported upon clinicians’ 
perceived reasons for clozapine discontinuation90 116 118 120 125, all of them in specific 
patient cases. Forty-five studies reported upon reasons for discontinuation but could 
not be assigned to either patient or clinician perspectives due to the case-note origin 
of the data139-183. 
 
Fifty-three studies reported upon perspectives on clozapine initiation41 77 190 82 86-93 95-

102 104-107 109-114 117 118 120-124 126-132 134-137 139 148 155 160 163 (Figure 2, row 4). Three studies 
reported upon patients’ attitudes towards clozapine commencement41 77 190, whereas 
46 studies reported upon clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine initiation82 86-93 95-102 104-

107 109-114 117 118 120-124 126-132 134-137 139. In five of these studies90 118 120 134 139, the clinician 
perspectives were related to specific cases of clozapine initiation. In four studies148 155 

160 163, the origin of perspectives was unclear. 
 
3.4. Characteristics of explored patient perspectives  
 
In the 45 studies on clozapine patients' attitudes towards their medication22-25 29-39 42 43 

56-76 78 80-85, 10 different sub-categories of perspectives were explored (Figure 3a.), the 
most frequent ones being the Perceived burden of treatment (n=36) and Perceived 
efficacy of treatment (n=34).  
The patients’ perspectives on clozapine treatment were overall positive, with the 
majority of patients expressing high efficacy- and satisfaction ratings with clozapine 
and a preference for clozapine compared to their previous treatment - regardless of 
diagnosis. Adverse side effects and the need for blood monitoring was generally 
accepted amongst all groups of patients due to the perceived efficacy of clozapine 
treatment. However,  patients tended to prefer Point-Of-Care (POC) devices for finger 
prick blood sampling to conventional venipuncture - as well as other interventions 
aiming at simplifying treatment (the categories of assessed interventions are shown in 
Figure 3.b.). Patients with organic psychosis/neurological conditions seemed more 
vulnerable to adverse side effects and to the logistic barriers to monitoring (See the 
Supplementary data file (S2)196, under “Key findings”, for individual, in-depth study 
findings).  
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In the three studies reporting on patients’ perspectives on clozapine discontinuation33 

78 79, the reasons for discontinuation were explored. Five categories of reasons were 
mentioned (Figure 4), with Adverse side effects (n=3) and Lack of efficacy (n=2) 
being the most frequent ones. Lack of efficacy was the most prominent reason in two 
out of three studies78 79 (S2196, Key findings). 
 
In the three studies on patients’ perspectives on clozapine commencement41 77 79, six 
sub-categories of perspectives were explored (Figure 5). The sub-category Patients’ 
reasons for refusal was, as the only sub-category, assessed in two studies41 77; 
however, only fully reported upon in one of them – a study on acutely unwell 
inpatients with schizophrenia or schizoaffective disorder41. The prospect of admission 
as a requirement for clozapine commencement seemed to be the main barrier to 
acceptance for most patients in this study. Blood monitoring was not the most 
prominent reason for refusal in any of the two studies (S2196, Key findings).   
 
3.5. Characteristics of explored clinician perspectives 
 
In the 33 studies on clinician perspectives on active clozapine treatment23 25 39 80-85 89-96 

98 100 102-104 108 110 115 117 119 122 126 130 132 133 138, 13 different sub-categories of perspectives 
were explored (Figure 6.a.). The most frequently explored sub-categories of 
perspectives were Perceived efficacy of treatment (n=18) and Utility of /preference 
for a clozapine facilitating intervention (n=16). In the latter, eight different categories 
of interventions aiming at improving treatment utility, satisfaction or adherence were 
assessed (Figure 6.b). 
Most studies on clinician perspectives in relation to active clozapine treatment were 
studies of general perspectives (n=30); however, three studies39 90 103 reported 
clinician perspectives in relation to specific patient-cases of clozapine treatment. The 
sub-categories of explored perspectives in these studies were Efficacy of treatment 
(n=3) and Perceived burden of treatment (n=1).   
Overall, the clinicians perceived clozapine to be efficient, but of great burden to the 
patients in terms of adverse side effects and blood monitoring requirements. The 
clinicians were consistently in favor of POC devices for capillary hematological 
monitoring over conventional venous sampling as this was considered to increase 
both patient and clinician satisfaction with treatment. Other types of facilitating 
interventions were also considered relevant although assessed less frequently or, as in 
the case of clozapine clinics, with mixed enthusiasm (S2196, Key findings).  
 
In the five studies on clinician perspectives on clozapine discontinuation90 116 118 120 

125, the reasons for clozapine discontinuation were assessed. In total, nine different 
categories of reasons were mentioned (Figure 7), of which No/ poor response, 
Patient's refusal to take clozapine and/or do bloodwork, Non-compliance with 
clozapine and Adverse side effects were the most frequently mentioned ones, each in 
four studies. However, Adverse side effects was the most prominent reason in most 
studies (n=3) and non-compliance in two studies. See also S2196, Key findings, for 
more information on individual study findings. 
 
Forty-six studies explored clinician perspectives on clozapine initiation82 86-93 95-102 104-

107 109-114 117 118 120-124 126-132 134-137 139, most of them (n=41) in general terms. 
Thirteen sub-categories of perspectives were explored (Figure 8.a.), the most frequent 
ones being Barriers to treatment initiation (n=29) and Utility of /preference for a 
clozapine facilitating intervention (n=23). Eighteen categories of barriers to initiation 
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were mentioned (Figure 8.b.), of which Concerns about adverse side effects was the 
most frequently mentioned one (n=20). Seventeen sub-categories of interventions 
were mentioned as facilitators of clozapine initiation (Figure 8.c.), most of them 
referring to more training in clozapine treatment (n=6) and the outsourcing of 
clozapine initiation (n=6), monitoring and/or prescribing (n=6). 
Five studies explored clinician perspectives on clozapine initiation in relation to 
specific patient cases90 118 120 134 139, two of them reported perspectives belonging to 
psychiatrists in specific90 134. The sub-categories of explored perspectives in the case-
specific studies were Reasons for treatment withholding (n=4), Utility of /preference 
for a clozapine facilitating intervention (n=2), Barriers to initiation (n=2), Other: 
Reason for inpatient initiation (n=1), Other: Indication for treatment (n=1) and Other: 
Clinical practice (n=1).  
Two of the case-specific studies relied on case note data120 139, whilst three studies 
used a more direct approach of assessment90 118 134. In two of these “direct” studies118 

134, the patients were inpatients and in one study90, the patients’ status as in- or 
outpatients was not stated. 
In the four case-specific studies exploring Reasons for treatment withholding118 120 134 

139, six categories of reasons were mentioned (Figure 8.d.). The most frequently 
mentioned ones were Expected non-compliance with either drug or blood monitoring 
(n=2), Risks outweighs benefits (n=2) and Somatic issues (n=2). 
Data on psychiatrists’ reasons for clozapine withholding in specific cases was only 
reported upon in one study of inpatients134, in which expected patient refusal or non-
compliance with either drug or blood monitoring were the most frequently stated 
reasons. 
 

 
4. Discussion: 
 
4.1. Summary of evidence 
 
With this scoping review, we aimed to map the scope of primary studies reporting 
upon patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment. The map was 
intended to provide an overview of the types of perspectives that have been explored 
as well as to identify any cluster formations and/or gaps in the existing research.  
We included 146 studies, of which only 39 had been included in previous systematic 
reviews addressing patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment. 
We showed that the research in this area tends to repeat itself; most studies on the 
subject could be assigned to clinician perspectives (n=63, 43%) and most of these 
studies centered around general perspectives on clozapine initiation (n=42, 67%). 
Forty-eight studies (33%) reported upon patients’ perspectives, the majority of them 
(n=45, 94%) on clozapine patients’ attitudes towards their ongoing treatment. 
In contrast, only a few studies reported on patients’ perspectives on clozapine 
commencement (n=3, 2%) or clinicians’ perceived reasons for non-clozapine 
treatment in specific patient cases (n=5, 3%). 
In line with established scoping review conventions 45-49, no formal critical appraisal 
has been conducted regarding the sources of evidence. However, several factors 
affected the analysis of scope and clusters. Of the five case-specific studies on 
clinician-perceived reasons for non-clozapine treatment, only three studies used a 
direct approach to the assessment of reasons, the others relied on case-note data. 
Moreover, only two of these studies reported specifically on prescriber-perceived 
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reasons and none of the studies could elucidate the reasons for clozapine withholding 
for clozapine-eligible outpatients – only inpatients.  
Of the three studies on patients’ attitudes towards clozapine commencement, only one 
study assessed the patients’ willingness to try clozapine and the factors affecting their 
choice. As with the studies on clinicians’ reasons for withholding, this was a study on 
inpatients. 
Furthermore, a substantial number of studies reported upon reasons for clozapine 
discontinuation (n=53, 36%), however, due to the second- or even third-hand origin of 
data from case notes, the reported reasons could not be assigned to either patients or 
clinicians in most studies (n=45, 85%). In some studies, the main reasons were 
divided into patient and clinician categories, however, interpreted as such by the 
authors themselves. Consequently, only a few studies reflected the direct assessment 
of patients’ or clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine discontinuations. 
 
As this review underpins, the underutilization of clozapine has been a concern for 
decades and a vast number of studies have sought to understand both the patients’ and 
the clinicians’ experiences or perceptions of clozapine treatment, the clinicians’ 
perceived reasons for barriers or facilitators of its usage as well as the reasons leading 
to clozapine discontinuation. Despite that, clozapine remains both underutilized 12 and 
initiated too late in the treatment course with major consequences to the patients’ 
long-term prognosis199. One explanation for the lack of change could be the repetitive 
pattern of previous research described above. We reckon that evidence on general 
clinician perspectives on barriers to clozapine prescribing has met its saturation point 
and that both patient and clinician perspectives on active clozapine treatment are well 
documented by now. Additional studies in these areas will merely repeat what is 
already known - although still highly relevant to assess in a clinical context.  
However, there is an apparent gap of evidence on clozapine-naïve patients’ attitudes 
towards clozapine commencement, in particular in regards to eligible outpatients, as 
well as of direct (i.e. not case-note derived) assessments of clinicians’ reasons for 
clozapine withholding in specific cases of eligible outpatients. These kinds of studies 
could provide the information needed for a successful increase in clozapine 
utilization. 
Furthermore, due to the limited number of studies and categories of perspectives 
assessed in terms of patients’ and clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine 
discontinuation, future studies, exploring both the patients’ and the clinicians’ needs 
in terms of clozapine discontinuation vs. continuation or re-challenge in specific 
patient-cases, could provide valuable insights for treatment optimization.  
 
Since the beginning of this work, we have conducted our own study on case-specific 
clinician reasons for clozapine withholding200 to address one of the identified gaps in 
research. A renewed Google Scholar search conducted on January 3rd, 2024, further 
revealed the publication of two new studies on patient perspectives towards clozapine 
discontinuation201 202. No other published studies within the identified under-
prioritized areas were found. Instead, eight additional studies on general clinician 
perspectives on clozapine treatment203-210, three additional studies on clozapine-
patients’ (and their clinicians’) attitudes towards their ongoing treatment40 211 212, and 
three additional studies on case-note derived reasons for clozapine cessation or 
withholding213-215 appeared, ratifying the repetitive behavior of current research and 
the importance of disseminating these results in order to direct future research 
towards more meaningful and less well-described areas.   
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4.2. Strength and limitations 
 
Strengths: this scoping review has been developed in accordance with established 
scoping review methodology to ensure methodological rigor. The prospective 
registration and publication of the review protocol has ensured transparency of the 
review process. The three-stepped search strategy, involving a broad range of search 
terms and relevant databases and sources of grey literature, has ensured a 
comprehensive search of the literature and the multiple booster searches on Google 
Scholar have ensured a continued (and recent) update on the scope of literature. 
Limitations: The original database search was conducted in June 2021. Furthermore, 
the comprehensive search strategy, including terms as Perspective, Attitude and 
Subjective, entailed the risk of identifying an overwhelmingly large amount of 
studies, including commentaries and letters expressing individual opinions. As a 
means to ensure both feasibility and a certain level of scientific evidence, the 
exclusion of such data sources was deemed necessary. Due to feasibility reasons, the 
search was restricted to publications in English. However, studies providing résumés, 
abstracts or posters in the English language were included, even if the full texts were 
retrievable only in the native language. Still, these pragmatic decisions may have 
precluded the identification of some relevant insights and studies. 
 
 
4.3. Conclusions 
 
A substantial number of studies reporting on patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives 
on clozapine treatment were identified, most studies without previous inclusion in 
systematic reviews. The mapping of studies revealed a repetitive form of current 
research with a cluster formation surrounding clozapine patients’ attitudes towards 
their ongoing treatment, general clinician perspectives on active clozapine treatment, 
and general clinician perspectives on barriers to clozapine initiation.  
However, three apparent gaps in research were identified: 1) clozapine eligible, yet 
clozapine-naïve, outpatients’ attitudes towards clozapine commencement, 2) 
assessments of clinicians’ reasons for clozapine withholding and perceived facilitators 
of clozapine treatment in specific patient-cases, and 3) direct (i.e. not case-note 
derived) assessments of both patient and clinician perspectives on clozapine 
discontinuation, continuation and re-challenge in specific patient-cases. 
Future studies within these areas of research could provide the evidence needed to 
turn clozapine from underutilization.  
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Figure 1. Screening. 

PRISMA flow-chart outlining the process of screening and inclusion of eligible sources of evidence.   
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Figure 2. Graphic presentation of the scope of studies reporting on patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment.  
Notes 
The sum of studies depicted in row 2-4 does not correspond the total number (NTotal) of included studies (row 1). Some studies report perspectives on more than one content category 
(e.g. on both active treatment and initiation), i.e. the same study may be counted multiple times, representing different content categories (rows).  

Some studies report on perspectives from more than one study population (e.g. both patient and clinician perspectives). The number of studies reporting “overlapping” perspectives 
from different populations is shown in the intersection between two ovals.  
In several studies, the reported perspectives could not be assigned to either patients or clinicians, e.g. due to the indirect/second hand origin of data from case files. The origin of 
perspectives in these studies are labelled “Unsure”. 
* The number of clinician studies reporting case-specific psychiatrist perspectives.  
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Figure 3.a. The distribution of explored sub-categories of perspectives in studies on patient perspectives on active/ongoing 

clozapine treatment (N= 45). 

Figure 3.b. The distribution of mentioned clozapine-facilitating interventions in studies on patients’ perspectives on 

active/ongoing clozapine treatment (N=11).  
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Figure 4. Distribution of categories of reasons for clozapine discontinuation mentioned in studies on 

patient perspectives on clozapine discontinuation (N=3). 
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Figure 5. Distribution of explored sub-categories of perspectives in studies on patient perspectives on clozapine commencement (N=3). 
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Figure 6.a. Distribution of explored sub-categories of perspectives in studies on clinician perspectives on 

active/ongoing clozapine treatment (N=33). 

Figure 6.b. Distribution of mentioned clozapine-facilitating interventions in studies on clinicians’ perspectives on 

active/ ongoing clozapine treatment (N=16).  
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Figure 7. Distribution of categories of reasons for discontinuation mentioned in studies on clinician 

perspectives on clozapine discontinuation (N=5).  
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Figure 8.a Distribution of explored sub-categories of perspectives in studies on clinicians’ perspectives on 

clozapine initiation (N=46). 

Figure 8.b. Distribution of mentioned barriers to clozapine initiation in studies on clinicians’ perspectives on 

barriers to clozapine initiation (N=29) 
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Figure. 8.d. Distribution of reasons for treatment withholding mentioned in studies on clinicians’ 

perspectives on clozapine initiation (N=5).  

Figure 8.c. Distribution of interventions mentioned as facilitators of clozapine initiation in studies on 

clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine initiation (N=23). 
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Table 1. Electronic search strategy for Embase   

Search #    Search details 

 

1 clozapine/ 

2 (clozapin* or denzapin* or zaponex* or clozaril* or clopin* or fazaclo* or 

versaclo* or leponex*).ab,ti,tn,tw. 

3 1 or 2 

4 attitude/ 

5 attitude assessment/ 

6 exp satisfaction/ 

7 (attitude* or belief* or perception* or view* or experience* or opinion* or 

perspective* or preference* or satisfaction or satisfied* or refus* or reason* or 

dislike* or content*).ab,ti,tw. 

8 4 or 5 or 6 or 7 

9 patient/ or mental patient/ or outpatient/ 

10 consumer/ 

11 (patient* or user* or consumer* or subject* or individual* or client*).ab,ti,tw. 

12 physician/ 

13 psychiatrist/ 

14 clinician/ 

15 (doctor* or physician* or psychiatrist* or clinician* or prescriber* or 

practitioner*).ab,ti,tw. 

16 9 or 10 or 11 or 12 or 13 or 14 or 15 

17 patient attitude/ or patient preference/ or patient satisfaction/ 

18 physician attitude/ or health personnel attitude/ 

19 consumer attitude/ 

20 exp patient-reported outcome/ 

21 exp treatment refusal/ 

22 17 or 18 or 19 or 20 or 21 

23 exp medication compliance/ or exp patient compliance/ 

24 (barrier* or compliance*).ab,ti,tw. 

25 23 or 24 

26 8 and 16 

27 26 or 22 or 25 

28 3 and 27 

29 limit 28 to english language 

Notes 

The electronic search strategy was adapted to the requirements of each selected 

database. The table shows the refined electronic search strategy for Embase and 

was first published with the protocol article26. 
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Table 2.  Included studies  

Study reference Selected data items 

Authors (year) Title Country of origin Type of literature Merged with Methodology Perspectives 
belong to 

Participant    
sub-group 

Category of 
perspective 

Case-specific/   
in general 

Agarwal et al. (2017) Patient's perspective of Clozapine India Abstract   Quantitative Patients Unclear Active clozapine  Specific 

Angermeyer et al. (2001) Patients' and relatives' assessment of 
clozapine treatment 

Germany Article   Qualitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Balestrieri et al. (2009) Drug attitude and subjective well-being 
in antipsychotic treatment monotherapy 
in real-world settings 

Italy Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Bowen (1992) Obtaining consent for treatment with 
clozapine 

England Short communication   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Initiation Specific 

Garcia Cabeza et al. (2000) Subjective response to antipsychotics in 
schizophrenic patients: clinical 
implications and related factors 

Spain Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Castle et al. (2002) Antipsychotic use in Australia: the 
patients' perspective 

Australia Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Dickens et al. (2016) Experiences of women in secure care 
who have been prescribed clozapine for 
borderline personality disorder 

Scotland Short communication   Qualitative Patients Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Freudenreich et al. (2004) Attitudes of Schizophrenia Outpatients 
Toward Psychiatric Medications: 
Relationship to Clinical Variables and 
Insight 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Frogley (2013) A case series of clozapine for borderline 
personality disorder 

England Article   Qualitative and 
quantitative 

Patients Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Gee et al. (2017) Patient attitudes to clozapine initiation England Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Initiation Specific 

Gray et al. (1996) Health education needs of people with 
schizophrenia taking clozapine 

England Short communication   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Jenkins et al. (2005) Subjective Experience of Recovery from 
Schizophrenia-Related Disorders and 
Atypical Antipsychotics 

U.S.A. Article   Qualitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Kaar et al. (2019) Making decisions about antipsychotics: a 
qualitative study of patient experience 
and the development of a decision aid 

England Article   Qualitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Kim et al. (2006) Subjective response to clozapine and 
risperidone treatment in outpatients 
with schizophrenia 

South Korea Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Krzystanek et al. (2019) Risk factors for noncompliance with 
antipsychotic medication in long-term 
treated chronic schizophrenia patients 

Poland Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Kuroda et al. (2008) Attitudes toward taking medication 
among outpatients with schizophrenia: 
cross-national comparison between 
Tokyo and Beijing 

Japan & China Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine  Specific 

 . CC-BY-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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted March 2, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.29.24303563doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.29.24303563
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Leijala et al. (2021) Daily functioning and symptom factors 
contributing to attitudes toward 
antipsychotic treatment and treatment 
adherence in outpatients with 
schizophrenia spectrum disorders 

Finland Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Lewis et al. (2006) Randomized Controlled Trial of Effect of 
Prescription of Clozapine Versus Other 
Second-Generation Antipsychotic Drugs 
in Resistant Schizophrenia 

England Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine  
 

Specific 

Li et al. (2015) Clozapine in schizophrenia and its 
association with treatment satisfaction 
and quality of life: Findings of the three 
national surveys on use of psychotropic 
medications in China (2002-2012) 

China Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Lindström (1988) The effect of long-term treatment with 
clozapine in schizophrenia: A 
retrospective study in 96 patients 
treated with clozapine for up to 13 years 

Sweden Article Lindström, 1988, A 
retrospective study on 
the long-term efficacy of 
clozapine in 96 
schizophrenic and 
schizoaffective patients 
during a 13-year period 

Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Man et al. (2017) Clozapine-induced hypersalivation: the 
association between quantification, 
perceived burden and treatment 
satisfaction reported by patients 

The Netherlands Short communication   Quantitative Patients Unclear Active clozapine  Specific 

McAllister & Chatterton 
(1996) 

Clozapine: Exploring clients' experiences 
of treatment 

Australia Short communication   Qualitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine  Specific 

Munro et al. (2000) A Clozapine Patient Questionnaire: An 
Insight Into The Patient's Perspective 

England Abstract   Quantitative Patients Unclear Active clozapine Specific 

Murphy et al. (2018) Clozapine and shared care: the 
consumer experience 

Australia Article   Mixed-methods Patients Unclear Active clozapine Specific 

Naber et al. (2005) Randomized double blind comparison of 
olanzapine vs. clozapine on subjective 
well-being and clinical outcome in 
patients with schizophrenia 

Germany Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Nielsen et al. (2012) Hematological clozapine monitoring 
with a point-of-care device: A 
randomized cross-over trial 

Denmark Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine Specific 

Nordon et al. (2012) Determinants of treatment satisfaction 
of schizophrenia patients: Results from 
the ESPASS study 

France Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine Specific 

Paruk & Roojee (2018) Attitude and knowledge towards 
clozapine among outpatients prescribed 
clozapine in Burban, KwaZulu-Natal 

South Africa Abstract   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine Specific 

Qurashi et al. (2015) An evaluation of subjective experiences, 
effects and overall satisfaction with 
clozapine treatment in a UK forensic 
service 

England Article   Quantitative Patients Unclear Active clozapine Specific 

Sharma et al. (2021) Cluster Analysis of Clozapine Consumer 
Perspectives and Comparison to 
Consumers on Other Antipsychotics 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Patients Unclear Active clozapine, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 
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Siskind et al. (2017) Clozapine users in Australia: their 
characteristics and experiences of care 
based on data from the 2010 National 
Survey of High Impact Psychosis 

Australia Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine Specific 

Sloan et al. (1997) Client satisfaction in a clozapine clinic Ireland Short communication   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine Specific 

Takeuchi et al. (2020) Adherence to clozapine vs. other 
antipsychotics in schizophrenia 

Canada Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine Specific 

Taylor et al. (2000) Clozapine - a survey of patient 
perceptions 

England Article   Quantitative Patients Unclear Active clozapine Specific 

Tilley & Chambers (2000) Does patient education enhance 
compliance with clozapine? A 
preliminary investigation 

Scotland Short communication   Quantitative Patients Unclear Active clozapine Specific 

Verma et al. (2020) Attitude towards and experience with 
clozapine of patients and their 
caregivers after three months of starting 
of clozapine 

India Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine Specific 

Voruganti et al. (2000) Comparative evaluation of conventional 
and novel antipsychotic drugs with 
reference to their subjective tolerability, 
side-effect profile and impact on quality 
of life 

Canada Article   Quantitative Patients Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Active clozapine Specific 

Waserman & Criollo (2000) Subjective experiences of clozapine 
treatment by patients with chronic 
schizophrenia 

Canada Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine Specific 

Waterreus et al. (2012) Medication for psychosis - consumption 
and consequences: The second 
Australian survey of psychosis 

Australia Article   Quantitative Patients Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses 

Active clozapine Specific 

Blagden et al. (2020) A qualitative exploration of the barriers 
to and facilitators of clozapine 
monitoring in a secure psychiatric 
setting 

England Article   Qualitative Patients; 
Clinicians 

Mixed 
clinicians; 
Unclear 
(patients) 

Active clozapine Specific 
(patients); 
General 
(clinicians) 

Bogers et al. (2015) Capillary compared to venous blood 
sampling in clozapine treatment: 
patients' and healthcare practitioners' 
experiences with a point-of-care device 

The Netherlands Article Bogers and Cohen, 2015, 
Venous compared to 
capillary blood sampling 
with a point-of care 
device in clozapine 
treatment: Patients' 
preferences 

Quantitative Patients; 
Clinicians 

Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Active clozapine Specific 
(patients); 
General 
(clinicians) 

De la Salle (2010) Point-of-Care Testing In Clinical Practice: 
Applications In The Mental Health 
Setting 

England Abstract   Qualitative Patients; 
Clinicians 

Unclear Active clozapine Specific 
(patients); 
General 
(clinicians) 

Hodge & Jespersen (2008) Side-effects and treatment with 
clozapine: A comparison between the 
views of consumers and their clinicians 

Australia Article   Mixed-methods Patients; 
Clinicians 

Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine Specific 
(patients); 
General 
(clinicians) 
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Kelly et al. (2021) Feasibility and patient-reported 
satisfaction using a novel point-of-care 
fingerstick method for monitoring 
absolute neutrophil count for clozapine 

U.S.A. Article Kelly et al., 2021, 
Satisfaction with using a 
novel fingerstick for 
absolute neutrophil 
count (ANC) at the point 
of treatment in patients 
treated with clozapine 

Quantitative Patients; 
Clinicians 

Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

Specific 
(patients-only 
Active 
clozapine 
clozapine); 
General 
(clinicians) 

Sowerby & Taylor (2017) Cross-sector user and provider 
perceptions on experiences of shared-
care clozapine: a qualitative study 

England Article Sowerby and Taylor, 
2017, Exploring the 
perceptions and 
experiences of people 
who use and those that 
provide a shared care 
clozapine service 

Qualitative Patients; 
Clinicians 

Unclear Active clozapine Specific 
(patients); 
General 
(clinicians) 

Takeuchi et al. (2016) A Questionnaire-based Study of the 
Views of Schizophrenia Patients and 
Psychiatric Healthcare Professionals in 
Japan about the Side Effects of 
Clozapine 

Japan Article   Quantitative Patients; 
Clinicians 

Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine Specific 
(patients); 
General 
(clinicians) 

Taylor et al. (2011) Evaluating Pharmacist Provision of 
Clozapine Services 

England Report Taylor et al.,  2010, 
Pharmacist prescribing in 
clozapine clinics; Taylor 
et al., 2010, User and 
staff perspectives of 
clozapine clinic services 

Mixed methods Patients; 
Clinicians 

Mixed 
clinicians; 
Unclear 
(patients) 

Active clozapine Specific 
(patients); 
General 
(clinicians) 

Wolfson & Paton (1996) Clozapine audit: What do patients and 
relatives think? 

England Article   Qualitative Patients; 
Clinicians 

Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Non-
psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine Specific 

Apiquian et al. (2004) Survey on schizophrenia treatment in 
Mexico: perception and antipsychotic 
prescription patterns 

Mexico Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Bahji & Bajaj (2018) Attitudes to Antipsychotics: A Multi-Site 
Survey of Canadian Psychiatry Residents 

Canada Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Bleakley et al. (2007) Which antipsychotics would mental 
health professionals take themselves? 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only; Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Chane-Kene et al. (2019) A new breath for clozapine France Abstract   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Chow et al. (1995) Clinical Use of Clozapine in a Major 
Urban Setting: One Year Experience 

Canada Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Correll et al. (2019) Patient characteristics, burden and 
pharmacotherapy of treatment-resistant 
schizophrenia: results from a survey of 
204 US psychiatrists 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Cotes et al. (2021) A Comparison of Attitudes, Comfort, and 
Knowledge of Clozapine Among Two 
Diverse Samples of US Psychiatrists 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Daod et al. (2019) Psychiatrists' attitude towards the use of 
clozapine in the treatment of refractory 
schizophrenia: A nationwide survey 

Israel Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 
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De Hert et al. (2016) Knowledge of Psychiatric Nurses About 
the Potentially Lethal Side-Effects of 
Clozapine 

Belgium Article   Quantitative Clinicians Non-
psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine General 

Dvalishvili et al. (2021) Comfort Level and Perceived Barriers to 
Clozapine Use: Survey of General 
Psychiatry Residents 

U.S.A. Short communication   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

El Hayek et al. (2021) Prescribing Clozapine in the MENA 
Region: The Perspective and Practice of 
Psychiatrists 

21 MENA 
countries 

Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Feakins et al. (2015) Are we making the most of Clozapine? Canada Abstract   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Fricchione Parise et al. 
(2013) 

Clozapine utilization in routine clinical 
practice: golden opportunity or 
neglected orphan? Real-world outcomes 

Italy Abstract   Qualitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Gan & O'Reilly (2018) Community pharmacists' attitudes and 
opinions towards supplying clozapine 

Australia Article   Mixed methods Clinicians Non-
psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Gee et al. (2014) Practitioner attitudes to clozapine 
initiation 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Gören et al. (2016) Organizational Characteristics of 
Veterans Affairs Clinics With High and 
Low Utilization of Clozapine 

U.S.A. Article   Qualitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Grau-Lopez et al. (2020) Professional perception of clozapine use 
in patients with dual psychosis 

Spain Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Grover et al. (2015) Prescription practices and attitude of 
psychiatrists towards clozapine: A survey 
of psychiatrists from India 

India Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Haw & Stubbs (2011) Medication for borderline personality 
disorder: A survey at a secure hospital 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine Specific 

Henry et al. (2020) Evaluation of the effectiveness and 
acceptability of intramuscular clozapine 
injection: illustrative case series 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Ignjatovic Ristic et al. 
(2021) 

Prescription attitudes and practices  
regarding clozapine among Serbian 
psychiatrists: results of a nationwide 
survey 

Serbia Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Ismail et al. (2019) A qualitative exploration of clozapine 
prescribing and monitoring practices in 
the Arabian Gulf countries 

The AG region 
(Qatar, Bahrain, 
Oman, KSA, 
United Arab 
Emirates (UAE)). 

Article   Qualitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Jauhar et al. (2010) Choice of antipsychotic treatment by 
European psychiatry trainees: are 
decisions based on evidence? 

Belgium, Czech 
Republic, 
England, France, 
Greece, Holland, 
Ireland, Portugal, 
Romania, 
Scotland, 
Switzerland, 
Turkey 

Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Ketter & Haupt (2006) Perceptions of weight gain and bipolar 
pharmacotherapy: results of a 2005 
survey of physicians in clinical practice 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 
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Knowles et al. (2016) Consumer access to clozapine in 
Australia: how does this compare to 
New Zealand and the United Kingdom? 

Australia Article   Mixed methods Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine General 

Latas et al. (2012) Psychiatrists' psychotropic drug 
prescription preferences for themselves 
or their family members 

Serbia Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Leung et al. (2019) Addressing clozapine under-prescribing 
and barriers to initiation: a psychiatrist, 
advanced practice provider, and trainee 
survey 

U.S.A. & Canada Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Lonnen et al. (2012) A survey of the management of 
psychosis in Parkinson's disease 

Scotland Abstract   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Love et al. (2003) Expert consensus-based medication-use 
evaluation criteria for atypical 
antipsychotic drugs 

U.S.A. Report   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Maryan et al. (2019) Comparison of clozapine monitoring and 
adverse event management in a 
psychiatrist-only and a clinical 
pharmacist-psychiatrist collaborative 
clinic 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Melse et al. (1994) Antipsychotic Maintenance Treatment 
of Schizophrenia Patients: Is There a 
Consensus? 

Austria Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Mishara et al. (1995) Staff Perceptions of Clozapine and Their 
Role in Treatment: Initial Observations 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine General 

Moeller et al. (1995) Risk Factors for Clozapine 
Discontinuation Among 805 Patients in 
the VA Hospital System 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Discontinuation Specific 

Moody et al. (2019) Perceived Barriers and Facilitators of 
Clozapine Use: A National Survey of 
Veterans Affairs Prescribers 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Mortimer et al. (2010) Clozapine for Treatment-Resistant 
Schizophrenia: National Institute of 
Clinical Excellence (NICE) Guidance in 
the Real World 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Nielsen et al. (2010) Psychiatrists' attitude towards and 
knowledge of clozapine treatment 

Denmark Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine General 

O'Brien & Firn (2002) Clozapine initiation in the community Scotland Article   Quantitative Clinicians Unclear Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Okhuijsen-Pfeifer et al. 
(2019) 

Differences between physicians' and 
nurse practitioners' viewpoints on 
reasons for clozapine underprescription 

the Netherlands Article   Quantitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation General 

Paranthaman & Baldwin 
(2006) 

Survey of clozapine use by consultant 
old age psychiatrists 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Paton et al. (2002) Use of atypical antipsychotics by 
consultant psychiatrists working in 
forensic settings 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation Specific 

Péré et al. (1992) La clozapine (Leponex) en France France Article summary   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Discontinuation Specific 

Pereira et al. (1999) Enforcing treatment with clozapine: 
survey of views and practice 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 
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Sayer et al. (2017) Improving clozapine use in the United 
States: A survey of barriers and solutions 
informing a workgroup to devise a 
national strategy 

U.S.A. Abstract Kalaria and Kelly, 2019, 
Development of point-of-
care testing devices to 
improve clozapine 
prescribing habits and 
patient outcomes; Kelly 
et al., 2018, Blood draw 
barriers for treatment 
with clozapine and 
development of a point-
of-care monitoring 
device; Kelly et al., 2013, 
Development of a lab-on-
a-chip biosensor for 
clozapine monitoring 

Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Shrivastava & Shah (2009) Prescribing practices of clozapine in 
India: Results of a opinion survey of 
psychiatrists 

India Short communication   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Silveira et al. (2015) Patterns of clozapine and other 
antipsychotics prescriptions in patients 
with treatment-resistant schizophrenia 
in community mental health centers in 
San Paulo, Brazil 

Brazil Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Singh et al. (2020) Comfort Level and Barriers to the 
Appropriate Use of Clozapine: a 
Preliminary Survey of US Psychiatric 
Residents 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine, 
Initiation 

General 

Sutton et al. (2016) The influence of organizational climate 
on care of patients with schizophrenia: a 
qualitative analysis of health care 
professionals' views 

England Article   Qualitative Clinicians Mixed 
clinicians 

Active clozapine General 

Swinton & Ahmed (1999) Reasons for non-prescription of 
clozapine in treatment-resistant 
schizophrenia 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation Specific 

Taylor & Brown (2007) "Do Unto Others As..." - Which 
Treatments do Psychiatrists Prefer? 

Scotland Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Tungaraza & Farooq (2015) Clozapine prescribing in the UK: views 
and experience of consultant 
psychiatrists 

England Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Udomratn & Srisurapanont 
(2002) 

Impact on Thai Psychiatrists of Passive 
Dissemination of a Clinical Practice 
Guideline on Prescribing Attitudes in 
Treatment-Resistant Schizophrenia 

Thailand Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Ur-Rahman et al. (2010) Preferred Antipsychotic by Mental 
Health Professionals  of Sindh and 
Balauchistan 

Pakistan Article   Quantitative Clinicians Psychiatrists 
only 

Initiation General 

Wilson et al. (2019) Implementing a clozapine supply service 
in Australian community pharmacies: 
barriers and facilitators 

Australia Article   Mixed methods Clinicians Non-
psychiatrists 
only 

Active clozapine General 
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Van der Zalm et al. (2020) Delegating Clozapine Monitoring to 
Advanced Nurse Practitioners: An 
Exploratory, Randomized Study to 
Assess the Effect on Prescription and Its 
Safety 

The Netherlands Article   Quantitative Clinicians; 
Unclear 

Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Mixed 
clinicians 

Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Agid et al. (2007) Early Use of Clozapine for Poorly 
Responding First-Episode Psychosis 

Canada Short communication   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only 

Discontinuation Specific 

Atkinson et al. (2007) Outcome Following Clozapine 
Discontinuation: A Retrospective 
Analysis 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Baker & White (2004) Life After Clozapine Scotland Article   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Psychiatrists 
only 

Discontinuation Specific 

Black et al. (1996) A Centralized System for Monitoring 
Clozapine Use in British Columbia 

Canada Short communication   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Discontinuation Specific 

Casetta et al. (2020) A retrospective study of intramuscular 
clozapine prescription for treatment 
initiation and maintenance in treatment-
resistant psychosis 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Cassano et al. (1997) Clozapine as a treatment tool: only in 
resistant schizophrenic patients? 

Italy Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Psychiatrists 
only 

Discontinuation Specific 

Chen & Stubbs (1996) Pattern of clozapine use in 64 
consecutive patients in a tertiary care 
hospital 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Discontinuation Specific 

Chengappa, K. N. R., Baker, 
R. W., Kreinbrook, S. B., & 
Adair, D. (1995) 

Clozapine use in female geriatric 
patients with psychoses 

Not stated Abstract   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Discontinuation Specific 

Dalal et al. (1999) Clozapine treatment of long-standing 
schizophrenia and serious violence: a 
two-year follow-up study of the first 50 
patients treated with clozapine in 
Rampton high security hospital 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Initiation¸ 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Davis et al. (2014) Discontinuation of clozapine: a 15-year 
naturalistic retrospective study of 320 
patients 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 
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Drew et al. (2002) A five year follow-up study of the use of 
clozapine in community practice 

Australia Article Drew et al., 1999, 
Clozapine in community 
practice: a 3-year follow-
up study in the Australian 
Capital Territory 

Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Friedman et al. (1998) Substituting Clozapine for Olanzapine in 
Psychiatrically Stable Parkinson's 
Disease Patients: Results of an Open 
Label Pilot Study 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Active clozapine, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Gale et al. (2013) Fifteen year follow up of clozapine 
treated patients with schizophrenia 

U.S.A. Abstract   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Ganzalez et al. (2013) Clozapine initiation in crisis teams England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Gee et al. (2018) Long-term follow-up of clozapine 
prescribing 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Grace & Szarowicz (2001) The Clozapine Access Project U.S.A. Short communication   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Hack et al. (2014) An Eight-Year Clinic Experience with 
Clozapine Use in a Parkinson's Disease 
Clinic Setting 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Klein et al. (2003) Clozapine in Parkinson's Disease 
Psychosis: 5-Year Follow-up Review 

Israel Article   Quantitative Unclear Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Krivoy et al. (2011) Predictors of clozapine discontinuation 
in parties with schizophrenia 

Israel Article   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Psychiatrists 
only 

Discontinuation Specific 

Law & Groucher (2019) Prescribing trends and safety of 
clozapine in an older persons mental 
health population 

New Zealand Article   Quantitative Unclear Mixed 
patients; 
Unclear 

Active clozapine, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Leclerc et al. (2021) A Chart Audit Study of Clozapine 
Utilization in Early Psychosis 

Canada Article Leclerc et al., 2021, The 
impact of clozapine use 
in early-intervention: A 
retrospective chart audit 

Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 
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Legge (2016) Reasons for discontinuing clozapine: A 
cohort of patients commencing 
treatment 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Mixed 
clinicians 

Discontinuation Specific 

MacGillivray (2003) Predictors of discontinuation on 
clozapine: a population study 

Ireland Article   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Macpherson et al. (1998) Gloucester Clozapine Clinic England Short communication   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Initiation, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Martin et al. (2008) Clozapine use in a forensic population in 
a New South Wales prison hospital 

Australia Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Mustafa et al. (2014) "Schizophrenia past Clozapine": Reasons 
for Clozapine Discontinuation, Mortality, 
and Alternative Antipsychotic 
Prescribing 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

O'Connor et al. (2010) The safety and tolerability of clozapine 
in aged patients: A retrospective clinical 
file review 

Australia Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Ojo & Abayomi (2012) Pattern of clozapine use among patients 
in a Nigerian neuropsychiatric hospital 

Nigeria Abstract   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Discontinuation Specific 

Pai & Vella (2012) Reason for clozapine cessation Australia Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Pfeiffer et al. (1990) Clozapine for Psychosis in Parkinson's 
Disease 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Non-
psychiatrists 
only 

Discontinuation Specific 

Phaldessai et al. (2019) Clozapine prescribing in older adults New Zealand Short communication   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Rascati & Rascati (1993) Use of clozapine in Texas state mental 
health facilities 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Discontinuation Specific 

Senol et al. (2017) A Major Challenge for Clinicians: 
Discussing Rechallenge with Clozapine 
through a Case Series 

Turkey Poster   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 
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Shaker & Jones (2018) Clozapine discontinuation in early 
schizophrenia: a retrospective case note 
review under an early intervention 
service 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Tahnee et al. (2021) The use of clozapine in a rural and 
remote region of Australia 

Australia Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Taylor et al. (2009) Reasons for discontinuing clozapine: 
matched, case-control comparison with 
risperidone long-acting injection 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Thalayasingam et al. (2004) The use of clozapine in adults with 
intellectual disability 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Thien et al. (2018) Clozapine use in early psychosis Australia Article O'Donoghue, 2019, 
Clozapine use within an 
early intervention for 
psychosis service 

Quantitative Unclear Patients of 
mixed 
diagnoses; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Thomas et al. (2010) Current Use of Clozapine in Parkinson 
Disease and Related Disorders 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Active clozapine, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Trosch et al. (1998) Clozapine Use in Parkinson's Disease: A 
Retrospective Analysis of a Large 
Multicentered Experience 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Non-
schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Ucok et al. (2019) Reasons for clozapine discontinuation in 
patients with treatment-resistant 
schizophrenia 

Turkey Article   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 

Van Mechelen & Uzair 
(2013) 

Audit of attendance of clozapine clinic 
two years after first audit 

England Abstract   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Active clozapine, 
Discontinuation 

Specific 

Whiskey et al. (2003) Continuation of clozapine treatment: 
practice makes perfect 

England Article   Quantitative Unclear Unclear Discontinuation Specific 

Zito et al. (1993) Pharmacoepidemiology of clozapine in 
202 inpatients with schizophrenia 

U.S.A. Article   Quantitative Unclear Schizophrenia 
patients only; 
Unclear 
(clinicians) 

Discontinuation Specific 
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