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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 EMBA SE 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. M ost 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-naive,
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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.

Keywords: Clozapine; Attitude; Perspective; Patient; Clinician

Strengths and limitations of this study:
e The prospective registration and publication of the review protocol has
ensured transparency of the review process.
e 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.

e Theorigina literature search was conducted in June 2021.
e The search was restricted to publications in the English language, which may
have precluded the identification of some relevant insights and studies.
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1. Introduction:

Schizophreniais a serious mental illness with mgjor societal, social, and personal
costs *. Early, adequate treatment is crucial in order to improve the long-term outcome
23 however, approximately one-third of patients with schizophreniafail to respond
adequately to at least two conventional antipsychotics *° and are considered
treatment-resistant °.

The antipsychotic (AP) clozapine has shown superior to other APs in terms of overall
symptom reduction for schizophreniaand related disorders ” and most guidelines
recommend that clozapine should be offered first line to patients with treatment-
resistant schizophrenia (TRS) ®8°,

It is furthermore indicated for arange of other disorders dependent on national
guidelines®, 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 *>*, asit has been for decades,
despite a steady flow of studies on the subject™.

The clozapine underutilization represents a major mental health concern and a few
systematic reviews *"** 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 afew studies examining patient perspectives on
clozapine treatment®?, have been included’ *3%. However, since the publication of
the protocol article for this study®, two systematic reviews on patient perspectives
have been published %' %, reporting on a further sixteen studies®**.

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:

Theterm “clinicians” will be used for al 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 *° we aimed to conduct a
scoping review in order to @) investigate the extent and variety of primary studies
covering patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives of clozapine treatment, and b) to
identify gapsin the current research. A secondary aim was to ¢) summarize the key
findings related to patients’ and clinicians' perspectives on clozapine treatment.

2. Methods and analysis:

The protocol for this scoping review® was designed in concordance with the
Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for
Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-SCR) “ to ensure that all relevant information for the
future scoping review could be included. It was guided by the corresponding Joanna
Briggs Ingtitute (JBI) guidelines “Guidance for conducting systematic scoping

reviews” *’ and the “Updated methodological guidance for the conduct of scoping

reviews” “®, We have furthermore sought complemental guidance in the advanced
framework recommendations by Levac et al.*.
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),
gﬁegistration DOI 10.17605/0SF.10/5K 4S3%, and subsequently published as an article

2.2. Eligibility criteria

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

Inclusion criteria:
e Published in the English language
e 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:
e Non-empirical literature (i.e. editorials, opinion- and discussion papers) and
case reports
e 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 gapsin the existing scientific evidence. However, in order to uphold
acertain 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 sour ces

The electronic databases Cochrane Library, CINAHL, Web of Science, Psychinfo,
MEDLINE and EMBA SE 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 *-.

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 M1J) in collaboration with an experienced research librarian. In
accordance with established scoping review methodology *“®, it consisted of three
steps: First, an initial search of selected databases, in this case MEDLINE and
EMBASE, was performed. Search termsincluded, but were not restricted to,

clinician, doctor, psychiatrist, patient, consumer, perspective, experience, attitude,
perception, clozapine, (Ieponex) 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 protocol®).

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 > and duplicates removed. The merged
search results were then exported to Covidence *%. 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 aresearch 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 athird 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 athird
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 >, 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 analysis®, 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
guestions. 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. Dataitems

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,
I npati ents/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 barriersto
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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 thefinal 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 severa 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. Reaults:

3.1. Selection of sources of evidence

On the basis of the initial search, 6531 studies were identified after duplicates were
removed. At thetitle and abstract screening stage, 6160 studies were excluded. A tota
of 371 studies were screened as full texts (or at full-text level), and afurther 225
studies were excluded for reasons outlined in the PRISMA flowchart, Figure 1.

3.2. General characteristics of included sour ces of evidence
Table 2 displays the individua study and participant characteristics.

The search identified 146 studies?® 2233414356183 ranresented by 158 sources of
evidence® % 23941835619 gnd 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
guantitative 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 datafile 2 (S2, “Individual study data’,

doi.org/10. 1%ZGOSIOSF. IO/HKBSG) retrievable from the Open Science Framework
[rel,ﬁ:?tg)iﬂ;)r(] e O% the studi e,322-25 29-39 41 43 44 71 86 99 100 102 105 109 110 117 119 122 130-132 134 136 137
182188197198 have been included in previous systematic reviews' %%’ 2 addressing
patients’ and/or clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment.

3.3. Distribution of studiesaccor ding 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 perspectives® 2423384435679 pine
reported on both patient and clinician perspectives™ 2> 38% and 54 reported on
clinician perspectives ®*%. |n 45 studies **'%, 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
bel Ongi ng to psyCh| atrl St386-93 95-97 102 103 106 107 109 113 116 119 122-132 l34»137, fOUl’ on
perspectives belonging to non-psychiatrists only> * %138 and 22 on perspectives

bel Ongi ng toa mixture Of dlfferent Cl | niCi an525 808284 85 88 99-101 104 105 108 110-112 114 115117
18121133139 11 four studies® #8212 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 specific? 30337394358 636571071 757884 \y5 on non-
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schizophrenia patients only®” ™, 18 on patients of mixed diagnoses™ 2 3436 38414257 6
626869727379 82 and in12 StudI%ZZ 31-33 56 59 64 66 80 81 85 193 the type Of pa“ents was
unclear (Figure 2, row 1).

Seventy-three studies reported on perspectives related to active/ongoing clozapine
tr eatment22-25 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

178181 (Figure 2, row 2).

Forty-five studies reported on clozapine patients’ attitudes towards their treatment
29394243676 188085 of \which 15 studies reported specifically upon experiences
belonging to schizophrenia patients?® 30 337 3943580636570 71 7576 71884 Thjirty_three
studies reported upon clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine treatment® 2 39 808589998
100 102-104 108 110 115 117 119 122 126 130 132 133 138, O.I: Wh| Ch three reported upon CI | n| Cl anSl
perspectives on clozapine treatment in relation to specific patient cases® * %, In four
studies ™ 9178181 the origin of perspectives on active treatment was unclear.

22-25

Fifty-three studies reported upon perspectives on clozapine discontinuation® 8 79 %0 116

18120125 139183 (i gure 2, row 3). Three studies reported upon patients’ reasons for
discontinuing clozapine treatment® ® ”°, and five studies reported upon clinicians’
perceived reasons for clozapine discontinuation® ¢ 18120125 || 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 data**"%,

Fifty-three studies reported upon perspectives on clozapine initiation*! 77 190 8286:939

102 104-107 109-114 117 118 120-124 126-132 134-137 139 148 155 160 163 (F| gure 2, row 4) . Thr% stud| s
reported upon patients’ attitudes towards clozapine commencement* “”**, whereas
46 studies reported upon clinicians’ perspectives on clozapine initiation® %% %102 10+
107 109-114 117 118 120-124 126-132 134-137 139. In f|Ve Of th%e Stud| S90 118120 134 139’ the CI | n|C|an
perspectives were related to specific cases of clozapine initiation. In four studies™*® >
160163 the origin of perspectives was unclear.

3.4. Characteristics of explored patient perspectives

In the 45 studies on clozapine patients' attitudes towards their medication®®2> 2394243
676788085 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 shownin
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)'*, under “Key findings’, for individual, in-depth study
findings).
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In the three studies reporting on patients’ perspectives on clozapine discontinuation™
879 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 studies™ ™ (S2'°, Key findings).

In the three studies on patients’ perspectives on clozapine commencement™ " ”°, 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 studies™ *’;
however, only fully reported upon in one of them — a study on acutely unwell
inpatients with schizophrenia or schizoaffective disorder*. The prospect of admission
as arequirement 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 (S2'®°, Key findings).

3.5. Characteristics of explored clinician per spectives

In the 33 studies on clinician perspectives on active clozapine treatment?> %> 30 80-8589-%

98 100 102-104 108 110 115 117 119 122 126 130 132 133 138, 13 different sub-categori es of perspectlves
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 perspectivesin relation to active clozapine treatment were
studies of general perspectives (n=30); however, three studies®® * 1% reported
clinician perspectivesin 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, asin
the case of clozapine clinics, with mixed enthusiasm (S2'%, Key findings).

In the five studies on clinician perspectives on clozapine discontinuation® 6 118 120
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 S2'%, Key findings, for
more information on individual study findings.

Forty-six studies explored clinician perspectives on clozapine initiation® 893 %-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 /preferencefor a
clozapine facilitating intervention (n=23). Eighteen categories of barriersto 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 clozapineinitiation in relation to
specific patient cases™ 18120134139 'tyyo of them reported perspectives belonging to
psychiatrists in specific®®***, 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 data™>° **°, whilst three studies
used a more direct approach of assessment® *°***. |n two of these “direct” studies™®
13 the patients were inpatients and in one study®, the patients’ status asin- or
outpatients was not stated.

In the four case-specific studies exploring Reasons for treatment withholding
1% 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 inpatients™, in which expected patient refusal or non-
compliance with either drug or blood monitoring were the most frequently stated
reasons.

118 120 134

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
aswell asto 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 maority of them
(n=45, 94%) on clozapine patients' attitudes towards their ongoing treatment.

In contrast, only afew 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 ™™, 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

45-49
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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 * and
initiated too late in the treatment course with major consequences to the patients’
long-term prognosis™®. One explanation for the lack of change could be the repetitive
pattern of previous research described above. We reckon that evidence on genera
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 studiesin these areas will merely repeat what is
already known - although still highly relevant to assessin aclinical context.
However, there is an apparent gap of evidence on clozapine-naive 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 withholding®® to address one of the identified gapsin
research. A renewed Google Scholar search conducted on January 3", 2024, further
revealed the publication of two new studies on patient perspectives towards clozapine
discontinuation”® 2%, No other published studies within the identified under-
prioritized areas were found. Instead, eight additional studies on general clinician
perspectives on clozapine treatment®®> %, three additional studies on clozapine-
patients’ (and their clinicians') attitudes towards their ongoing treatment*® <+ %2,
three additional studies on case-note derived reasons for clozapine cessation or
withholding™*%* 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.

and
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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. Asa
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 résumes,
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 inclusionin
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 gapsin research were identified: 1) clozapine eligible, yet
clozapine-naive, 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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Distribution of studies based on content

Studies reporting on patients’” and/or clinicians’
perspectives on clozapine treatment, N, =146

Studies reporting perspectives on active
clozapine treatment, N=73

Studies reporting perspectives on
clozapine discontinuation, N=53
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clozapine initiation, N=53

Distribution of studies based on the origin of perspectives
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Mixed clinicians
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In general
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Mixed patients
N=16
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N=3
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M=15

MNaon-schizophrenia only
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In general
N=0

Mixed patients
N=1

In specific pt. cases
N=5
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Schizophrenia only
N=1

Mon-schizophrenia only
N=0

Clinicians
N=46

Patients
N=3

In general
N=41

Iixed patients
N=2

In specific pt. cases
M=5
(N=2%)

Schizophrenia only
N=1

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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Other: Safety of clozapine

Other: Timeliness of clozapine

Other: Drug attitude inventory (DAI)

Other: Monitoring

Other: Compliance

Utility of /preference for a clozapine facilitating intervention

Preference for clozapine compared to other AP

Sub-categories of perspectives

Treatment satisfaction
Perceived efficacy of treatment

Perceived burden of treatment

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36

Number of studies exploring each sub-category

Figure 3.a. The distribution of explored sub-categories of perspectives in studies on patient perspectives on active/ongoing
clozapine treatment (N= 45).

Utility of education to enhance patient attitudes

Utility of intervention with glycopyrrolate

Utility of shared care

Utility of clozapine clinics

Categories of interventions

Utility of POC devices for hematological monitoring

o

1 2 3

Number of studies mentioning each category

D

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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Withdrawal of clozapine from the market

Lack of compliance

Clinical relapse

Lack of efficacy

Categories of reasons

Adverse effects

o

1 2 3

Number of studies mentioning each category

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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Perceived burden of treatment

Perceived efficacy of treatment

Sub-categories of persepctives

Reason for treatment refusal

o
[
N

Number of studies exploring each sub-category

Figure 5. Distribution of explored sub-categories of perspectives in studies on patient perspectives on clozapine commencement (N=3).
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Other: clinician vs patient perspectives
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Other: willingness to prescribe clozapine
Other: experience
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Other: confidence/comfort with treating
Other: knowledge

Treatment satisfaction
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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).

Utility of community phlebotomy service

Utility of shared care

Utility of training as a facilitator

Utility of IM injections as a clozapine facilitator

Utility of enforced venepuncture

Utility of community pharmacies to dispense clozapine

Utility of POC devices for hematological monitoring

Categories of interventions
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o
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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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Other reasons

Concomitant medical iliness
Logistics

Substance abuse

Death

Adverse side effects

Categories of reasons

Non-compliance with clozapine
Patient's refusal to take clozapine and/or bloodwork

No/ poor response

o
=
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Figure 7. Distribution of categories of reasons for discontinuation mentioned in studies on clinician
perspectives on clozapine discontinuation (N=5).



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

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.29.24303563; this version posted March 2, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Sub-categories of perspectives

Other: clinical practice

Other: reason for inpatient initiation

Other: safety of outpatient initiation

Other: reason for prescribing

Perceived efficacy of treatment

Other: indications for clozapine prescribing
Reason for treatment refusal

Reason for treatment withholding

Other: confidence in initiating clozapine
Preference for clozapine compared to other APs
Other: clinical practice

Utility of /preference for a clozapine facilitating intervention
Barriers to treatment
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Number of studies exploring each sub-category

Figure 8.a Distribution of explored sub-categories of perspectives in studies on clinicians’ perspectives on
clozapine initiation (N=46).
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Concerns about poor medication adherence
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Concerns about adverse side effects
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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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Ambulant/home initiations

Passive dissemination of practise guidelines
Enforced venepuncture

IM Clozapine for reluctant patients

More beds for inpatient initiation

More time for outpatient initiations

Access to specialty consults for AEs
Provision of transportation to patients
Community phlebotomy service

Fewer blood test

Less administration

Categories of interventions

Initiation at day hospitals

Extra staff

POC devices for hematological monitoring
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o
=

2 3 4 5

(&)

Number of studies mentioning each intervention

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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Expected patient refusal

Previously failed clozapine trials

Categories of reasons

Risks outweighs benefits
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Figure. 8.d. Distribution of reasons for treatment withholding mentioned in studies on clinicians’
perspectives on clozapine initiation (N=5).
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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.

lor2

attitude/

attitude assessment/

exp satisfaction/

(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.

~N o o1k~ Ww

8 4or50r6or7

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 9or10orl1lori2ori3orl4orl5

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 or18o0r 19 or 20 or 21

23 exp medication compliance/ or exp patient compliance/

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

25 23 0r 24

26 8and 16

27 26 or 22 or 25

28 3and 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 article?.


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

Table 2. Included studies

Authors (year)

Agarwal et al. (2017)

Angermeyer et al. (2001)

Balestrieri et al. (2009)

Bowen (1992)

Garcia Cabeza et al. (2000)

Castle et al. (2002)

Dickens et al. (2016)

Freudenreich et al. (2004)

Frogley (2013)

Gee et al. (2017)

Gray et al. (1996)

Jenkins et al. (2005)

Kaar et al. (2019)

Kim et al. (2006)

Krzystanek et al. (2019)

Kuroda et al. (2008)

Study reference

Title

Patient's perspective of Clozapine

Patients' and relatives' assessment of
clozapine treatment

Drug attitude and subjective well-being
in antipsychotic treatment monotherapy
in real-world settings

Obtaining consent for treatment with
clozapine

Subjective response to antipsychotics in
schizophrenic patients: clinical
implications and related factors
Antipsychotic use in Australia: the
patients' perspective

Experiences of women in secure care
who have been prescribed clozapine for
borderline personality disorder
Attitudes of Schizophrenia Outpatients
Toward Psychiatric Medications:
Relationship to Clinical Variables and
Insight

A case series of clozapine for borderline
personality disorder

Patient attitudes to clozapine initiation

Health education needs of people with
schizophrenia taking clozapine
Subjective Experience of Recovery from
Schizophrenia-Related Disorders and
Atypical Antipsychotics

Making decisions about antipsychotics: a
qualitative study of patient experience
and the development of a decision aid
Subjective response to clozapine and
risperidone treatment in outpatients
with schizophrenia

Risk factors for noncompliance with
antipsychotic medication in long-term
treated chronic schizophrenia patients
Attitudes toward taking medication
among outpatients with schizophrenia:
cross-national comparison between
Tokyo and Beijing

Country of origin

India

Germany

Italy

England

Spain

Australia

Scotland

England

England

England

US.A.

England

South Korea

Poland

Japan & China

Type of literature

Abstract

Article

Article

Short communication

Article

Article

Short communication

Article

Article

Article

Short communication

Article

Article

Article

Article

Article

Merged with

Methodology

Quantitative

Qualitative

Quantitative

Quantitative

Quantitative

Quantitative

Qualitative

Quantitative

Qualitative and
quantitative

Quantitative

Quantitative

Qualitative

Qualitative

Quantitative

Quantitative

Quantitative

Perspectives
belong to
Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Patients

Participant
sub-group
Unclear

Schizophrenia
patients only
Patients of
mixed
diagnoses
Schizophrenia
patients only
Schizophrenia
patients only

Patients of
mixed
diagnoses
Non-
schizophrenia
patients only
Schizophrenia
patients only

Non-
schizophrenia
patients only
Patients of
mixed
diagnoses
Schizophrenia
patients only
Patients of
mixed
diagnoses
Patients of
mixed
diagnoses
Schizophrenia
patients only

Schizophrenia
patients only

Patients of
mixed
diagnoses

Selected data items

Category of
perspective
Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Initiation

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Initiation

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Active clozapine

Case-specific/
in general
Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific

Specific
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Leijala et al. (2021)

Lewis et al. (2006)

Li et al. (2015)

Lindstrom (1988)

Man et al. (2017)

McAllister & Chatterton
(1996)
Munro et al. (2000)

Murphy et al. (2018)

Naber et al. (2005)

Nielsen et al. (2012)

Nordon et al. (2012)

Paruk & Roojee (2018)

Qurashi et al. (2015)

Sharma et al. (2021)

Daily functioning and symptom factors
contributing to attitudes toward
antipsychotic treatment and treatment
adherence in outpatients with
schizophrenia spectrum disorders
Randomized Controlled Trial of Effect of
Prescription of Clozapine Versus Other
Second-Generation Antipsychotic Drugs
in Resistant Schizophrenia

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)

The effect of long-term treatment with
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