medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.13.243154109; this version posted October 14, 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(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

DBT-ST FOR SMOKING ANDSMAREHERC'S endrPIEER PG ME WL International license . 1

Dialectical Behavior Therapy Skills Training as a Brief Intervention for Cigarette Smoking by Patients

with Cancer: A Scoping Review and Narrative Synthesis of Related Literature

Marcia H. McCall,! Charlotte T. Boyd,? Nicole D. Kerr,® Stephanie S. Daniel® and Erin L. Sutfin*

"Department of Psychiatry and Behavior Medicine, Wake Forest University School of Medicine

2Department of Family and Community Medicine, Wake Forest University School of Medicine

3Department of Counseling, Wake Forest University

“Department of Social Sciences and Health Policy, Division of Public Health Sciences, Wake Forest University
School of Medicine

Author Note

Marcia H. McCall “* https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4206-1648

We have no known conflicts of interest to disclose

Correspondence concerning this article should be addressed to: Marcia H. McCall, Department of Psychiatry &
Behavioral Medicine, Wake Forest University School of Medicine, Medical Center Boulevard, Winston-Salem,

NC 27157. Email: mmccall@wakehealth.edu

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.13.24315419
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.13.243154109; this version posted October 14, 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(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

DBT-ST FOR SMOKING ANDSMAREHERC'S endrPIEER PG ME WL International license . 2
Abstract

Objective: Novel behavioral interventions are needed for patients with cancer who smoke cigarettes. Standard
tobacco treatment may not effectively address the psychological distress and/or emotion dysregulation that makes
quitting smoking difficult for many patients. Dialectical Behavior Therapy — Skills Training (DBT-ST) has
demonstrated efficacy as a brief intervention for managing emotions and stress across varied populations, but has
not been adapted for patients with cancer who smoke. To determine its suitability for this population, we
conducted a scoping review of brief DBT-ST with similar populations: people with substance use, breast cancer,
or emotion dysregulation.

Methods: We followed PRISMA-ScR (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses
extension for Scoping Reviews) guidelines. Studies were restricted to English-language publications of DBT-ST
as a brief intervention of 20 or fewer sessions. We found 26 publications representing 23 research studies,
extracted study details, and narratively synthesized the results.

Results: The 23 studies included 12 quasi-experimental designs, seven pilot randomized controlled trials (RCTs),
and four RCTs. All studies found at least one improvement in a main outcome following DBT-ST intervention,
with results maintained at follow-up. Qualitative outcomes indicated high satisfaction with DBT-ST and good
retention. Studies recruited diverse participants, with some far exceeding population averages. Over half of studies
included only females or males. We found considerable heterogeneity across studies in intervention design,
testing, and measurement.

Conclusion: DBT-ST as a brief intervention for people with substance use, cancer, or emotion dysregulation

demonstrates sufficient positive outcomes to adapt this approach for patients with cancer who smoke cigarettes.

Keywords: brief intervention, cancer, coping skills, Dialectical Behavior Therapy, emotional regulation,

psychological distress, smoking, smoking cessation
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Dialectical Behavior Therapy Skills Training as a Brief Intervention for Cigarette Smoking by Patients

with Cancer: A Scoping Review and Narrative Synthesis of Related Literature

Background
Rationale

Patients with cancer who smoke cigarettes experience more treatment failures and complications and are
less likely to survive cancer than patients who stop smoking or have never smoked."* In contrast, the benefits of
not smoking during or after cancer treatment are well-established, among them improved survival, better surgical
outcomes, lower likelihood of recurrence or new tumor sites, less fatigue, better cognitive processing, and
increased psychological well-being compared to continuing to smoke.>* Although a cancer diagnosis can be a
catalyst for addressing smoking, 12.7% of patients with cancer continue to smoke cigarettes.>

The standard of care tobacco counseling recommended for patients with cancer employs motivational and
behavioral strategies to help patients manage withdrawal, plan for situations that may trigger the desire to smoke,
connect their motivation to quit with their values and goals, and build confidence to quit.” However, tobacco
counseling is often ineffective with these patients, for whom smoking can be a chronic, relapsing addiction.®’
The unique psychological mechanisms of patients with cancer may explain the failure of tobacco counseling to
help them change smoking behaviors. First, for people who smoke cigarettes at the high levels causing cancer,
smoking is a tenacious, entrenched habit usually functioning as a primary coping mechanism for managing life
stress and negative emotions.!®!! Smoking provides relaxation and comfort (in part by relieving nicotine cravings)
during disruptive life events such as cancer diagnosis and treatment. Second, patients with cancer who smoke are
more likely to have experienced persistent childhood trauma, a strong predictor of both heavy smoking and cancer,
with rates disproportionately higher among patients who are Black or Latine.'>"'® Childhood traumatic
experiences frequently contribute to distress intolerance and emotion dysregulation that may be worsened by the
added burden of dealing with cancer.!*!>!® Emotion dysregulation is a trans-diagnostic destabilizing dynamic for
people with psychological distress, including patients with cancer.!”2° Third, having cancer and undergoing

treatment may induce or exacerbate stress, anxiety, depression, hopelessness, and fatalistic beliefs.!®!!2! These
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negative affect states predict a lower likelihood of quit attempts,?! whereas the ability to tolerate stress increases
the likelihood of quitting smoking and remaining smoke free for at least one year.??> Behavioral interventions
addressing the psychological concerns of patients with cancer who smoke are critically needed.?

Substantial evidence supports that standard of care tobacco counseling methods have been less effective
for patients who continue to smoke following cancer diagnoses.® A promising behavioral counseling alternative
for this patient population is Dialectical Behavior Therapy (DBT), an evidence-based psychotherapeutic approach
developed specifically for people needing help managing stress and negative emotions. Dialectic means the
synthesis of opposites. In DBT, the dialectic is the synthesis of change in emotions and relationships and
acceptance of distress and self.?* DBT emerged in the late 1970’s as an effective treatment for people with
borderline personality disorder (BPD), characterized by emotional volatility, low stress tolerance, and suicidal
ideation, following the failure of cognitive-behavioral therapy to improve this condition.?> As with smoking and
cancer, pervasive childhood trauma strongly predicts BPD.?® DBT helps people with BPD and other conditions,
such as eating disorders, gain proficiency in distress tolerance, emotion regulation, interpersonal effectiveness,

5

and mindfulness.”> DBT can be tailored for greater acceptability by patients from varied cultural

backgrounds.?>?7-28

The full DBT program involves one to two years of weekly group meetings, individual therapy sessions,
and telephone counseling, facilitated by trained behavioral health clinicians.?® This structure limits access for
many people who might benefit from DBT, such as patients with cancer. Accordingly, during the past two
decades, researchers developed and tested brief DBT interventions as short as four sessions using content and
processes from DBT’s central component, Skills Training (DBT-ST). These DBT-ST adaptations provided
effective brief treatments for populations similar to patients with cancer who smoke, including people with
substance use disorders, patients with breast cancer experiencing psychosocial stress, and people with emotion
dysregulation,2”-2%-34
Objective

A review of brief DBT-ST interventions (20 or fewer sessions) has not been conducted but could yield

valuable information regarding intervention design and efficacy across populations. For emerging and evolving
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areas, a scoping review is appropriate to map the literature and to identify gaps for future direction.®> Accordingly,
we conducted a scoping review to locate, examine, and narratively synthesize studies of DBT-ST adaptations as
brief interventions for adult populations with substance use disorders, breast cancer and psychosocial stress, and
emotion dysregulation, in consideration of potentially adapting DBT-ST for patients with cancer who smoke
cigarettes.
Methods

We conducted a scoping literature review following PRISMA-ScR (Preferred Reporting Items for
Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for Scoping Reviews) guidelines to locate studies of DBT-ST
adapted as brief interventions for the selected populations.*¢
Eligibility Criteria

We included peer-reviewed journal articles of DBT-ST as a standalone brief intervention, delivered to
individuals and/or to groups of adults (aged 18 and older) in any outpatient or community setting. Our conditions
of interest — to align with our target population of patients with cancer who smoke cigarettes — were substance
use disorders, cancer diagnoses, and emotion dysregulation. We excluded studies of DBT-ST for people
diagnosed with personality, behavioral, or attention disorders; with serious mental illnesses such as bipolar
disorder; or with suicidal or non-suicidal self-injury behaviors. We included any quantitative or mixed-methods
research design that reported patient- or group-level outcomes. Interventions needed to be sufficiently described
to determine whether formal DBT skills training had occurred. To align with the number of sessions potentially
feasible for patients with cancer, we included DBT-ST interventions of no more than 20 sessions. Studies with
concurrent wraparound DBT components — telephone calls, individual therapy — were excluded, but studies with
non-DBT components (usually specific to the population, e.g., case management for justice-involved veterans)
were included. We required full text availability and publication in the English language. Studies were not
restricted by date or country of origin.
Information Sources, Searches, and Selection of Studies

In March and April 2024, we searched the CINAHL, ProQuest Psychology, PsycINFO, and PubMed

databases, as well as Google Scholar. We searched all fields using the keywords Dialectical Behavior Therapy,
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cancer, emotion dysregulation, and substance use and their variants. For example, our PubMed search syntax was
("dialectical behavior therapy"[All Fields]) AND (("cancer"[All Fields]) OR ("emotion dysregulation"[All
Fields]) OR ("substance use"[All Fields])). Eligibility criteria and search results were uploaded to Covidence, a
web-based collaboration software platform that streamlines the production of systematic and other literature
reviews.?’ Three reviewers (MM, CB, NK) examined titles and abstracts generated from each database to locate
studies meeting eligibility criteria, with agreement by two reviewers sufficient to advance a publication to full-
text review. We conducted full-text review, requiring agreement by all three reviewers for study inclusion.
Differences were resolved during four consecutive weekly meetings of the three reviewers. To locate studies
missed by the search process, we examined reference lists of studies meeting inclusion criteria and of DBT
literature reviews found during the searches, again requiring agreement by all three reviewers for study inclusion.
Data Charting, Items, and Synthesis

We performed data extraction and charting directly from publications to Microsoft Excel tables. We
extracted research design; study location; population including demographic characteristics and condition(s)
under study; specifics about the intervention and comparison conditions such as number of sessions and DBT-ST
topics addressed; measures; and individual- and/or group-level outcomes. As most studies were quasi-
experimental or pilot studies, we did not conduct critical appraisal of studies. We performed a narrative synthesis
of the extracted results.
Results

After screening the titles and abstracts of 2738 publications and performing full text review of 50 studies,
we located 26 publications that met our inclusion criteria, representing 23 unique studies with four publications
from a single pilot RCT 393840 (see Figure 1. PRISMA 2020 flow diagram). Data results are presented in Table
1. Research Design, Population, Intervention, and Outcomes, followed by our narrative synthesis of the data.

Figure 1. PRISMA 2020 Flow Diagram
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Identification

Included

ProQuest Psychology (n = 1722)
CINAHL (n = 1020)

PsycINFO (n = 362)

PubMed (n = 140)

Studies from databases/registers (n = 3244)

References from citation searching (n = 4)

Duplicate references removed (n = 510)

\ 4
Studies screened (n = 2738) —>| Studies excluded (n = 2688)
Studies sought for retrieval (n = 50) —>{ Studies not retrieved (n = 0)
Studies assessed for eligibility (n = 50) —>1 Studies excluded (n = 24)

\ 4

Not in English (n=1)

Wrong study design (n= 1)
Wrong patient population (n = 5)
Wrong setting (n = 4)

Wrong intervention (n = 13)

Studies included in review (n = 26)

Table 1. Research Design, Population, Intervention, and Outcomes

Article, Research
Design, Country

Population, Condition,
Demographics

Intervention, Comparison

Primary Outcomes

Cancer

Anderson et al.
(2013)

Quasi-
experimental

United States
(Wisconsin)

N=14
100% completion rate
(implied)

Breast cancer

100% female
Race/ethnicity not
reported

Age range: 37 - 64

DBT-ST individual and group
sessions, pre-post, no comparison

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST sessions: 8 (session
length not reported)

Pre vs. post: improvement in distress level (p<.001)

Participants reported qualitative improvement in insight
and behavior including ability to cope, recognize stress
triggers and use skills
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Article, Research
Design, Country

Population, Condition,
Demographics

Intervention, Comparison

Primary Outcomes

Faraj (2015)

N=30
# Non-completers not

DBT-ST group vs. treatment-as-
usual

DBT-ST vs. treatment as usual: improvements in distress
level (p<.001); coefficient of determination - 48.9% of

Iran (Isfahan

Generalized anxiety

DBT-ST and CBT sessions: 16 x
60 minutes each

Pilot RCT reported reduction in distress is explained by intervention
DBT-ST modules: all
Iran (Tehran) Breast cancer DBT-ST vs. treatment as usual: improvements in life
DBT-ST sessions: 10 x 90 minutes | expectancy given cancer (p=.023); coefficient of
100% female each determination - 17.6% of increase in life expectancy is
Race/ethnicity and age explained by intervention
not reported
Emotion Dysregulation
Afshari & Hazani N=068 DBT-ST group vs. CBT group DBT-ST and CBT: improvements in emotion regulation,
(2020) Completed case analysis mindfulness, depression and anxiety (p<.05), maintained
N =63 (32 DBT, 31 DBT-ST modules: all at 3-month follow-up, with greater improvements for
RCT CBT) emotion regulation and mindfulness in the DBT-ST group

and for depression and anxiety in the CBT group

Iran (Fars)

Generalized anxiety
disorder

0% female
Race/ethnicity not
reported

Age range: 20-30

DBT-ST sessions: 10 x 90 minutes
each

province) disorder
59% female
100% White
Age range: 18 - 45
Babaheydarietal. | N=40 DBT-ST group vs. waitlist control | DBT-ST vs. control: improvements in emotion regulation
(2024) 100% completion rate and anxiety (p <.0001) maintained at 3-month follow-up.
(implied) DBT-ST modules: all Improvements consistent across all subscales of emotion
RCT regulation instrument.

United States
(Massachusetts)

Treatment-resistant
depression

75% female
83% White, 17% other
M age=41.8

DBT-ST sessions: 16 x 90 minutes
each

Davarani & N=20 DBT-ST group, pre-post vs. DBT-ST vs. control: improvements in six of seven
Heydarinasab 100% completion rate treatment-as-usual emotion regulation subscales (p <.01) except for
(2019) (implied) "carrying out purposeful behavior"
DBT-ST modules: all

Quasi- Emotion dysregulation
experimental DBT-ST sessions: 8 x 120 minutes

100% female
Iran (Tehran) Race/ethnicity not

reported

M age: 21.5 (SD 2.5)

Age range: 18-25
Harley et al. N=24 DBT-ST group vs. waitlist control | DBT-ST vs. waitlist: improvement in depressive
(2008) Completed case analysis symptoms - clinician-rated symptoms (p<.05, d=1.45)

N=19 (10 DBT-ST, 9 DBT-ST modules: all and self-report symptoms (p<.01, d=1.31), both
Pilot RCT waitlist) maintained at 6-month follow-up (but only 8 participants

included in follow-up)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.13.24315419
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.13.243154109; this version posted October 14, 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.

DBT-ST FOR SMOKING ANDSMAREHERC'S endrPIEER PG ME WL International license .

Article, Research
Design, Country

Population, Condition,
Demographics

Intervention, Comparison

Primary Outcomes

Khodabakhshi-
Koolaee et al.
(2024)

N=30
100% completion rate

Emotion dysregulation

DBT-ST group vs. treatment-as-
usual

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST vs. control: improvements in emotion regulation
(p=.001, np 2=.357) and death anxiety (p=.0001, #p
2=.531). Follow-up not possible due to COVID-19
restrictions

Quasi- and death anxiety
experimental DBT-ST sessions: 10 x 70-75
100% female minutes each
Iran (Tehran) Race/ethnicity not
reported
M age=63.01 (SD 3.16),
age range 60-75
Lee & Arora N=59 DBT-ST group vs. treatment-as- Pre vs. post: improvements in emotion regulation
(2022) 92% completion rate usual (p<.001, d=-0.66), mindfulness (p<.001, d=0.54), overall
(attending at least 75% distress (p=.005, d=-0.41), and resilience (p<.001,
Quasi- of sessions DBT-ST modules: distress d=0.70)
experimental tolerance, emotion regulation,

United States
(Maryland)

Mental health disorders
- anxiety, depression,
eating

75% female

23.7% Black, 5.1%
Hispanic/Latine, 45.8%
White, 15.3% Asian,
10.2% multiracial

M age=21.3 (SD 2.95),
age range 18-31

mindfulness

DBT-ST sessions: 4 x 90 minutes
each

Outcomes continued to improve at 1-month and 3-month
follow-up, but follow-up rates were modest (29% and
22%, respectively)

Qualitative evaluation of acceptability: 92% attended at
least 3 of 4 sessions, 93% gained useful skills, 91% were
better able to cope, and 70% saw symptoms decrease

Neacsiu et al.
(2014)

Pilot RCT

United States
(Washington)

N=48
ITT analysis with N=44

Emotion dysregulation

66% female

7% Hispanic/Latine,
93% White

M age: 35.6 (SD 12.4),
age range 19-70

DBT-ST group vs. activities-based
support group, with rolling
admissions at weeks 1, 2, and 9

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST and support group
sessions: 16 x 2 hours

DBT-ST vs. support group: improvements in emotion
regulation for both groups, but DBT-ST improved more
rapidly (d=1.86), with skill use frequency (d=1.02)
explaining 62.3% of change in emotion regulation

DBT-ST vs. support group: greater decrease in anxiety
(d=1.37) with skills use explaining 47.6% of change, but
no difference for depression (¢=0.73)

Feasibility: difference in dropout rates between groups
not significant. DBT-ST participants more likely to
attribute improvements in depression and anxiety to
DBT-ST vs. support group participants to group activities

(p<.01)

Neacsiu et al.
(2018)

Pilot RCT

Secondary analysis
of Neacsiu et al.

(2014)

United States
(Washington)

N=48
ITT analysis with N=44

Emotion dysregulation
in anger, shame, disgust

66% female

7% Hispanic/Latine,
93% White

M age: 35.6 (SD 12.4),
age range 19-70

DBT-ST group vs. activities-based
support group, with rolling
admissions at weeks 1, 2, and 9

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST and support group
sessions: 16 x 2 hours

DBT-ST vs. support group: improvements in anger
suppression (p<.001, d=0.93) and distress (p<.001,
d=1.04), indirectly mediated by improvements in emotion
regulation

DBT-ST and support group: both treatments reduced
shame and disgust, and neither treatment affected anger
expression
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Article, Research

Population, Condition,

Intervention, Comparison

Primary Outcomes

Secondary analysis
of Neacsiu et al.
(2014)

United States
(Washington)

Emotion dysregulation

68% female

5% Hispanic/Latine,
95% White

M age: 31.7 (SD 8.95)

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST and support group
sessions: 16 x 2 hours

Design, Country Demographics
Southward, Eberle, | N=19 DBT-ST group vs. activities-based | Pre vs. post: improvements in skills use (M weekly
& Neacsiu (2022) support group, with rolling increase=0.14 skills, 95% CI [.10, .18], p<0.01). More
ITT analysis (original admissions at weeks 1, 2, and 9 skills were used on days with greater stress and anxiety
Pilot RCT N=24) (p<0.01), which predicted next-day decreases in stress

and anxiety (p<0.01). Higher effectiveness of skills use
reported when experiencing intense negative affect
(p<0.01)

Pre vs. post: no improvement in self-reported effective
use of DBT-ST skills or in anxiety, depression, or stress

Wyatt et al. (2022)

Pilot RCT
Secondary analysis
of Neacsiu et al.
(2014)

United States
(Washington)

N=48
ITT analysis with N=44

Emotion dysregulation

66% female

7% Hispanic/Latine,
93% White

M age: 35.6 (SD 12.4),
age range 19-70

DBT-ST group vs. activities-based
support group, with rolling
admissions at weeks 1, 2, and 9

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST and support group
sessions: 16 x 2 hours

Within-person: at each time point, lower emotion
dysregulation predicted by greater skills use (B=-0.52,
p<0.001), mindfulness (B=-0.72, p<.001), and perceived
control (B=-0.19, p<.001). Results did not hold across
time points, nor did between-person variability mediate
the effects

Rivzi & Steffel
(2014)

Quasi-
experimental

United States
(New Jersey)

N=24
ITT analysis with 3 non-
completers

Emotion dysregulation

88% female

12% Black, 71% White,
17% Asian

Age range: 18 - 29

DBT-ST emotion regulation +
mindfulness group vs. DBT-ST
emotion regulation-only group

DBT-ST modules: emotion
regulation, mindfulness

DBT-ST sessions: 8 x 2 hours

DBT-ST emotion regulation + mindfulness group vs.
DBT-ST emotion regulation group: no significant
differences between groups

Pre-post combined groups: significant improvements in
emotion regulation (p<.001), stress (p<.001), mindfulness
(p<.001), positive affect (p<.001), negative affect
(p<.001), and DBT skills use (p<.001)

Robins, Roberts, &
Sarris (2018)

Quasi-
experimental

Australia (South
Australia, Victoria)

N="74

Intervention (N=17)
100% completion,
control (N=57) 65%
completion

ITT analysis with 3 non-
completers

Psychological distress
and burnout

Across groups:
93%-94% female

12% Black, 71% White,
17% Asian

M age=30.84-31.53 (SD
6.37,6.60), age range
23-52

DBT-ST group vs. treatment-as-
usual

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST sessions: 8 x 2 hours

DBT-ST vs. control: improvements in psychological
distress (p=0.000, d=-1.68, 95% CI [-0.99, -2.32]),
emotional stability (p=0.022, d=-0.71, 95% CI [-0.10, -
1.30]), and mindfulness (p=0.001, d=1.39, 95% CI[0.72,
2.01]), with outcomes maintained at 6-month follow-up

Qualitative results found 94.5% of DBT-ST group found
skills and group useful and would recommend to others,
with themes supporting increased wellbeing,

effectiveness of group structure, and usefulness of skills.
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Article, Research
Design, Country

Population, Condition,
Demographics

Intervention, Comparison

Primary Outcomes

Shojaei-Fadafen,
Jajarmi, &
Mahdian (2022)

Quasi-
experimental

Iran (North
Khorasan)

N=30

Psychological distress
and depression

100% female
Race/ethnicity not
reported

Most frequent age
range=30-39 (67%)

DBT-ST group vs. waitlist control

DBT-ST modules: distress
tolerance, emotion regulation,
mindfulness

DBT-ST sessions: 8 x 90 minutes
each

DBT-ST vs. control: improvements in depression
(p=0.001), irrational beliefs (p=0.003), and psychological
wellbeing (p=0.002), with outcomes maintained at 3-
month follow-up

Uliaszek et al.
(2015)

Pilot RCT

Canada (Ontario)

N=54
ITT analysis with 19
non-completers

Emotion dysregulation

78% female

9% Black, 6%
Hispanic/Latine, 28%
White, 4% multiracial,
15% other

M age: 22.1 (SD 4.8) -
22.3 (SD 5.3) across
groups

DBT-ST group vs. positive
psychotherapy group

DBT-ST modules: all
DBT-ST sessions: 12 x 2 hours

(some groups 11 sessions due to
snow closures)

DBT-ST vs. positive psychotherapy: no significant
between-group differences

Pre-post within groups: medium-to-large effect sizes for
DBT-ST group (distress tolerance d=.71, emotion
regulation d=1.16, mindfulness ¢=1.07) and small-to-
medium effect sizes for positive psychotherapy group
(distress tolerance d=.38, emotion regulation d=.36,
mindfulness d=.53)

Acceptability: lower dropout rates for DBT-ST vs.
positive psychotherapy. Average number of groups
attended out of 12 for DBT-ST 9.04 (SD 2.55) and for
positive psychotherapy 5.31 (SD 3.21). Working alliance
inventory scores increased for both groups, with larger
effect size for DBT-ST (4=0.83) vs. positive psychology
(d=0.69)

Wieczorek et al.
(2021)

Quasi-
experimental

Australia (Sydney)

N=62
ITT analysis with 21
non-completers

Emotion dysregulation

70% female completers
(n=33), 91% female
non-completers (n=21)
Race/ethnicity not
reported

M age: 33 (SD 11.5)
completers, 37 (SD
14.2) non-completers

DBT-ST groups, pre-post, no
comparison

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST sessions: 15 x 2.5 hours
(3 groups), 12 x 2.5 hours (4
groups), 11 x 2.5 hours (1 group,
which omitted interpersonal
effectiveness)

Pre vs. post: improvements in psychological distress
(d=0.851, p<.001), days with disability/functional
impairment (d=0.638, p<.001), depression (d=0.605,
p<.001), and DBT skills use (¢=0.772, p <.001)

Substance Use

Azizi et al. (2010)
Pilot RCT

Iran (Tehran)

N=39
Competed case analysis
N=38

Opioid use disorder

0% Female
Race/ethnicity not
reported

M age: 25.6 - 27.7
across groups

DBT-ST group vs. CBT group vs.
medication only

DBT-ST modules: emotion
regulation, mindfulness

DBT-ST and CBT sessions: 10 x
90 minutes each

DBT-ST and CBT vs. control: improvements in distress
tolerance, emotion regulation, and drug use (p<.05),
higher medication compliance (X>=17.71, p<.05), and
longer duration in treatment (F=28.34, p<.01)

DBT-ST vs. CBT: improvements in distress tolerance and
emotion regulation (p<.05)

DBT-ST vs. CBT and control: improvements in relapse
prevention (vs. CBT p<.05, vs. medication p<.01).
Relapse rates for DBT-ST- 23%, CBT - 31%, control -
67%.
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Article, Research | Population, Condition, Intervention, Comparison Primary Outcomes
Design, Country Demographics
Basereh, N=175 DBT-ST group vs. Structured DBT-ST and SMT vs. control: improvements in quitting

Safarzadeh, &
Hooman (2022)

RCT

Iran (Khuzestan)

# Non-completers not
reported

Stimulant drug use
disorder

Gender and
race/ethnicity not
reported

M age: 34.3 (SD 5.5) -
35.2 (8D 6.8) across
groups

Matrix Treatment (Matrix
Institute, CA, US) vs. medication
only

DBT-ST modules: distress
tolerance, emotion regulation,
mindfulness

DBT-ST sessions: 8 x 90 minutes
each
Matrix sessions: 14 x 90 minutes
each

self-efficacy, distress tolerance, and mindfulness (p<.001)

DBT-ST vs. SMT: improvements in distress tolerance
(p=.02). No differences in quitting self-efficacy and
mindfulness

Cooperman et al.
(2019)

Quasi-
experimental

United States
(New Jersey)

N=7
100% completion rate

Opioid use disorder,
smoking

100% female

14% Hispanic/Latine,
86% White

M age: 39 (SD 14)

DBT group, pre-post, no
comparison

DBT-ST modules: distress
tolerance, emotion regulation,
mindfulness

DBT modified for smoking
cessation and drug relapse
prevention as "DBT-Quit"

DBT sessions: 12 x 90 minutes
each

Pre vs. post: smoked fewer cigarettes per day (p<.05),
with lower CO levels (p<.05) and reduced nicotine
dependence (p<.05)

Pre vs. post: no significant differences in emotion
regulation, distress tolerance, or mindfulness skills

Edwards et al.
(2022)

Quasi-
experimental

United States
(New York)

N=13

Excludes 2 dropouts
prior to study
commencement

Substance use disorders,
justice-involved

0% female

54% Black, 38%
Hispanic/Latine, 8%
White

M age: 44.4 (SD 11.5)

DBT-ST group, pre-post, no
comparison

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST modified as DBT-J to
include case management and
criminal risk reduction for justice-
involved veterans

DBT-ST sessions: 16 x 60-90
minutes each

Feasibility: Recruitment - 13 of 18 (72%) of potential
participants approached successfully enrolled in program;
Attendance/Retention - 10 of 13 (77%) completed
program; Treatment Fidelity (adherence to treatment
manual) M=4.8/5 (SD 0.65)

Acceptability: Post-treatment, participants rated
intervention M=22.14 (SD 3.76) out of 25; Providers
rated intervention as helpful (4/=4.8/5), beneficial to
patients (M=4.8/5), and relevant (M=4.6/5)

Qualitative feedback from participants: appreciation of
new skills, benefits of group setting, appreciation for
providers, personal validation

Edwards et al.
(2023)

Quasi-
experimental

United States

N=20
Non-completers = 3

Substance use disorders,
justice-involved

5% female

DBT-ST group, pre-post, no
comparison

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST modified as DBT-J to
include case management and
criminal risk reduction for justice-

Pre vs. post: improvement in psychological distress (d=-
0.46), maintained at 1-month follow-up

Pre vs. post: reduction in alcohol use (d=-0.88) and non-
alcohol substance use (d=-0.41), both maintained at 1-
month follow-up

Iran (Khorasan)

Drug use disorders

100% female
Race/ethnicity not
reported

M age: 29 (SD 6.8)

(New York) 55% Black, 30% involved veterans
Hispanic/Latine, 15%
White DBT-ST sessions: 16 x 60-90
Age not reported minutes each
Nadimi & Pishgar | N=30 DBT-ST group vs. treatment-as- DBT-ST vs. treatment as usual: improvements in distress
(2015) # Non-completers not usual tolerance (p=0.000), with results maintained at 2-month
reported follow-up
Pilot RCT DBT-ST modules: emotion

regulation, interpersonal
effectiveness, mindfulness

DBT-ST sessions: 20 x 90 minutes
each

Pre vs. post for DBT-ST group: improvements in all
distress tolerance subscales (Tolerance, Attraction,
Assessment, Regulation) (p<.001). No significant
changes in subscales for treatment as usual group
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Article, Research
Design, Country

Population, Condition,
Demographics

Intervention, Comparison

Primary Outcomes

Nyamathi et al.
(2017)

RCT

United States
(California)

N=130
Completed case analysis
N=116

Drug and alcohol use
disorders, unhoused,
justice-involved

100% female

37% - 45% Black, 40%
Hispanic/Latine, 11% -
17% White, 5% - 6%
other across groups

M age: 38.6 (SD 11.3) -
39.1 (SD 11.5) across
groups

Individual and group sessions,
DBT-ST vs. health promotion

DBT-ST modules: all
DBT-ST "corrections-modified"
for parolees/probationers

DBT-ST and health promotion
sessions: 16 x 2 hours

DBT-CM vs. health promotion: larger increase in 6-
month drug use abstinence with urinalysis confirmation
(OR=2.60, 95% CI [1.04, 6.53], p=.04) and on alcohol
abstinence (OR=3.12, 95% CI [1.24, 7.85], p=.02). No
difference for combined drug and alcohol abstinence

Multiple imputation analysis for DBT-CM vs. health
promotion: no significant differences for 6-month
abstinence

Multivariate logistic regression: lower odds of drug use
abstinence for Black, Hispanic/Latine, and other
race/ethnicity vs. White: Black (¢OR=0.05, 95% CI
[0.01.0.50], p=.01), Hispanic/Latine (¢OR=0.08, 95% CI
[0.01.0.74], p=.03), other (aOR=0.05, 95% CI
[0.00.0.64], p=.02)

Rezaie, Afshari, &
Balagabri (2021)

Pilot RCT

Iran (Isfahan)

N=50
ITT analysis with 2 non-
completers

Opioid use disorder

0% female
Race/ethnicity not
reported

M age: 34.1 (SD 5) - 36
(8D 4.1) across groups

DBT-ST + methadone group vs.
medication only

DBT-ST modules: distress
tolerance, emotion regulation,

mindfulness

DBT-ST sessions: 16 x 90 minutes

DBT-ST + methadone vs. methadone only: at 3-month
follow-up, improvements in distress tolerance (»p<0.001),
emotion regulation (»p<0.001), craving (»p<.001), and
depression (p=0.002)

Sahranavard &
Miri (2018)

Quasi-
experimental

Iran (South
Khorasan)

N=30
Substance use disorders

100% female
Race/ethnicity not
reported

M age=34.1, age range:
25-40

DBT-ST group vs. CBT group vs.
waitlist control

DBT-ST modules: all

DBT-ST and CBT sessions: 8 x 90
minutes each

DBT-ST and CBT vs. control: improvements in
depression symptoms for DBT-ST (p<0.001, #p 2=0.86)
and CBT (p<0.001, np 2=0.75)

Study Characteristics

13

Of the 23 unique research studies in this review, 12 were quasi-experimental designs, seven were pilot
RCTs, and four were full RCTs. Given the low number of full RCTs, we did not perform a systematic quality

assessment of studies. Eleven studies were conducted in Iran, nine in the United States, two in Australia, and one

27,41 30,38—

in Canada. The target populations were patients with breast cancer,*’*' people with emotion dysregulation,
4042552 and people with substance use problems.??-31:32:34.33-57 The three Australian and Canadian studies examined
only emotion dysregulation. The Iranian and U.S. studies included all three populations types— breast cancer,
emotion dysregulation and substance use.

Study sample sizes ranged from 7 to 130 participants (M 42.22, SD 27.52). Participant gender was

classified as male/female, with one study not reporting gender **. Over half (59%) of the 22 studies reporting
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gender focused on a single gender. Nine studies included female-only populations and four studies were male-
only. All but one*? of the 11 Iranian studies were single-gender, while the three studies in Australia and Canada
were mixed-gender. The nine U.S. studies included each type, with three single-gender and the rest mixed-gender.
Both breast cancer study samples were female. Three emotion dysregulation studies focused on females and one
study on males. The remaining eight studies of emotion dysregulation had mixed-gender populations that were
predominantly female at 59% - 94% of participants. With one exception among the substance use studies, a study
with 5% female participation °°, study samples were only female (four studies) or only male (three studies).

Ten studies reported race/ethnicity composition — eight studies from the U.S. and one each from Canada
and Iran. Most (80%) of these studies reported non-White participation rates approaching, at, or above national
norms, ranging from 14% to 92% of study samples. Sixteen studies reported mean ages, showing that all but one
study*® were conducted in relatively young populations ranging from mean ages of 21.3 — 44.4 years. Of the 11
studies reporting age ranges, only four included any participants over age 50.27-30:46:49
Intervention Structure

All DBT-ST brief interventions were administered as group sessions, with two studies alternating group
and individual DBT-ST sessions.?”3! The number of sessions ranged from 4 to 20, with an average of 11.65
sessions (SD 4.07). Over half of studies (57%) reported on professions of group facilitators, which included
doctoral and master’s level mental health clinicians and trainees, nurses, and community health workers. Nine of
these studies noted that group facilitators were specifically trained in DBT and/or DBT-ST, with training periods
ranging from 10 hours to 10 days. Facilitator experience leading DBT-ST groups ranged from none to 15 years.
Intervention Content

Two-thirds of studies included all four modules of DBT-ST: mindfulness, emotion regulation, distress

32,34,47,50,56 and one

tolerance, and interpersonal effectiveness. Five studies excluded interpersonal effectiveness
study excluded distress tolerance,?” while retaining the other three modules. The remaining two studies included

emotion regulation and either distress tolerance®® or mindfulness.*® The number of modules covered and

intervention length were unrelated, as all four modules appeared in interventions as short as four weeks.*’
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For intervention development, most studies (87%) drew from DBT training manuals, books, and/or
seminal articles by the DBT founder, Marsha Linehan.?>-8 Three studies did not cite Linehan DBT literature.?’-4657
Of studies that published individual session outlines with their articles, nine appeared to use published DBT-ST
materials with minimal modification, including one study that did not cite the Linehan source material.’” Three
studies adapted DBT-ST to include concepts and materials specific to their populations and created unique names
for these interventions: DBT-Quit for cigarette smoking,*> DBT-J for “Justice”,’*> and DBT-CM for “Case
Management”.3!
Comparison Populations

Eleven studies were pilot or full RCTs with one or two comparison populations per study. Seven of these

RCTs included medication-only,>*3-¢ treatment-as-usual,?>*! or waitlist*** control groups. Other RCT

42,53 30,31,34,51

comparators were cognitive behavioral therapy*~>> and structured programs or educational groups.
Measures

Measurement instruments appearing in studies in this review are shown in Table 2 Measures. Emotion
regulation and mindfulness were measured by at least two different instruments. Distress tolerance was measured
by one instrument. Eight different instruments measured states of psychological distress. Another commonly
appearing measure captured frequencies of DBT skills use. There were no instruments to measure interpersonal
effectiveness, as assessments for this construct have yet to be developed.

The lack of alignment between the outcome measures and the DBT-ST constructs included in individual
studies is notable. All studies included emotion regulation and mindfulness in DBT-ST sessions, but only half

measured emotion regulation and just one-fourth measured mindfulness. Nearly all studies included distress

tolerance in sessions, with only six measuring it.

Table 2. Measures
DBT Target Measure Description Study
Inclusion
DBT Skills DBT Ways of Coping Checklist (DBT-WCCL) 59-item self-report of DBT skills use 30,48,51,52
Use
Distress Distress Tolerance Scale (DTS) 15-item self-report of negative beliefs about feeling 29.32,34,51,53,5
Tolerance distressed or upset 6
Emotion Difficulty in Emotion Regulation Scale (DERS) 36-item self-report of six facets of emotion dysregulation 30-3242-44,46-
Regulation 48,5153
Emotion Emotional Regulation Questionnaire 10-item self-report of habitual use of emotional regulation | ¢
Regulation strategies
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Emotion Positive and Negative Affect Schedule (PANAS- 60-item self-report of higher-order positive and negative 48

Regulation X) emotions

Emotion Emotion Stability Scale from International 20-item self-report of positive and negative emotions 49

Regulation Personality Item Pool

Mindfulness Kentucky Inventory of Mindfulness Skills (KIMS) | 39-item self-report of mindfulness practices (aka Five 32,40,42,47:48,5
Facet Mindfulness Questionnaire) !

Mindfulness Mindful Attention Awareness Scale (MAAS) 15-item self-report of mindful awareness 3449

Psychological | Brief Symptom Inventory-18 (BSI-18) 18-item self-report of psychological distress — 2

Distress somatization, depression, and anxiety

Psychological | Counseling Center Assessment of Psychological 34-item self-report of psychological symptoms in students | 47

Distress Symptoms-34 (CCAPS-34)

Psychological | Depression Anxiety Stress Scales (DASS) 42-item self-report of depression, anxiety, and 2748

Distress stress/tension

Psychological | Distress Scale Visual analog scale self-rating for any type of 2

Distress psychological distress

Psychological | General Health Questionnaire-12 (GHQ-12) 12-item self-report of psychological distress indicative of | 4

Distress mental health concerns

Psychological | General Health Questionnaire-28 (GHQ-28) 28-item self-report of psychological distress indicative of 33

Distress mental health concerns

Psychological | Kessler Psychological Distress Scale (K-10) 10-item self-report of psychological distress over the past 41,52

Distress month

Psychological | Outcome Questionnaire-45 (OC-45) 45-item self-report of problems leading to distress in 30

Distress symptoms, relationships, roles

Primary Outcomes

Results from every study showed a significant positive change in at least one primary outcome associated
with a DBT-ST intervention. The most frequently measured constructs and most common improvements were in
distress tolerance skills and/or psychological distress, reported by 14 studies. Eleven studies measured and found
significant improvements in emotion regulation. Participants in six of eight studies measuring mindfulness
improved these skills. The four studies that tracked substance use, either by self-report or biochemical verification,
found that DBT-ST led to reduced use or abstinence, including for cigarette smoking. Studies examining the
feasibility and/or acceptability of DBT-ST found both, with good recruitment and retention rates and participant
satisfaction with the intervention. Of the eight studies incorporating one- to six-month follow-up periods, all but
one found maintenance or improvement at follow-up in at least one post-treatment outcome.

However, when DBT-ST was compared to another evidence-based treatment, such as cognitive behavioral
therapy or an established substance use treatment program, there were few, if any, between-group differences;
significant differences were limited to changes in DBT constructs, such as emotion regulation and distress
tolerance. Overall, DBT-ST was not found to be inferior to other treatments, but also not clearly superior.

Outcomes by Condition
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Cancer. The DBT-ST interventions in both studies of breast cancer were among the shortest in this review,
at 8 sessions?’ and 10 sessions.*! Both interventions resulted in significant decreases in distress levels, with Faraj*!
finding that the intervention explained nearly 50% of the decrease. Participants in Anderson et al.?’ reported
improved ability to cope, recognize stress triggers, and use DBT-ST skills, while participants in Faraj*! became
more hopeful that they would live longer.

Emotion Dysregulation. In addition to improvements in DBT-related targets such as emotion regulation
and distress tolerance, DBT-ST interventions led to reductions in depression and anxiety in each of the seven
studies that measured one or both conditions. Reductions were maintained for the six studies that followed
participants for one to six months. In the only study of older adults, with mean age 63, Khodabakhshi-Kooleaa et
al.*® found that DBT-ST participants gained abilities to manage emotions and reduced their anxiety about death.
In a study of college students, Lee & Arora*’ succeeded in developing and testing a short 4-week DBT-ST
program. The students were laudatory of the program, with 92% attending at least three of the four sessions and
91% reporting improved ability to cope with adversity, while improving skills in emotion regulation and
mindfulness, increasing resilience, and reducing distress. In Uliaszek et al.,’! DBT-ST was compared to positive
psychotherapy, with the DBT-ST participants noting stronger therapeutic working alliances with facilitators and
lower likelihood of dropping out of treatment. Wieczorek et al.,> who conducted a pre-post examination of eight
“real-world” DBT-ST groups, reported decreases in depression and a decrease in days with functional impairment.

Substance Use. For outcomes specific to substance use, participants reduced drug use, relapses, and
medication non-compliance,’? increased quitting self-efficacy,** and reduced cravings and depression.>® A small
study of women receiving methadone treatment who also smoked cigarettes found that DBT-ST helped them
reduce use from a median of 12 to 2 cigarettes per day.’? Three studies of DBT-ST for substance use were with
justice-involved individuals not in treatment.3!*>5 Nyamathi et al.3! conducted a full RCT with an unhoused,
formerly incarcerated female population engaging in alcohol and drug use. While completed case analysis
(N=116) showed large reductions in substance use at six months, these differences did not hold for multiple
imputation analysis with the entire sample (N=130). In Edwards et al.,>* U.S. veterans rated the DBT-ST

intervention highly, appreciated acquiring new skills, and found comfort and validation in the group setting. In a
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follow-on study, veterans were able to reduce alcohol and drug use as well as psychological distress, changes that
were maintained at one-month follow-up.>
Discussion

We conducted this review to evaluate the suitability of DBT-ST as a brief intervention for cigarette
smoking by patients with cancer. We located and synthesized 26 publications describing 23 unique studies of
DBT-ST in populations similar to our target population, specifically people with substance use problems, people
with difficulties in emotion regulation, and patients with cancer. DBT-ST as a standalone treatment in an
abbreviated format is relatively recent, so many studies were exploratory, with considerable heterogeneity in
intervention design, testing, and measurement. Of the studies reporting race/ethnicity, most recruited diverse
participants, with some studies far exceeding national population averages. All studies found at least one
improvement in a condition or behavior following DBT-ST intervention, with improvements maintained at
follow-up. However, DBT-ST’s superiority when compared to other active group treatments was not established.

Our results are similar to those found by Valentine et al.’® in their review of DBT-ST as a standalone
treatment, which included interventions of greater length and for a wider set of conditions than this review. Their
review of 31 studies found consistent effectiveness for DBT-ST across conditions ranging from depression and
suicidality to eating disorders, but no significant differences between DBT-ST and other manualized treatments.
Studies varied greatly in design, target population, intervention adaptations, selected measurements, and
outcomes of interest. Our results are also similar to a systematic literature review of DBT-ST for substance use
disorders by Warner & Murphy 3, which included studies with more intensive and longer interventions, with
some taking place in inpatient settings. The nine studies in this review differed greatly from each other in research
design and quality and in how DBT-ST was adapted for target populations. Yet together they provided preliminary
support for DBT-ST as an effective standalone intervention for substance use disorders.
Implications for Clinical Practice and Research

DBT-ST, which has been employed in clinical practice for many decades as part of DBT programs, is now
emerging as a promising brief intervention for conditions characterized by difficulties managing stress and

regulating emotions, such as cancer and smoking. A strength across studies was the inclusion of diverse racial
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and ethnic populations, which Harned, Coyle, & Garcia®® also found. However, DBT-ST research is in its nascent
period and improvement in the rigor of future studies is warranted. First, the paucity of RCTs and/or lack of
comparison groups, particularly active treatment groups, prevented causal inference of brief DBT-ST as an
independent predictor of change. Future studies should prioritize intervention development pathways that lead to

RCTs, such as outlined by Rounsaville, Carroll, & Onken.®® Second, with one exception,>*>?

each study was the
sole DBT-ST study by the research group, meaning further testing of interventions either was not performed or
not published. Third, females and younger adults were over-represented in the studies; researchers should conduct
intentional recruitment and enrollment of male and older adult participants in DBT-ST research. Fourth, greater
transparency about intervention design would enhance replicability. Fifth, studies exhibited little agreement
regarding what outcomes should be measured and how. Often the major targets of interventions were not
measured, notably emotion regulation, distress tolerance, mindfulness, interpersonal effectiveness and condition-
specific outcomes such as substance use. Measurement instruments selected by studies varied widely, reducing
comparability of results across studies. Finally, only about one-fourth of studies followed up with participants
after intervention completion, so that little is known about the longer-term effects of brief DBT-ST interventions.
In summary, the implications for future DBT-ST brief intervention research include prioritization of RCTs,
continuity of intervention research, recruitment of male and older adult participants, transparency about
intervention design, appropriate selection of outcomes, and follow-up.
Limitations

Our results may be limited by several factors. Most studies in this review were quasi-experimental or pilot
RCT studies, so the preliminary findings may not hold for future studies. We allowed all quantitative study
designs due to the early nature of DBT-ST research, so we often lacked comparison groups and adequate sample
sizes to increase confidence in our findings. We did not conduct a formal quality review of studies due to the lack
of RCTs, so did not assess and compare critical features of studies that may have raised further doubts or increased

confidence in results.

Conclusion
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We conclude from this review that DBT-ST holds promise as an adapted intervention for cigarette
smoking by patients diagnosed with cancer. Preliminary results indicate that DBT-ST may be effective for similar
populations, such as patients with breast cancer, people having difficulty regulating emotions, and people with
substance use problems. DBT-ST can be delivered in as few as four sessions, which is more suitable for patients
with cancer who may have time-intensive treatment schedules. DBT-ST appears to be feasible and acceptable for
diverse populations. However, DBT-ST study samples are mostly female and younger, whereas patients with
cancer who continue to smoke tend to be male and older. Despite this concern, the preliminary results are
convincing enough to pursue adapting DBT-ST as a brief intervention for patients with cancer who smoke

cigarettes.
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