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ABSTRACT

Aim: This trial evaluated the efficacy of a CBT smartphone application (ClearlyMe®) for
reducing depressive symptoms in adolescents when delivered with and without guidance and
when compared to an active control.

Design: An online three-arm, parallel-group randomised controlled trial. Ethical approval
was provided by the University of New South Wales Human Research Ethics Committee.
Methods: Adolescents in Australia aged 12 to 17 years with mild to moderate depressive
symptoms as measured by the Patient Health Questionnaire-9 Adolescent version (PHQ-A)
who were not receiving treatment or experiencing recent or severe suicidality, had access to a
smartphone, and parental consent were randomly allocated to receive (i) self-directed use of
ClearlyMe®, (ii) ClearlyMe® with SMS-guided support, or the active control (SMS-delivered
psychoeducation content) for six weeks. Participants were not directly informed of their
allocation and the statistician was blinded for analysis. Outcomes were assessed at baseline,
post intervention (primary endpoint: 6-weeks post baseline) and follow-up (secondary
endpoint: 4-months post baseline). Primary outcome was change in depressive symptoms
from baseline to post intervention as measured by the PHQ-A. Intention-to-treat analyses
used multilevel linear modelling.

Results: 569 adolescents (Mean age: 15.89, SD: 1.26, 74.2% female) were included in the
analyses. The declines in depressive symptoms post intervention in the self-directed (4=0.35,
95%CI:-0.57 — -0.12) and guided conditions (d=0.33, 95%CI: -.0.55 — -0.10) were
significantly greater than the control. The effects of self-directed and guided were
comparable. There were no differences between the conditions at follow-up for any
outcomes. Secondary outcomes followed a similar pattern of change at both endpoints,

although there were no differential effects for anxiety symptoms. The risk of adverse events
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was almost double in the control when compared to the self-directed (IRR: 1.73, 95%CI: 1.15
—2.62, P=.009) and guided conditions (IRR: 1.98 (95%CI: 1.27 — 3.08, P=.002).
Conclusions: ClearlyMe®, when delivered with or without SMS-guided support, was
efficacious for short term reductions in depressive symptoms in adolescents when compared
to SMS-delivered psychoeducation.

Trial registration: Australian New Zealand Clinical Trials Registry
(ACTRN12622000131752). Universal Trial Number: U1111-1271-8519

Trial funding: The trial operations were funded by a philanthropic donation from the
Goodman Foundation and investigators were funded by National Health and Medical
Research Council Investigator Grants (BOD grant number MRF1197249, AWS grant number

GNT2008839, HC grant number GNT115614).

KEYWORDS: Depression; Adolescent; Smartphone; Cognitive behaviour therapy; mobile

health, mobile application, digital technology.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Up to one third of adolescents (aged 10 to 19 years) worldwide experience elevated
depressive symptoms and nearly one in ten have Major Depressive Disorder (MDD) .
Adolescent depression is associated with poorer outcomes in all domains of health, education,
employment, and social functioning 2. The Internet can provide immediate and private
access to evidence-based interventions, which can facilitate help-seeking, positive coping,
and symptom reduction in adolescents with depression *©. Digital Cognitive Behavioural
Therapy (dCBT) is one type of Internet intervention that offers first-line psychological
treatment for depressed adolescents 7 8. To date, most dCBT has been delivered via sequential
web-based programs on computer devices. Several clinical trials have endorsed the
effectiveness of web-based CBT for reducing depressive symptoms in young people, with
small effect sizes *'2. However, many of these programs have not had wide-scale uptake and
reach among young people. Rapid shifts in personal device use and ownership have led to
researchers and developers adapting dCBT for delivery via smartphone applications '3

While smartphones may be superior to computers for accessibility, there are variations
in user experience, design, and formatting that may impact the self-administration of effective
CBT on these devices '*. There is evidence to support the feasibility of various smartphone-
based interventions for improving mental health outcomes in adolescents, however, there are
few trials confirming the efficacy of CBT-based apps for reducing depressive symptoms
specifically '°1°. A meta-analysis of 12 trials of various smartphone-based interventions for
adolescent mental health found small but significant effects for reducing symptoms of
internalising disorders and CBT was the most common therapeutic approach within these
apps 2. In contrast, a meta-analysis of 36 trials of various types of smartphone apps that
targeted depressive symptoms in adolescents found uncertain evidence of effects and very

few of clinical importance, although, the two CBT-based apps led to significant short-term
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improvements in depression 2. Similarly, another meta-analysis of 12 trials of smartphone
apps for adolescent depression concluded there is insufficient evidence to support the use of
these interventions, including the apps that used CBT principles %*. Few trials have been able
to demonstrate symptom reductions at follow-up timepoints and few of the apps examined in
trials have been disseminated publicly #*. Together, the findings indicate that the design and
content of many existing smartphone apps targeting depressive symptoms may be suboptimal
2

The uptake of commercial or publicly accessible mental health apps for depression
and anxiety has also been low. Over half of the top searched mental health apps have no
active monthly users ** and CBT apps have had very low levels of market reach when
compared to other mental health apps such as mindfulness ?°. This may be due to the lack of
adolescents involved in the co-design of mental health apps 2°2’. Furthermore, depressive
symptoms such as anhedonia and fatigue likely interfere with depressed adolescents’
motivation to expend effort on self-directed treatments and their perceptions of value and
reward in this process 2%. The role of guided support in facilitating uptake, engagement and
positive treatment effects for smartphone apps in adolescents has also not yet been fully
explored, with most prior trials examining only self-directed apps >*?°. A meta-review on
digital mental interventions for young people found that human-support tended to lead to
greater effectiveness and adherence, although the review was not focused on smartphone apps
specifically *°. Thus, the potential of smartphone apps for offering effective early intervention

for adolescent depression and the role of guided support in this process remains unclear.

1.1.0bjectives of the current trial
This trial evaluated the efficacy of a CBT-based smartphone app (ClearlyMe®) for

reducing depressive symptoms in adolescents by comparing self-directed with guided use and
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an attention-matched control. The primary hypothesis was that relative to the control,
participants who received ClearlyMe® (self-directed or guided) would have greater
reductions in self-reported depressive symptoms between baseline and 6-weeks post baseline
(primary endpoint), and from baseline to 4-month follow-up (secondary endpoint). Clinical
importance was assessed by examining changes in clinical caseness of MDD across the
conditions. This trial also examined the secondary effects of ClearlyMe® on anxiety
symptoms, psychological distress, emotional well-being, quality of life, rumination, emotion
regulation, and CBT skill acquisition. It was hypothesized that relative to the control
condition, participants who received the ClearlyMe® app (self-directed or guided) would
report greater improvements in the secondary outcomes at 6-weeks post baseline, and at 4-
month follow-up. Finally, this trial examined participants’ engagement with ClearlyMe®. It
was hypothesised that participants who received guided support would have higher levels of
engagement with the app than those who did not. The trial also included analyses to explore
whether the efficacy of ClearlyMe® was moderated by baseline depression status, gender, and
openness to smartphone delivered therapies. Together, the findings will establish the efficacy,
safety, and potential utility of ClearlyMe® for disseminating first-line psychological treatment

to English-speaking adolescents without clinician support.

2. METHODS
2.1 Design

A three-arm, parallel-group randomized controlled trial (RCT) with an equal
allocation ratio was conducted. The reporting follows the CONSORT checklist for RCTs 3!
and the CONSORT extension for E-Health trials *2. Outcomes were assessed at baseline, post
intervention (primary endpoint: 6-weeks post baseline), and follow-up (secondary endpoint:

4-months post baseline). The sponsor for the trial was University of New South Wales
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(UNSW) Sydney. Ethical approval was obtained from UNSW Human Research Ethics
Committee (HC#210889). The trial protocol was prepared using SPIRIT guidelines and
published prior to recruitment *. The trial was prospectively registered with the Australian
New Zealand Clinical Trials Registry (ACTRN12622000131752) and allocated a UTN
UI111-1271-8519. All participants reached the primary endpoint by May 2023, and the

secondary endpoint by July 2023.

2.2 Participants

Eligible participants were Australian-residing adolescents aged between 12 to 17 years
old who had access to a smartphone and the Internet; an active email address and mobile
phone number; could read English at Grade 7-8 level; consent from a parent or guardian; and
self-reported mild to moderately-severe depressive symptoms at screening (i.e., total score on
the Patient Health Questionnaire-9 for Adolescents [PHQ-A] ranged from 5 to 19).
Participants who were receiving or planning to initiate psychological treatment for symptoms
of depression or anxiety by a mental health professional; taking or planning to start
prescribed medication for symptoms of depression or anxiety; reported current severe
suicidal ideation (scoring >2 on item 9 of the PHQ-A at screening) or responded ‘yes’ to
questions about serious thoughts or intentions of self-harm or suicide attempts within the past

month were excluded.

2.3 Sample Size

The required sample size was 489 based on 0=0.05, power=0.8, small to medium
within-group effect sizes for the conditions (psychoeducation d=0.10)**, self-directed CBT
(d=0.35) %, and guided CBT (d=0.65) '°!!, and an attrition rate of 20% between baseline and

primary endpoint.
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2.4 Randomisation and blinding

Randomisation adhered to the International Council for Harmonisation guidelines >°.
Participants were randomised after baseline to one of three trial conditions using an
automated computerized randomization procedure within the Black Dog Institute Research
Engine. A stratified randomization approach (1:1 ratio) with a block size of 6 ensured balance
across age (12 to 14 years vs. 15 to 17 years) and symptom severity (mild [total score of <9
on the PHQ-A] vs. moderate to moderately-severe [total score of >10 on the PHQ-A]).
Participants who withdrew from the trial or could not engage in the intervention were
discontinued. While participants were not directly informed of their allocation, they may have
deduced it from differences in the interventions. The statistician was blinded to participants’
allocations for the primary outcome analyses and was unblinded for the intervention
completion rates and exploratory moderator analyses. Staff who provided the guided support
or trial safety procedures were unblinded to participant allocations but were not involved in

data analysis.

2.5 Recruitment

Recruitment was active between May 2022 and March 2023 and consisted of paid
adverts on social media (85% of participants recruited via Facebook, Instagram, TikTok and
Snapchat), Google, posts on the Black Dog Institute’s website (6% of participants), word of
mouth (12%), email flyers to schools, other Australian mental health organisations and Black

Dog Institute mailing lists (0%).

2.6 Procedure

10
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The trial was completed entirely online. Interested adolescents were directed to the
study webpage to complete the eligibility screener. Eligible participants then completed the
Adolescent Participant Information and Consent Form (A-PICF). Ineligible participants were
provided with information on mental health services. Upon the provision of consent,
adolescents were asked to register to the Black Dog Institute Research Engine by providing
their full name, email, mobile phone number, date of birth, and account password.
Adolescents were then provided with the Parent Participant Information and Consent Form
(P-PICF), which required their parents’ contact details and electronic signature. The P-PICF
was required to be completed within one week and three reminders were sent. When an
invalid parent email address was provided, researchers contacted the adolescent to confirm
the parent’s details. Consented adolescents were to complete the baseline assessment within 7
days. Those who failed to provide parent consent or complete baseline within this time were
withdrawn from the study and not randomised. Once baseline was completed, participants
were randomized to one of three study conditions and received instructions via email and
Short Message Service (SMS). At the primary and secondary endpoints, participants were
invited via email and SMS to complete the study assessments. Each assessment took
approximately 20 minutes, was available for 7 days, and could be completed on any Internet
device. Participants received two reminders and were reimbursed 10AUD for each
assessment completed (maximum total 30AUD). Participants in the guided condition
received an additional 25AUD upon randomisation to the SMS costs. All participants were
instructed to use the Get Help section in the app if additional mental health support was

required during the trial, and this was not monitored by staff.

2.7 Conditions

11
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Self-directed intervention condition. ClearlyMe® is a free, self-directed and non-
sequential CBT-based smartphone app designed to provide therapeutic content and self-
management strategies for symptoms of depression. The app was created by researchers at
the Black Dog Institute, UNSW Sydney, through an extensive human-centred co-design
process with adolescents, clinicians, and parents *’. The app delivers CBT-based content
through 37 ultra-brief activities (i.e., lessons) that each take less than 10 minutes to complete.
These lessons provide psychoeducation, cognitive restructuring, emotion awareness, activity
scheduling, relaxation, mindfulness, and other psychological strategies. Lessons were curated
into 9 psychological themes (i.e., collections) that focus on specific symptoms or therapy
goals. Each collection takes approximately 20 minutes to complete. Other psychological
therapy features within the app including mood tracking (MoodCheck), in-the-moment
coping strategies (MindHacks), and stories (pre-recorded video content created by
adolescents with lived experience of mental health problems). Engagement features included
in-app reminders, saving and favouriting functions. The app also included a “Get Help”
section that directed users to additional mental health support services and information (see
Supplementary Material 1 for more detail). Participants were instructed to complete at least
one collection per week for 6 weeks. Participants could complete the collections in any order.
All participants received a weekly SMS reminder (total of 6) to promote adherence to these
instructions. Programmed in-app notifications also prompted participants to reengage with
the app after 7 days of inactivity, but notifications were only sent to participants who had
enabled these during onboarding. Participants who failed to download the app within 7 days
of randomisation were sent one email and one SMS reminder. No additional contact from the
research team was provided unless technical support was requested.

Guided support intervention condition. Participants in this condition were provided

with the same instructions and expectations for use and app access as the self-directed

12
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condition. However, these participants also received a weekly guided support chat session
delivered by SMS. All SMS chats were delivered by non-clinical research staff using a
standard script and decision flow chart. The SMS chats were designed to encourage
participants to comply with the instructions for use and complete one collection per week. As
such, the chats focused on technical support with low-intensity motivational coaching to
overcome potential barriers to use. The chat sessions were designed to be completed in one
sitting, lasting approximately 20 minutes, and to cease according to the chat script and
decision flow chart. Chat sessions occurred between 3:30pm and 7pm Mondays to Thursday
AEST. Staff initiated one additional chat attempt within two days if there was no response by
participants to the initial SMS. The weekly chats were initiated regardless of prior participant
responsiveness. All sessions and adherence to the script were recorded and had oversight
from experienced clinical psychologists.

Control condition. This study utilised an active attention-matched control condition
consisting of 6 digital psychoeducation PDF flyers that were delivered weekly via SMS. The
flyer content was adapted from information used in past adolescent mental health trials ** and
focused on common mental health problems, self-care activities, and included links to
Australian mental health organisations. No additional contact from the research team was
provided unless technical support was requested. Participants in the control condition were

granted six weeks of access to ClearlyMe® after completion of the 4-month follow-up.

2.8 Outcomes

Depressive symptoms. Change in depressive symptoms as measured by total scores
(range: 0 to 27) on the 9-item self-report PHQ-A, which has been validated for use in
adolescents was the pre-specified primary outcome variable. Likely cases of Major

Depressive Disorder (MDD) are indicated by the total score cut point of 15.

13
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Generalized anxiety symptoms. Anxiety symptoms were assessed using total scores
(range: 0 to 21) on the 7-item self-report Generalized Anxiety Disorder-7 scale (GAD-7),
which has been validated for use in adolescents (trial a =.79).

Psychological Distress. This was assessed using total scores (range: 5 to 25) on 5-
item self-report Distress Questionnaire-5 (DQ-5), which has been validated to assess the
frequency of psychological distress in adolescents in the past 30 days (trial o.=.70) %,

Emotional wellbeing. This was assessed using total scores (range: 7 to 35) on the 7-
item self-report Short Warwick-Edinburgh Mental Wellbeing Scale (SWEMWABS), which has
been validated to assess adolescents’ wellbeing in the past 14 days (trial o =.73).

Quality of life. This was assessed using total scores (range: 9 to 45) on the 9-item self-
reported Child Health Utility 9D (CHU-9D), which has been validated to assess health-
related quality of life in adolescents across nine domains: worry, sadness, pain, tiredness,
annoyance, schoolwork/homework, sleep, daily routine, and ability to join activities on the
day they completed the survey (trial a =.77).

Rumination. This was assessed using the 10-item self-report Ruminative Responses
Scale — short version (RRS), which is validated to assess how adolescents typically react
when feeling down, sad or depressed. The scale comprises two subscales: reflection and
brooding. Items were summed to generate two sub-totals and an overall score (range: 10 to
40, trial o =.74).

Emotion regulation. The 10-item Emotion Regulation Questionnaire for Children and
Adolescents (ERQ-CA) evaluated the use of cognitive reappraisal (6-items) and expressive
suppression (4-items) as emotion regulation strategies. Subscale items were summed to
produce a cognitive reappraisal score (range: 6 to 30, trial o = .83) and expressive
suppression score (range: 4 to 20, trial a = .67). Higher scores indicate greater utilisation of

each emotion regulation strategy.

14
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CBT skill acquisition. The 16-item Cognitive Behavioural Therapy Skills
Questionnaire (CBTSQ) assessed the utilisation of cognitive behavioural skills. The measure
consists of two subscales: cognitive restructuring (9-items, range: 9 to 45) and behavioural
activation (7-items, range: 7 to 35). Higher scores indicate greater utilisation of CBT skills
(trial o = .84).

Engagement with ClearlyMe®. Uptake was measured by the proportion of participants
in the self-directed and guided conditions who downloaded the ClearlyMe® app. Adherence
was measured by the number of collections (out of 9) completed within the six weeks of
allocated use. The number of lessons completed (out of 37) was also measured. The 6-item
self-reported Digital Working Alliance Inventory (DWAI) was used to assess three core
domains of digital technology use (goals, tasks and bond) across the two intervention
conditions. Items were summed to generate a total score (range: 6 to 42) with higher scores
indicating greater alliance (trial o =.88). This was measured in the ClearlyMe® conditions
post intervention only.

Program satisfaction and barriers to use. Assessed post intervention using a purpose-
built 11-item measure of participants’ satisfaction, experience and perceived helpfulness of
their allocated intervention 343°, The first 8 items prompted participants to agree or disagree
with statements assessing satisfaction and experience with the intervention. Participants also
rated the overall helpfulness of their allocated intervention on a 5-point Likert scale. Two free
response questions examined the helpful aspects of the digital program (e.g., In what ways
did the intervention help you?) and suggestions for improvement (e.g., What would make the
intervention better?). The Digital Program Barriers questionnaire 3% assessed participants’
experiences of various barriers to the allocated interventions post intervention, including

technical issues, accessibility, and individual factors (answered ‘yes’ or ‘no’).
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Background characteristics. Date of birth, gender (female, male, non-binary, different
identity, free response option), Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander identity (yes, no, prefer
not to say) and/or Lesbhian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer and/or Intersex identity (yes,
no, I'd prefer not to say), home state or territory, categorical descriptor of home location
(metropolitan, regional, or rural/remote), and school grade. Participants were asked whether
they had (i) been diagnosed with depression and/or anxiety by a health professional, (ii)
received psychological treatment for a mental health problem or mental illness from a health
professional, (iii) taken prescribed medication for a mental health problem or mental illness
like depression or anxiety, (iv) felt like they needed help for a mental health issue like
depression or anxiety. Participants were asked to report whether they have ever used any
mobile app to help with their emotional wellbeing or mental health (yes, no, I’d rather not
say), and if yes, whether they found it helpful (yes, no). Participants were asked to rate their
openness to smartphone applications for emotional wellbeing using a 5-point scale ranging

from not at all (1) to extremely (5).

2.9 Data collection and analysis

Trial data was collected on the Black Dog Institute Research Engine. The final sample
for analysis included all participants regardless of whether they accessed their allocated
intervention. All statistical analyses were conducted in Stata. The primary analysis was by
intention-to-treat. For the primary outcome, a mixed model repeated measures ANOVA was
conducted to account for missing data and to include all available data for participants
analysed in the trial. This approach was used to yield unbiased estimates of intervention
effects in the assumption that data were missing at random. The continuous secondary
outcomes were examined using the same approach. To determine changes in likely cases of

major depressive disorder, baseline PHQ-A scores were dichotomised (i.e., PHQ-A scores

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.17.24317363
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.17.24317363; this version posted November 22, 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

THE MOBILISEME STUDY

<15 vs. >15) to reflect probable cases. Mixed logistic regression with a random participant
intercept was used to model these binary responses. To explore the potential effects of high
baseline depressive scores, an exploratory analysis was conducted with the sample restricted
to only those with baseline scores indicative of probable MDD cases. To explore the effects
of participants’ openness towards app therapy on primary outcome, the openness item was
dichotomised as "high levels of openness to mobile apps for mental health" (scores >3)
versus "low levels of openness" (scores <2). A series of models explored the relationship
between condition and number of collections completed. A series of models of increasing
complexity explored the relationship between condition (self-directed vs. guided) on the
number of activities completed. A zero-inflated negative binomial model with a constant
inflation component (i.e., not a function of condition) fitted the data better than Poisson and
negative binomial models without zero inflation. Allowing inflation to differ between
conditions did not significantly improve model fit. The Supplementary Material 2 outlines the
exploratory analyses examining the relationship between app engagement and the primary
outcome. The harms analysis was conducted using descriptive statistics and logistic

regressions with relative risk ratios.

2.10 Role of funding source

The ClearlyMe® app was developed and is owned by the Black Dog Institute. The
MobiliseMe trial was supported by philanthropic funding from the Goodman Foundation and
chief investigators were supported by National Health and Medical Research Council

(NHMRC) Grants (BOD, grant number MRF1197249, AWS, grant number GNT1197074).

3. RESULTS

3.1 Sample
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Shown in Figure 1, 665 adolescents completed baseline and were allocated. A total of
569 were retained in the final baseline sample. Reasons for removal included fraudulent or
duplicate responses, technical errors, or active withdrawals (see Figure 1). A total of 75.6% of

the baseline sample (#=430/569) were retained at post intervention.

In the final sample, the majority were female (n=422/569; 74.2%), aged 15-17 years
(n=477/569; 83.8%) and currently attending secondary school (n=536/569; 94.2%). Table 1

outlines the participants’ characteristics at baseline.
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Excluded (n=1775):
Enrolment ¢ }

« Failed initial screening questions®
(n=1138)
o Age (n=32)
Location (n=8)
« Passed screening (43.6%, n=1370) Smartphone access (n=33)

-]
-]
« Failed screening due to ineligibility o Internet access (n=30)
(56.4%, n=1775) o Active contact method (n=39)
-]
-]

Reading level (n=21)
I

Current psychological treatment
(n=609)
Adolescent consented (82.8%, n=1135) o Current anti-depressant
medication (n=435)
I « Recent suicide ideation (n=678)
o« Recent suicide attempt (p=211)
Registration completed (82.3%, n=934) « Failed PHQ-9 screening® (n=639)
o Total score =4 (n=242)
' o Total score =20 (1=286)
Parent or guardian consented o Score of =2 on item 9 (serious
(75.2%, n=702) suicide ideation) (1=264)

Screened for eligibility (n=3145)

h 4

| Naotes:

_ ~ 2 Participants may be excluded due to
Invited to complete baseline ineligibility for =1 reason

| b Participants may be excluded due to
ineligibility for PHQ9 Total score &/or score on

Baseline completed (94.7%, n=665) item 9

Randomisation

f
|

Included in analysis (n=569)

[

Withdrawn (n=096)

» Participant actively withdrew (n=11)
+ Fraudulent or duplicate attempts (n=55)

¥

Technical errors (n=28)
Accessed incorrect intervention (n=2)

Intervention condition 1: Intervention condition 2: Control condition:
Self-directed use of ClearlyMe ClearlyMe with quided support Psychoeducation flyers sent by SMS
n=195 n=184 n=190
» Downloaded ClearlyMe (88.7%; n=173/195) + Downloaded ClearlyMe (90.7%; n=167/184) = Accessed one or more weekly SMS flyers
» Responded to one or more weekly SMS chat (88.4%; n=168/190)
sessions (86.4%; n=159/184)

l

Primary endpoint: Post intervention (6-weeks post baseline)

s Included in primary outcome analysis « Included in primary outcome analysis (completed s Included in primary outcome analysis
(completed PHQ-A) : 66.7%, n=130/195 PHQ-A): 79.3%, n=146/184 (completed PHQ-A): 81.1%, n=154/190
» Included in secondary outcomes analysis » Included in secondary outcomes analysis (completed » Included in secondary outcome analysis
(completed survey): 62.6% n=122/195 survey): 76.0%, n=140/184 (completed survey). 76.3%, n=145/190
» Lostto follow-up: 33.3%, n=65/195 » Lostto follow-up: 20.7%, n=38/184 » Lostto follow-up: 18.9%, n=36/190

Included in post intervention primary outcome analysis
(75.6%, n=430/569)

Secondary endpoint: Follow-up (4-months post baseline)

» Included in primary outcome analysis » Included in primary outcome analysis » Included in primary outcome analysis
(completed PHQ-A): 52 3%, n=102/195 (completed PHQ-A): 63.0%, n=116/184 (completed PHQ-A): 71.1%, n=135/190

» Included in secondary outcomes analysis » Included in secondary outcomes analysis » Included in secondary outcomes analysis
(completed survey): 48 7%, n=85/195 (completed survey): 58.2%, n=107/184 (completed survey): 67.4%, n=128/190

» Lost to follow-up: 47 7%, n=93/195 » Lost to follow-up: 37.0%, n=68/184 » Lostto follow-up: 28.9%, n=55/190

Included in follow up outcome analysis (62.0%, n=353/569)

Figure 1. CONSORT diagram showing the flow of participants in the MobiliseMe trial
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Table 1. Participant characteristics at baseline (N=569).

Total sample | ClearlyMe® | ClearlyMe® Control

(N=569) self-directed guided (n=190)

(n=195) support

(n=184)
Continuous measures M SD M SD M SD M SD
Age (years) 1589 | 1.26 | 1589 | 1.30 | 1583 | 1.30 | 1594 | 1.17

Depressive symptoms (PHQ- | 12.23 | 4.00 | 12.34 | 4.05 | 11.97 | 4.09 | 12.36 | 3.88

A)

Anxiety symptoms (GAD-7) | 10.94 | 4.33 | 10.74 | 448 | 10.79 | 4.47 | 11.27 | 4.02

Distress (DQ5) 16.67 | 3.40 | 16,51 | 3.49 | 16.79 | 3.46 | 16.72 | 3.26

Wellbeing (SWEMWBS) 18.92 | 3.94 | 1898 | 3.82 | 19.15| 4.15 | 18.65 | 3.87

Quality of Life (CHU-9D) 2497 | 645 | 2448 | 6.47 | 2527 | 6.74 | 2519 | 6.61

Rumination (RRS-SF) 25.89 | 532 | 2588 | 546 | 2574 | 539 | 26.05| 5.11
Reflection 1136 | 3.33 | 1131 | 3.26 | 11.29 | 3.42 | 1149 | 3.32
Brooding 1453 | 3.30 | 1457 | 3.27 | 1445 | 3.41 | 1456 | 3.23

Emotion Regulation (ERQ-

CA)

Cognitive Reappraisal 16.72 | 4.13 | 17.01 | 4.07 | 16.65 | 4.27 | 16.49 | 4.07

Expressive Suppression | 13.68 | 3.04 | 13.75 | 2.85 | 13.92 | 3.12 | 13.38 | 3.16

CBT Skills (CBTSQ) 40.41 | 9.87 | 40.73 | 9.50 | 40.64 | 10.51 | 39.87 | 9.62

Cognitive Restructuring | 22.15 | 6.75 | 22.49 | 6.65 | 22.12 | 7.10 | 21.84 | 6.51

Behavioural Activation | 18.26 | 4.71 | 18.24 | 4.60 | 1852 | 4.74 | 18.03 | 4.80

Categorical measures n % n % n % n %

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.17.24317363
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.17.24317363; this version posted November 22, 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

THE MOBILISEME STUDY

Gender
Female 422 | 74.2 148 | 759 | 135 | 734 | 139 | 73.2
Male 99 | 174 | 33 | 169 | 35 | 190 | 31 | 16.3
Non-binary 30 5.3 8 4.1 10 5.4 12 6.3
Different identity 18 3.2 6 3.1 4 2.2 8 4.2
Sexuality and/or gender 236 | 415 75 38.5 74 40.2 87 45.8
diverse®
Aboriginal and/or Torres 30 5.3 10 5.1 12 6.5 8 4.2

Strait Islander

In secondary schooling 536 | 942 | 182 | 933 | 178 | 96.7 | 176 | 92.6
Location
Metropolitan 272 | 478 | 104 | 53.3 88 47.8 80 42.1
Regional 237 | 41.7 70 35.9 79 42.9 88 46.3
Rural/ remote 60 10.5 21 10.8 17 9.2 22 11.6

Mental health history

Previous diagnosis of 211 | 37.1 68 34.9 63 34.2 80 42.1
depression and/or

anxiety

Previously received 290 | 51.0 98 50.3 93 50.5 99 52.1

psychological therapy

Previously taken 95 16.7 31 15.9 29 15.8 35 18.4

medication

Previously used a mobile | 333 | 585 | 111 | 56.9 | 113 | 614 | 109 | 574

app for mental health
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Those who found 109 | 32.7 32 16.4 | 46 250 | 31 16.3
prior app use to be

helpful®

Mobile phone type

10S (e.g., Apple) 401 | 705 | 137 | 703 | 130 | 70.7 | 134 | 705

Android (e.g., Samsung) | 162 | 285 55 28.2 51 27.7 56 29.5

Notes: ? Identifies as either lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer, intersex, and/or other
sexuality and gender diversity, LGBTQI+. ® Percentage of those that have previously used a
mobile app for emotional wellbeing or mental health. ¢ Respondents were able to choose
multiple options from the provided list, resulting in the cumulative percentages exceeding

100%.
3.2 Changes in depressive symptoms (primary outcome).

Shown in Table 2 and Figure 2, the depressive symptoms of participants in the self-
directed and guided conditions declined from their baseline means by a significantly greater
amount than the control condition post intervention, with small effects (¢=0.33 to 0.35).

These differential declines were not significant at follow-up.

When examining the effects in those who were likely cases of MDD at baseline, the
pattern of outcomes was generally the same as the whole sample. However, the significant
effects were more robust and effect sizes substantially larger post intervention (d=0.65 for

guided use vs control, =0.71 for self-directed vs control).

Table 2. Change in depressive symptoms (PHQ-A, primary outcome) and MDD cases

from baseline to post intervention and follow-up.
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Guided vs. Control Self-directed vs. Control | Guided vs. Self-directed
Outcome: Effect Size® | Pvalue* | Effect Size" |Pvaluet| EffectSize" | P value
Change in PHQ-A scores for all participants
Post -0.33 -0.35 0.02
.030 .004 460
intervention | (-.0.55--0.10) (-0.57--0.12) (-0.21-0.25)
-0.26 -0.20 -0.06
Follow-up 136 134 .964
(-.0.50 - -0.02) (-.0.45 - 0.05) (-0.31-0.20)
Change in PHQ-A scores in those who were baseline MDD cases ( > 15)
Post -0.65 -0.71 0.06
.003 .002 795
intervention | (-1.06 —-0.25) (-1.13--0.29) (-0.36 —0.47)
-0.30 -0.25 -0.05
Follow-up 257 .356 .839
(-.0.75-0.16) (-.0.71 - 0.20) (-0.52-0.43)
Changes in MDD caseness (<15 indicate nil case versus 15+ indicates case)
Post 0.66 0.29 2.30
309 .005 .065
intervention | (0.30 — 1.47) (0.12 - 0.68) (0.95 -5.55)
0.55 0.39 1.40
Follow-up 195 .050 .502
(0.23 - 1.36) (0.16 - 1.00) (0.52 — 3.75)

Notes: 1 Estimated standard mean difference for continuous measures, Relative odds for

binary outcomes. } Test of difference in change from baseline to endpoint between groups.
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Figure 2. Estimated marginal means for depressive symptoms (PHQ-A, primary

outcome) for the conditions on each occasion of measurement.

The number of likely cases of MDD was relatively stable in the control condition post
intervention and the decline from baseline was not statistically significant (see Figure 3). The
reduction in MDD cases post intervention for the self-directed condition was substantially
larger than for the guided condition. When compared to the control condition, the relative
odds of change in cases post intervention were statistically significant for the self-directed
condition but not the guided condition (see Table 2). This was, in part, attributable to the
slightly higher baseline case rate in the self-directed condition. Likely caseness rates

converged by follow-up.
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Figure 3. Predicted proportions of likely cases of Major Depressive Disorder (PHQ-A

score >15) for the conditions on each occasion of measurement.

The exploratory subgroup analysis for gender effects (males versus females) on the
primary outcome yielded similar patterns as the whole sample. This is likely due to nearly
three quarters of the sample (74.2%) identifying as female with only 99 participants (17.4%)
identifying as male. However, change over time in depressive symptoms post intervention
was not significantly different between conditions for males alone, and the pattern of
outcomes for males was different to the whole sample. The mean PHQ-A scores for females
and the total sample diverged post intervention and converged at follow-up, however, the
reverse occurred for males. For males, depressive symptoms in the control condition
remained stable whereas symptoms in the guided and self-directed conditions declined. In

cross-sectional comparisons, this difference was nearly significant at follow-up (P=.053) with
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a moderate effect size of d=0.58 (95%CI: -0.001 — 1.16) for guided vs control and was

significant (P=.026) for self-directed vs control with a large effect size (d¢=0.70, 95%CI: 0.09

~1.31).

Shown in Figure 4, changes in depressive symptoms from baseline to post
intervention was significant in both the self-directed and guided conditions in participants
with high levels of openness to receiving smartphone therapy (P=.009, d=0.34, 95%CI: 0.06
—0.63 and P=.013. d=0.39, 95%CI: 0.11 — 0.66 respectively). However, the effect remained

significant at follow-up in the guided condition only (P=.015, d=0.42, 95%CI: 0.12 — 0.71).
14
13 1
121
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PHQ A Total Score

8 —
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Figure 4. Reductions in depressive symptoms (PHQ-A) among participants with high

levels of openness to smartphone therapy at baseline for the conditions at each occasion

of measurement.
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In participants with low levels of openness to smartphone therapy, there were no
significant differences in depressive symptom change at any time point in the self-directed or
guided conditions when compared to the control condition (all P >.05, see Figure 5).
Depressive symptoms in the self-directed condition declined at follow-up in comparison to

means in the guided condition, which converged to baseline (P=.051).
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Figure 5. Reductions in depressive symptoms (PHQ-A) among participants with low

levels of openness to smartphone therapy at baseline for the conditions at each occasion

of measurement.

3.3 Secondary outcomes
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Shown in Table 3, changes in the secondary outcomes post intervention were

comparable to the primary outcome, although some of the differences were smaller and less

robustly significant. For psychological distress, emotional wellbeing and quality of life, the

patterns of effects between conditions and over time were similar to the primary outcome.

However, anxiety symptoms decreased over time in all conditions with only modest and non-

significant differential change. This may be due to differences in response in participants with

higher baseline anxiety scores compared to those with lower scores. There were no

significant differences at follow-up for any of the outcome measures.

Table 3. Direction of effect and statistical significance for differences in change from

baseline at each occasion of measurement for each condition for primary and secondary

outcomes.

Post intervention Follow-up
Self- Self- Self-
. Self- .
e | Goved | Guided | ected
directed
A A
dA) | (B)vs (A) (B) vs (A)
(A) vs
Vs Control Vs. Control VS.
Control
Control | (©) | Gided © Gt
(©)
C
© ®) ®)
Primary outcome
Depressive symptoms (PHQ-A)
kK % _ _ _ _
()
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Secondary outcomes

GAD-7 (|) - _# _ _ _ _
DQ5 () ¥ R - _ _ _
SWEMWABS (1) +* + ¥ + _ + +
CHU9D (1) + ¥ +* + NA NA NA
CBTSQ Total (1) + ¥ +* + - + +

CBTSQ Behavioural Activation

+* + - + -+ +
W
BTSQ Cognitive Restructuring

+# +* + - + +
(M
ERQCA Reappraisal (1) + + + + +* +
ERQCA Suppress (|) _* _EE - - - +
RRSSF Total () — - + + - _
RRSSF Brood (]) - _# - - - —
RRSSF Reflect (]) - + + + — -

Table notes:

| Lower score is better outcome:
—: Mean decline Self-directed > Control, Guided > Control, Self-directed > Guided.
+ : Mean decline Self-directed < Control, Guided < Control, Self-directed < Guided.

1 Higher score is better outcome:
+ : Mean increase Self-directed > Control, Guided > Control, Self-directed > Guided.
—: Mean increase Self-directed < Control, Guided < Control, Self-directed < Guided.

# P <0.10, * P <0.05, ** P <0.01, * P<0.001.
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3.4 Engagement with ClearlyMe® and digital working alliance in the intervention conditions

post intervention.

There was no significant difference in the uptake of ClearlyMe® between the self-
directed (88.7%, n=173/195) and guided conditions (90.8%, n=167/184, OR: 1.02, 95%
CI:0.96 — 1.10, x> = 0.43, df=1, P=.513). Participants in the self-directed and guided
conditions completed an average of 2.09 (SD: 2.82, Mdn: 1, IQR: 3) and 2.80 (SD: 2.84,
Mdn: 2, IQR: 5) collections, respectively. A substantial percentage of participants in each
group completed no collections. Condition was a significant predictor of completing no
collections (OR: 2.93, P=.009, 95% CI: 1.31 — 6.55) but was not associated with the total
number completed (IRR: 1.03, P=.818, 95% CI: .80 — 1.32). Significantly more participants
undertook at least one collection in the guided condition (72.5%) compared to the self-
directed condition (55.8%, relative likelihood: 1.31, P =.001, 95% CI:1.11 — 1.54). However,
those in the guided condition (M: 3.86, SD: 2.66) did not go onto complete significantly more
collections than those in the self-directed condition (M: 3.77, SD: 2.83, IRR: 1.02, P=.807,
95% CI: 0.85 — 1.23). Shown in the Supplementary Material 2, there was mixed evidence of a
significant difference in the number of activities completed between conditions with one
analysis suggesting guided (M: 13.31, SD: 9.43, Mdn: 12, IQR: 15) was superior to self-
directed (M: 10.80, SD: 10.08, Mdn: 8, IQR: 15) for increasing activities completed. When
examining the effects of app engagement on primary outcomes among those who completed
the post intervention survey, the results suggested a degree of expectancy effect as
demonstrated by the emerging symptom improvements in participants who completed no
activities and the small dose effect in both conditions. The guided condition reported
significantly higher total digital working alliance scores than the self-directed condition (see
Table 4, #(249)=-3.14, P=.002).
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Table 4. Digital working alliance (DWA) scores across the active intervention conditions

post intervention.

ClearlyMe® ClearlyMe®
self-directed guided
(n=116) (n=135)
M SD M SD
Total DWA Score 30.46 5.86 32.77 5.80
Goals score 9.84 2.12 10.53 2.21
Tasks score 10.94 1.87 11.59 1.90
Bond score 9.67 2.47 10.64 2.29
% who agreed with the statements n % n %
| trusted the app to guide me towards 74 63.8 101 74.8
my personal goals
| agree that the tasks within the app 82 70.7 103 76.3
were important for my goals
I believed the app tasks helped me 78 67.2 107 79.3
address my problems
The app was easy to use and operate 110 94.8 126 93.3
The app encouraged me to accomplish 76 65.5 104 77.0
tasks and make progress
The app supported me to overcome 75 64.7 100 74.1
challenges

Notes: n is the participants who downloaded the app.
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3.5 Program satisfaction and barriers to use

Shown in Table 5, high levels of satisfaction were reported for all three conditions,
indicating that both ClearlyMe® and the flyers were easy to use, understand, interesting and
enjoyable. The helpfulness scores for all three conditions were also similar (self-directed
condition M: 3.61, SD: 0.76, guided condition M: 3.89, SD: 0.67, control conditions M: 3.64,
SD: 0.83). The most common barrier to use across the three conditions was forgetfulness.
Lack of time and low motivation were also commonly reported by participants who received
ClearlyMe® but less so in the control condition. Generally, participants in the SMS-supported
condition reported fewer barriers to use than participants in the self-directed condition.
Technical and user experience barriers were the least commonly endorsed barriers (<5%)
across all three conditions. The qualitative analysis of free response items revealed that
participants found ClearlyMe® helpful for learning strategies to understand and change their
thoughts, feelings and behaviours, as well as feel supported and connected in an easily
accessible and safe space. Suggested improvements to the app included greater
personalisation, more inclusive content, improved navigation, and additional features such as

reminders and progress trackers. See Supplementary Material 2 for more detail.

Table 5. Program satisfaction and barriers to use across the three conditions

ClearlyMe® ClearlyMe® Control
self-directed guided (n=133)
(n=114) (n=135)
Satisfaction n % n % n %
Easy to use 111 97.4 132 97.8 128 96.2
Easy to understand 111 97.4 133 98.5 125 94.0
Interesting to use 98 86.0 129 95.6 122 91.7
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Enjoyed using 98 86.0 128 94.8 110 82.7
Would recommend to a 92 80.7 113 83.7 114 85.7
friend
Would use again in future 84 73.7 120 88.9 95 71.4
Helped me to feel in control 78 68.4 105 77.8 68 51.1
of my feelings
Learnings helped me in 73 64.0 111 82.2 85 63.9
everyday life
ClearlyMe® ClearlyMe® Control
self-directed guided (n=145)
(n=122) (n=141)
Barriers to use n % n % n %
Forgetfulness 91 74.6 94 66.7 79 54.5
Lack of time 60 49.2 73 51.8 47 324
Couldn't be bothered 55 45.1 42 29.8 40 27.6
Felt it wasn't what was 43 35.2 33 23.4 51 35.2
needed
Took too long to read 43 35.2 20 14.2 55 37.9
Felt too worried or too down 36 29.5 28 19.9 39 26.9
Limited screentime 10 8.2 7 5.0 8 55
Lack of trust 10 8.2 4 2.8 6 4.1
Made them feel worse 6 4.9 3 2.1 8 55
Too hard to read on phone 5 4.1 5 35 18 12.4
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Used up too much phone 3 2.5 7 5.0 7 4.8
data

Difficulty navigating 3 2.5 4 2.8 2 1.4
Glitching, crashing and/or 3 2.5 3 2.1 7 4.8
freezing

Didn't have a smartphone 2 1.6 4 2.8 1 0.7
device

Notes: For the satisfaction scores, n are participants who downloaded the apps or accessed the
flyers at least once and completed the post intervention surveys. For the barriers to use, n are

participants who completed the post intervention surveys.

3.5 Harms analysis

A total of 102 (17.9%) participants reported one or more expected adverse events
(total of 171 events) throughout the trial. The relative risk of reporting an expected adverse
event post baseline was almost double in the control condition when compared to self-
directed and guided conditions with IRR of 1.73 (95%CI: 1.15 —2.62, P=.009) and 1.98
(95%CI: 1.27 — 3.08, P=.002), respectively. Most of the expected adverse events (93 events,
54% of total events) were the presence of suicidal ideation with 77 participants reporting
scores > 2 on item 9 of the PHQ-A post baseline (13.5%). The relative risk of reporting
suicidality was nearly double in the control condition (20.5%) when compared to self-
directed (8.7%) and guided (11.4%) conditions with IRR of 2.35 (95%CI: 1.38 — 4.02,
P=.002) and 1.80 (95%CI: 1.10 — 2.94, P=.019), respectively. Mental health hospitalisations
accounted for 18 events (17.6%). Throughout the trial, there was 13 requests for a clinician

call back but only 6 were taken by participants. Only one participant who received
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ClearlyMe® reported that they perceived the app activities had made their mental health

worse.
4. DISCUSSION

ClearlyMe®, when delivered with or without SMS-guided support, was efficacious for
reducing depressive symptoms in adolescents aged 12 to 17 years after six weeks of use when
compared to SMS-delivered psychoeducation. The effect sizes were small yet comparable to
prior research?’. ClearlyMe® was also significantly more efficacious than SMS-delivered
psychoeducation for reducing likely cases of MDD, reducing psychological distress,
improving wellbeing, and enhancing quality of life at six weeks. There were no differential
effects between self-directed and guided use of ClearlyMe® for any secondary outcomes at
six weeks or follow-up. Contrary to the hypotheses, there were no differential effects between
the conditions at follow-up for any outcomes. The positive effects of ClearlyMe® on mental
health outcomes, quality of life, CBT skill acquisition and the low level of reported harms
confirmed that this digital approach is superior to SMS-delivered psychoeducation for

improving short-term outcomes in adolescents with mild to moderate depressive symptoms.

The results indicated that adolescents with mild to moderate depressive symptoms
may not require guided support to engage with or experience short-term treatment effects
from ClearlyMe® when delivered under trial conditions. Contrary to the hypothesis, guided
support did not facilitate sustained engagement with ClearlyMe® as measured by the number
of collections completed. In both conditions, the number of collections completed was low.
These results were surprising given that the instructions for use and weekly chat scripts
focused on collections specifically. The collections may have had low appeal to adolescents
in this trial, which is further supported by some of the qualitative feedback. However, the

positive treatment effects in both intervention conditions provides evidence that the co-
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design®’ and user experience within ClearlyMe® may have successfully encouraged
adolescents to use the broad range of therapeutic content and features within the app in ways
that matched their diverse needs. Nonetheless, there was evidence that guided support
positively impacted other aspects of engagement. Adolescents who received guided support
were more likely to complete at least one collection, had higher levels of activity
completions, reported fewer barriers to use and higher levels of therapeutic alliance than the
self-directed condition. Future trials should further examine whether guided support is
particularly effective for initiating uptake in adolescents who have low levels of openness to
smartphone therapies. Guided support may also have greater benefit for enhancing
engagement of apps in ‘real-world’ settings, given the poor uptake of many publicly released
apps >* . However, the incremental benefits of guided support may need to be weighed
against the greater resources required to implement and sustain. Thus, future research should
experiment with the types and intensity of remote, automated motivational SMS to help
identify the most effective messaging for increasing engagement in CBT apps among
depressed youth. ClearlyMe® may also be enhanced by including activities that have a
specific focus on internal motivation as it has been found to moderate the effectiveness of
self-directed approaches *°. Future research should continue to explore the components of
motivation that are impaired in depressed adolescents as the causes of motivational deficits
may provide insight into how to improve and reduce young people’s barriers to completing

self-directed digital interventions.

The findings provide important evidence to inform the development of targeted
dissemination strategies for ClearlyMe®. A key advantage of smartphone apps for mental
health is the relatively low cost and opportunity for broad and rapid dissemination “direct-to-
consumer” via app stores. While the results confirm the safety and utility of ClearlyMe® for

improving depressive symptoms in adolescents and thus support its public release, the
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exploratory analyses are notable. First, in contrast to the group-level results, the positive
intervention effect on males was not evident until follow-up. This finding may further signify
that males use mental health and wellbeing apps differently to females *!. As this trial was not
powered to test sex or gender differences, further research is needed before ClearlyMe® is
targeted at adolescent males with depressive symptoms. Second, the findings confirm that not
all adolescents with depressive symptoms are open to receiving psychological therapy via
smartphone apps** and those with low levels of openness are less likely to experience positive
treatment effects. Therefore, ClearlyMe® may only be appropriate for adolescents who are
open to this approach and alternative services are needed for those who are not. Conversely,
marketing materials for ClearlyMe® may need to target adolescents’ mental health literacy
and their perceived quality of the digital therapeutic relationship in apps as these factors have

t 3. While social media

been found to influence their decision to engage in treatmen
advertisements were an effective recruitment strategy in the trial and likely to be effective for
dissemination in the wild *4, adverts may be strengthened by including educational content to
improve adolescents’ openness to this type of support. The credibility and authenticity of
dissemination strategies may be increased by harnessing the voices of lived experience as
adolescents reflected that they found the peer stories to be particularly powerful in supporting
their use of the app *. Lastly, the lack of differential effects at follow-up indicate that some
adolescents will require additional treatment for their mental health in the months after they
cease using the app. Future research should determine how to support adolescents to re-

engage with the app or take up other types of treatment. Together, these efforts will help to

maximise the positive impact of ClearlyMe® on adolescent depression.
Limitations

The informativeness of this trial may be limited by the exclusion of depressed
adolescents with severe suicidal ideation or recent suicidal behaviours. Future trials should
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endeavour to test the effectiveness of ClearlyMe® among depressed youth with higher levels
of suicidality, given that our results indicated low risk of harms from the intervention and trial
protocol. Furthermore, 2 out of 5 adolescents were deemed ineligible to participate due to
elevated suicidal ideation. This demonstrates the significant need and demand for digital
interventions in this subgroup. Continued exclusion of suicidality in these trials will further
exacerbate inequities in health access and potentially lead to the release of products that have
not been tested in relevant ‘real world’ use cases*. Future trials should also endeavour to
recruit more adolescent males, those not in school, and younger adolescents, given that the
low numbers of participation in these subgroups limit the generalisability of our results. This
trial was strengthened by its inclusion of gender and/or sexuality diverse youth. The diversity
rates are similar to those in other mental health trials in adolescents in Australia * but are
somewhat higher than the general population of adolescents *’. This may reflect the increased
need for mental health treatment and support among gender and sexuality diverse adolescents
47 and the allyship of the Black Dog Institute for these adolescents in Australia. Lastly, the
lack of differential effects for anxiety symptoms warrants further attention given that it
contrasts to the findings of prior trials of dCBT '°. Future trials may benefit from adopting
co-primary outcomes to ensure that trials are adequately designed and powered to detect

smaller effects on anxiety symptoms, given its co-morbidity with depression in adolescents.
Conclusion

ClearlyMe®, whether used independently or with SMS-guided support, was
efficacious for reducing depressive symptoms in adolescents. The results indicated that this
approach has promise for improving short-term outcomes in adolescents with mild to
moderate depressive symptoms, significantly surpassing the effects of SMS-delivered
psychoeducation. Future research should examine the utility of ClearlyMe® for reducing
depressive symptoms in subgroups of depressed adolescents that were under-represented in
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this trial, including those with suicidality, adolescent males, and adolescents not in schooling.
Future translational efforts should account for adolescents’ attitudes towards mental health
apps given that the effects of ClearlyMe® appeared to be moderated by one’s openness to
receiving care via this modality. This will ensure that ClearlyMe® is being used by youth who

are most likely to benefit.
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