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ABSTRACT

Background: Pharmacological treatment is usually the first line of treatment for schizophrenia,
but more strategies are needed to augment this treatment to promote better outcomes. It is known
that adherence to pharmacological treatment in schizophrenia patients can be increased by
working with their insight into their disorder. In literature, many programs have been found to
increase mental help-seeking and reducing symptom severity but most are from the Western
cultures and/or are conducted with people attending any institution (i.e., a university or an in-
patient care unit) and with specific age ranges (i.e., young adults or older adults). However, in
the noninstitutionalized population of different age groups of Pakistan, there is a need to find
ways (alongside medication) that promote attitude toward mental help-seeking and reduce
symptom severity. Therefore, the current pilot study was designed to investigate the impact of a
psychoeducation program on increasing patients’ motivations and help-seeking attitudes toward
treatment, reducing the severity of the symptoms, and the role of financial sources in the course
of their illness.

Methodology: In this pilot study, we targeted diagnosed patients with schizophrenia disorder
from different hospitals and primary care clinics. After eligibility screening, 255 participants
were included, and 220 completed the psychoeducation program. Both men, 143(56.08%) and
women, 112(43.82%) with marital statuses of being single 123(48.24%), married 98(38.43%)
and divorced/widower/widowed 34(13.33%) were included. Respondents’ age range was 18-52
years (M=35.45, SD=10.27).

Results: Findings revealed that significant change in symptoms severity was observed after 16-
weeks psycho-education program on positive symptoms (Md=21.05, n=220) compared to before
(Md=25.00, n=220, z=-12.47, p=.000, n,>= .59, negative symptoms (Md=15.74, n=220)
compared to before (Md=17.44, n=220, 2z=-9.52, p=.000, n,>= .45, and general
psychopathological symptoms (Md=38.32, n=220) compared to before (Md=43.40, n=220, z=-
12.72, p=.000, n,>= .61. Similarly, on HSAT (Md=39.03, n=220) compared to before
(Md=28.27, n=220, z=-10.43, p=.000, n,>= .50, and PMFT (Md=5.69, n=220) compared to
before (Md=4.85, n=220, z=-12.43, p=.000, n,= .59 respectively. Change in patients’
motivation after 16-weeks at low motivation level was -55(25%) (this category got reduced as
people moved to better motivation levels), at moderate motivation level it was 10(4.55%) and at
high motivation level it was 45(20.45%). Symptoms severity reduced in across all income groups
but patients in low-income group tended to gain more from the psychoeducation programas
compared to middle- and high-income group in both pre and post treatment.

Conclusion: It is concluded that our psychoeducation program helps promote patients’
motivation and help-seeking attitude toward treatment, and helps reduces positive, negative, and
general symptoms severity across all age groups and income groups. However, one of the
limitations of this psychoeducation program is that it appears to be more advantageous for
patients from low-income group as compared to middle- and high-income groups. However, this
limitation can be considered a strength in a country like Pakistan where around 40% of the
population lives in poverty. Usually, lower income groups tend to be worse off when it comes to
treatment outcomes of any kind, but psychoeducation seems to be the avenue that appears
different. Psychoeducation for schizophrenia should be explored further especially in poverty
struck countries. Furthermore, the present research has opened way for an indigenous
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psychoeducation program for Pakistani schizophrenia patients that could potentially be used with
all Urdu/Hindi speaking patients.

Trial Registration: Thai Clinical Trial Registry (TCTR20210208003).

Keywords: Positive & Negative Symptoms; Perception; Motivation; Patients; Schizophrenia

INTRODUCTION

Schizophrenia is a heterogeneous psychiatric syndrome which is common worldwide (Rose et
al., 2010; APA, 2013). It accounts for around 14% of all the diseases contracted by the world
population, and this share is increasing (Prince et al., 2007). In 2018, the World Health
Organization (WHO) reported that 21 million people are suffering from schizophrenia, and these
people are 2 to 3 times more likely to die earlier than the general population (WHO, 2018). In the
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of mental disorders fifth edition (DSM-5), the prevalence of
schizophrenia disorder has been reported to be around 0.3% - 0.7% worldwide. Another estimate
suggests that schizophrenia affects every 7 in 1000 persons aged 15-35 years (WHO, 2011).
Moreover, in the United States, around 22.1% of the psychiatric population of 18 years and
above has some form of schizophrenia (Sherer, 2002). Furthermore, its prevalence rate is higher
in the Middle East and East-Asia when compared with that of Japan, Australia, and the United
States (WHO, 2011). In Qatar, around 52.5% of the psychiatric population aged 35-49 years has
schizophrenia (Ghuloum et al., 2011). In Bangladesh, the incidence is around 1.10% in adults,
and around 0.10 % in children; and 2.54 of 1000 people in rural areas of the country (Rabbani et
al., 2009). In India, 3 individuals out of 1000 are being affected by schizophrenia (Rabbani et al.,
2009). In Pakistan, the prevalence of schizophrenia disorder is estimated to be around 1.5% in
adults (Gadit et al., 2002); however, recent data regarding the prevalence of schizophrenia in
Pakistan is not available.

Schizophrenia is a multifaceted disorder composed of several symptoms i.e. delusion,
hallucination, disorganized speech (Huxley et al., 2014; Malaspina et al., 2014) having severe
deficits (i.e. cognitive, behavioural & social) (Tandom et al., 2013), and impairments (attention,
memory, executive functioning etc) (Wykes et al., 2011; Rushworth et al., 2013). Negative
symptoms and comorbid disorders also appear with time when positive symptoms remain
untreated (Foussias et al., 2014). Without treatment patients usually become very aggressive,
raise conflicts with their family and become more illogical (Fusar-Poli et al., 2014). Long
duration of illness negatively affects patients’ attitude and motivation toward treatment
(Wittchen et al., 2011). Severity also affects working alliance, treatment process and treatment
adherence (Wiesjahn et al., 2014). Patients with positive attitude toward treatment, respond
better to medication and psychotherapy as compared to those who have negative attitude toward
treatment (Sood et al., 2018). Moreover, patients with positive attitude toward treatment also
start to experience positive emotions as their treatment progresses and they become more able to
condone the medication side-effects (Chandra et al., 2014). Positive attitude toward treatment
also makes the patients more optimistic and it enhances efficacy rate (Mohamed et al., 2009).
According to an estimate, 41% - 50% patients develop negative attitude toward medication and
around 70% individuals do not take medication exactly as directed in their prescription because
they have a negative attitude toward treatment (Caqueo-U et al., 2015).
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Impairment in motivation is one of the core deficits of schizophrenia (Nakagami, 2010). Poor
motivation appears as an interior negative symptom in schizophrenia that relates with poor
psychosocial and functional outcomes (Fervaha et al., 2015; Foussias et al., 2015) along with
lesser treatment benefits and lesser adherence (Choi et al., 2009; Nakagami, 2008). Motivational
deficits are extended in the form of negative symptoms which decrease with related interior
treatment procedures (i.e. interest, drive, curiosity), initiatives (i.e. plan, pursue, engage and
follow ups) and outcomes (i.e. working relation, adherence & recovery process) (Messinger et
al., 2011). It is well established that motivational deficits create barriers and distort therapeutic
procedures which affect decision-making and value-based rewards (Juck et al., 2006; Strauss et
al., 2014) and also decreases patients’ expectations and performance regarding treatment (Bentall
et al., 2010). Moreover, studies have indicated that the motivational deficits in schizophrenia
affect various domains of psychological functioning (Nakagami 2010), therapeutic outcomes
(Reddy 2016), cognitive functioning (Campellone 2016), adherence (Fiszdon 2016) and quality
of life (Buck & Lysaker 2013). On the other hand, high motivation in patients increases the
chance of resumption of normal activities (Cardeness 2013), effective response to interventions
(Calton 2009), reduces apathy (Bortolon 2017) and increases the ability to develop insight about
the problem (Campellone et al., 2016).

Low socioeconomic status is strongly linked with psychotic disorders (Lee at al., 2018). Multiple
socioeconomic risk factors correlate with schizophrenia as they produce inequality and
deprivation for the patient (Burns et al., 2014; Chan et al., 2015). Lower-income increases the
chances of a person to develop schizophrenia and makes prognosis even worse (Burns et al.,
2014; Saraceno et al., 1997). Positive symptoms, negative symptoms, and prevalence, all go up
due to low socioeconomic level (Mazumder et al., 2015). Various studies have shown that
schizophrenia disorder is more common in individuals having low-income resources (Mazumder
et al., 2015), having low parental assets (Byrne, 2004), living in group homes (Wheeler 2007),
and are subjected to cultural deprivation (Burns et al., 2014) and social inequality (Burns et al.,
2014). People with low income not only not have enough for treatment, they also don’t have
enough to fulfill their basic needs, hence they suffer more (Theodoridou et al., 2010). Pakistan is
a developing country with 39.3% of its population living in some form of poverty (Haider,
2021). Hence, in Pakistan it becomes more important to seek ways that promise better outcomes
for the underprivileged schizophrenia patients.

In the US, the government spent around $62.7 billion to empower health care facilities and $22.7
billion specifically for mental health in 2008, however, the situation in the low-income countries
like Pakistan is quite different where only 0.4% of the total health budget was earmarked for
mental health in the same year (WHO, 2009). In such a scenario, patients could easily become
chronic, experience multiple episodes or may not even get any treatment (Abbas et al., 2019;
Palmer et al., 2005).

The aim of the present study was to investigate the impact of a psychoeducation program, when
administered on patients with schizophrenia being treated with psychotropic medications, to
enhance their adherence to treatment, motivation, and lessen their symptom severity. As
unmanaged/untreated symptoms of schizophrenia increase the level of severity over time
(Palmer et al., 2005), which could cause severe functional impairment; patients’ motivations and
attitudes toward help-seeking can play a significant role in treatment process by reducing the
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time between the first diagnosis and the subsequent treatment thereby improving treatment
outcomes. Therefore, we made sure that our pilot study only had patients we had just started their
medications (for the first time) as their first line of treatment; we took such patients because we
tried to enhance their adherence to mediation as one of the goals of the psychoeducation
program. To augment the treatment outcomes, we devised a psychoeducation program that was
provided to all the participants enrolled in this study. In this manner, we tried to find an
indigenous helpful strategy for Pakistani schizophrenia patients especially the underprivileged.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Design

In this single-arm pilot clinical trial, the pre and post-assessment research design was used.
Patients were recruited from hospitals and primary care clinics of Lahore, Faisalabad and
Karachi(3 biggest cities of Pakistan) from June 2017 to May 2019. This information was shared
with the mental health professional in order to get their referrals. During the initial screening the
potential patients were instructed and guided about that how they may take part in the study.
Most of the participants showed interest when the therapist gave an overview about the treatment
and discussed program’s significance with the patients, nonetheless, some participants showed a
lack of interest probably due to lack of awareness about the value of psychological
interventions, long term engagement and/or the need for coming for frequent sessions.

Participants

A total of 400 participants were assessed for eligibility, these 400 were those availing out-patient
departments (OPDs) facilities in different psychiatric hospitals, clinics, and primary caresettings
in Lahore, Faisalabad, and Karachi.. 255 participants met the study inclusion criteria and they
were allocated to the interventions. Furthermore, 20 participants got excluded afterwards as they
did not receive the complete allocated interventions. After follow-up, 15 participants were once
again excluded due to a variety of reasons i.e., 4 participants left the city, 3 participants changed
the hospital, 7 did not want to participate further in the post-assessment, and 1 respondent was
referred for hospitalization due to an increase in severity of symptoms. Participants’ age range
was 18-50 years (M+£SD=35.45+0.27). One novel aspect of this study was that two family
members of each of the participant were called in to provide guidance regarding how they can
help the patients emotionally, behaviorally and socially. There were no fixed criteria for family
members to be include in the psychoeducation program; any of the close family member (as per
choice of the client) were contacted and instructed to take part in this program for the betterment
of the patients.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria: The participants were those who were diagnosed with
schizophrenia disorder according to DSM-V. Participants with duration of illness of less than 12
months and mild severity were included in the study. Participants were taken from all
socioeconomic statuses with no fixed educational criteria. The exclusion criteria were as follows:
1) Patients with moderate-severe symptoms severity, 2) patients who were receiving in-patient
care and/or had availed the in-patient care in the preceding year(s), 3) patients with a history of
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two or more previous episodes 4) patients having the duration illness of greater than 12 months,
5) patients with medical and psychiatric comorbidity, 6) patients having any kind of physical
and/or intellectual disability.

Figure 1. CONSORT flowchart for the (single-arm, open-label) clinical trial in patients
with schizophrenia disorder

Assessed for eligibility (n=400)

[ Enrollment ]

Excluded (n= 145)
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Mental Help-Seeking Attitude Scale (MHSAS; Hammer et al., 2018). The MHSAS is a self-
report measure with 9-items designed to measure patients’ attitude toward treatment in terms of
favorable and unfavorable outcomes. The MHSAS is scored on seven points semantic
differential scale. For example, each item ranges from “useful” to “useless”. Item 2, 5, 6, 8 and 9
are negatively worded items and are reverse scored. Higher scores on MHSAS indicates that
patient has positive attitude toward treatment, and s/he wants to seek help from mental health
professionals while lower scores indicate that the patient has negative attitude toward treatment
and is reluctant to seek help.

Patients’ Motivation for Treatment Checklist (PMTC): PMTC was prepared to assess patients’
level of motivation for treatment. The checklist was comprised of 11 items. It was completed
through a detailed clinical interview. Each item was rated between “0” to “10” on a linear rating
scale. A score close to 0O indicates a patient’s reluctance toward treatment (i.e., is reluctant
toward getting treatment), and the ratings of 4 to 6 indicate that although the patient is reluctant
toward the treatment, s/he is still willing to get the treatment anyway (i.e. delays treatment),
whereas, scores close to 10 indicate that the patient is highly motivated to get the treatment (i.e.,
gets immediate treatment).

Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale (PANSS) by Kay et al. (1978) was administered to
measure positive, negative, and general psychopathological symptoms in the participants.
PANSS is comprised of 30 items and it is designed to assess symptom-severity in schizophrenia
patients. PANSS has three domains: i.e., positive symptoms, negative symptoms, and general
psychopathology of people suffering from schizophrenia disorder. The First 7 (i.e., P1-P7) items
of PANSS have been designed to measure positive symptoms, the next 7 (i.e. N1-N7) items
assess negative symptoms and the last 16 (i.e. GI-G16) items measure a patients’ general
psychopathological symptoms. Each item is scored on a 7-point Likert scale (i.e. 1=abscent-
7=extreme). This scale also provides symptom severity i.e., minimal, mild, and moderate-severe.
This scale takes approximately 40-50 minutes to administer. In present study, PANSS was
administered by a trained clinical psychologist through clinical interview.

Socio-Economic Status (SES) was assessed through patients’ family income. Information
regarding patients’ financial resources was probed in a non-judgmental way during interview. On
the base of given information, patients were classified into three distinct groups i.e. patients with
family income of less than <50000 PKR were categorized into low-income category, patients
with monthly family income between 50000-90000 PKR were considered middle-income
category, and patients with monthly family income greater than 90000 PKR were considered in
high-income category.

Interventions

Pharmacotherapy: Antipsychotic medications; such as, “first-generation” and “second-
generation” psychoanalytic has been considered an effective treatment method to deal with
positive and negative symptoms of schizophrenia worldwide (Asenjo-Lobosetal., 2010; Citrome,
2013; Hartling et al., 2012). Similarly, in Pakistan, antipsychotic drugs are the first choice of
treatment (Nawaz et al., 2020). Antipsychotic drugs are primarily used to treat schizophrenia
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disorder with the focus on managing patients’ symptoms and enabling the patients to perform
their life functions (Haddad et al., 2016). After assessment and diagnosis, patients were referred
to psychiatrists for medication and the psychiatrist then prescribed the medication considering
patients’ level of severity and functionality. First follow-up was after one week and the next
follow-ups were scheduled after every 15 days and this continued for 6 months. As it is
mentioned above, antipsychotic drugs are the first choice of treatment but medication
compliance is a big issue as it has been observed on other studies that around 30-40% patients
respond poorly to medication because of a lack of adherence to the prescribed drug therapy
(Nawaz et al., 2020). The medication non-compliance could be due to a lack of combined
approach to treatment i.e., combining pharmacotherapy with psychosocial intervention,
supportive therapies, rehabilitation, and awareness programs (Valencia et al., 2012). Therefore,
psychoeducation program was added as a supportive intervention to enhance the
pharmacotherapy treatment adherence in this study.

Psychoeducation program: This program was designed as an intervention that could be provided
alongside the first line of treatment i.e., psychotropic medication. This psychoeducation program
was based on cognitive behavior therapy to educate, guide, motivate and developing insight in
patients about the problem (Valencia et al., 2012). Another focus of this program was to treat
patients’ dysfunctional beliefs, cognitive distortions, and impaired motivation (Yesilyaprak et al.,
2019). An overview of the psychoeducation program goals can be seen in Table 1. The
psychoeducation program was designed to help the patients control their anger, distress, and
elevating mood as per recommendation of Xia et al. (2011). Psychoeducation program comprised
of 10 sessions with specific agenda (i.e., psychoeducation, adherence training, motivation,
cognitive conceptualization, developing insight, stress management, socialization, skill training,
lapse, and relapse prevention). These topics were selected from two main sources i.e., 1) from a
book called ‘Cognitive Behavior Therapy-Basic and Beyond’ (Beck & Beck, 1995) 2) from
material freely available from Mind’s website https:/www.mind.org.uk/information-
support/types-of-mental-health-problems/ in which therapist can get tailored psychoeducational
strategies for their patients with schizophrenia. The psychoeducation program was compiled and
then translated in Urdu language by consulting three subject experts and two language experts.
Each session was conducted in a one-on-one setting with each patient. Each session frequency
was planned as one session per week. At the end of this program, two sessions were conducted
with the family members of each patient in which guidelines for enhancing the patient’s social
and emotional functioning as per recommendations of McFarlane et al. (2003). Moreover, during
these two sessions, family members of the patients were made aware of the patient’s nature of
illness and a few recommendations were given to them regarding how they can effectively deal
with the patients at home. A few more group activities (i.e., role playing, table discussion,
sharing of life stories, music and yoga activities) were designed to enhance social interaction and
social networking among the patients. Another purpose of our psychoeducational program was to
reduce the level of stigma and isolatedness of the patients with schizophrenia. Pre and post
testing interval was almost three months.

Table 1 Individual’s psychoeducation program for patients with schizophrenia disorder
Session Agendas Contents
1 Psychoeducation [To educate the patient about the nature of the problems. To discuss thg
underlying and hidden mechanisms working behind the problems. Discus



https://www.mind.org.uk/information-support/types-of-mental-health-problems/
https://www.mind.org.uk/information-support/types-of-mental-health-problems/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148; this version posted July 5, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

the stage of illness, severity and expected future outcomes

2 |Adherence trainingEducate the patients about the significance of the medication. Guide anc
educate interactively about adherence. Plan for coping with side effects o
medications and medical regimen. Formulate a daily schedule fo
medication and other self-care behaviors

3 Motivation and [Work with impaired motivations and attitudes. Boost motivations ang

attitudes ositive attitude about treatment. Develop a positive attitude for treatment.
3 Identification of distortions. Identification of negative schemas, thoughts
Cognitive feeling and emotions, and irrational and inflexible beliefs

5 conceptualization [Evaluate and respond the automatic thoughts, and negative core beliefs
Implementation of ABC model. Cognitive restructuring. Use of alternativq
thoughts and beliefs. To challenge the thoughts and beliefs

6 Insight Work with existing insight. Mechanism for developing the insight|
Establish connections to develop insight through treatment and alliance

7  |Stress Managemen{Managing stress. Managing worries. Self-help training to reduce stress. Tq
differentiate healthy and unhealthy stress.

8 Socialization |Help and guide the client to engage in social activities and establisk
healthy connections with external world

9 Skill training  [To provide the skill training to the client where he/she feels discomfort t¢

erform in different areas of life

10 |Relapse preventionEducate the client, how he/she can control, manage and regulate thg

riggers, situations, and incidences if happens in future

Psychoeducation program with the family members of patients with schizophrenia disorder

1 [Psychoeducation t(To provide the understanding to family members about patient’s illnes
family and guide them, how they help the patient in difficult situation throug}
healthy discussion, healthy dealing and avoiding stigma
2 Social and  [To educate the family that how they provide social and emotional suppor
emotional supportito the patients and its significance in term of treatment
Procedure

All the procedures were vetted by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of Government College
University, Faisalabad. Then a researcher contacted each of the hospital authorities regarding
participants’ availability and the setting. Initially, a researcher (placed in his/her respective
participating hospital’s Out-Patient Department (OPD)) started with the enrollment of patients
for assessment and screening. All the participants were recruited through clinical interview and
standardized tests (mentioned before) in a one-on-one setting. In the first session, researcher
assured the patients regarding confidentiality and that their identity will never be disclosed and
they have the right to withdraw from the study at any point time if they feel like. This sample
included patients who demonstrated the ability to read, write, understand and sign the informed
consent form. The initial screening comprised of a diagnostic interview as well as a battery of
self-report measures (discussed earlier in measures section). Participants were diagnosed
according to the DSM-V criteria and then patients were assigned for the interventions.
Participants were treated as per their presenting problems. Both medication and psychoeducation
program were provided to them over their 10 therapy sessions and two psychoeducational
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sessions were provided to their family members. After 16 weeks, same battery of self-report
measures was administered.

Ethical consideration

First of all, therapist ensured the privacy and confidentiality to the participants that the received
information will not be disclosed to any one that would be used only for the purpose of the
research. Written informed consent was obtained from the all participants. The study protocol
was approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of the institution where the study was
designed i.e., Government College University, Faisalabad after an in-depth scientific and
technical review. The university’s Institutional Review Board makes sure that each research that
is carried out must follows all the pertinent ethical guidelines and then approves a study protocol.
However, as of now, the IRB of Government College University, Faisalabad does not put a
compulsion of registering each clinical trial in a trial registry, the study trial was not registered at
the begging stage but later on, trial was approved by the Thai Clinical Trial Registry
(TCTR20210208003 with https://www.thaiclinicaltrials.org/show/TCTR20210208003)

Evaluation of treatment acceptability

At the completion of 16-weeks psychoeducation program successfully, participants were asked
to share their experience and completed the evaluation checklist that was structure to assess the
quality and significance of the psychoeducation program as well as family member experience
during the treatment period. Participants were asked to rate each statement on five-point rating
scale from one (very poor) to five (very good). Participants shared their experience as,
significance of program (very good=71%), quality of sessions (very good=65%), session timing
and frequency (very good=84%), session content and understanding (very good=59%),
therapist’s behavior and dealing (very good=73%), therapist maintained the privacy and
confidentiality (very good=94%), involvement of family members in the treatment (very
go0d=73%) and overall program layout (very good=83%).

Statistical analysis

Sample size of this study was calculated through the G-Power software (version 3.1.9.7)

Using a priori effect size of 0.50, a error probability of 0.001 and power of 0.99 (Faul et al.,
2009). G-Power provided us with a target sample size of 138 participants. Our study has
ultimately been performed with 220 participants. Descriptive statics was used to calculate sample
demographic characteristics. Frequency distribution statistics was applied to check out the
symptom severity on PANSS. Further, Wilcoxon’s Signed-Ranked test was used to find the
difference in participants’ pre- and post-test scores on PANNSS, MHSAS, and PMTC. An alpha
level of .05 was used to perform all analyses with p-value <.05 using IBM SPSS Statistics
(Version 24).

RESULTS

Sample characteristics at baseline
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A total of 255 participants were allocated to intervention and 235 participants received the
interventions. 20 out of 235 did not completed the interventions due to variety of reasons; such
as, 8 participants did not complete the therapeutic sessions, 5 participants leave during the
treatment, 4 participants did not complete the post-assessment and 3 participants moved to in-
patients setting. 10 therapeutic sessions were given to each patient. In sample, there were 56.08%
men and 43.82% women with single 48.24%, married 38.43% and divorced/widow 13.33%.
Patients’ age range was 18-52 years (M= 35.45 & SD=10.27). All the information is given in the
CONSORT flowchart (Figure. 1). Sample demographic characteristics are mentioned in the
Table 2.

Baseline pre-interventions assessment

After assessment and screening 235 participants suffering schizophrenia disorder were included.
On PANSS 235 participants severity was determined and participants with mild severity were
engaged in the psychoeducation program. Moreover, we target the participants’ motivations and
attitudes toward the treatment. Participants showed scores <18 on attitude toward help-seeking
were considered low level of attitude toward help-seeking attitude and participants < 5 rating on
0-10 rating scale showed low motivation toward treatment.

Table 2: Sample demographics and baselines characteristics (n=255)

Variables Count (%)
Gender n(%)

Males 143(56.08%)

Females 112(43.82%)
Marital status n(%)

Single 123(48.24%)

Married 98(38.43%)

Divorced/widow 34(13.33%)
Education n(%)

< metric 51(20.00%)

Metric 85(33.34%)

Intermediate 65(25.49%)

Bachelor 35(13.72%)

Master 19(07.45%)
Family System n(%)

Nuclear 134(52.55%)

Joint 121(47.45%)
Monthly Income n(%)

< 50K 81(31.77%)

50K-90K 89(34.90%)

90K > 85(33.33%)
Source of income n(%)

Employees 76(29.81%)
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Businessmen 98(38.43%)
Labore 70(27.45%)
Sibling support 11(04.31%)
Past treatment
Medication (Only) 196(76.86%)
Psychological (Only) | 21(08.23%)
Both treatment 16(06.28%)
No treatment 22(08.63%)

Duration of illness n(%)

< 6 months 60(23.53%)

6-12 months 83(32.55%)

lyear 68(26.67%)

2 years 25(09.80%)

3 years & above 19(07.45%)
Age M(sd) 35.45(10.27)
Table 3

Wilcoxon’s Signed-Ranked test between pre and post-testing on PANSS

PANSS Pre-Testing Post-Testing V4 p Effect size
(n=220) (n=220)
M=+SD M+SD
P-1 3.93+2.10 3.34+1.77 -10.80 .000 0.51
P-2 3.14+1.98 2.49+1.29 -8.34 .000 0.40
P-3 3.75+£2.27 2.95+1.76 -10.10 .000 0.48
P-4 2.60+1.72 2.18+1.33 -6.97 .000 0.33
P-5 3.66+2.00 3.28£1.86 -6.25 .000 0.29
P-6 3.96+2.12 3.38£1.76 -8.67 .000 0.41
P-7 3.95+£2.29 3.43£1.81 -7.04 .000 0.34
N-1 2.43+0.86 1.79+0.93 -8.91 .000 0.42
N-2 2.74+1.11 2.45+0.83 -6.31 .000 0.30
N-3 2.70+0.84 2.5040.75 -6.63 .000 0.32
N-4 2.27+1.09 2.21£1.06 -2.08 038 0.10
N-5 2.40+1.06 2.154¢0.95 -6.52 .000 0.31
N-6 2.59+1.08 2.51£1.27 -2.09 036 0.10
N-7 2.31+0.86 2.12+41.55 -1.80 072 0.09
G-1 2.71£1.73 2.30+1.49 -8.88 .000 0.42
G-2 3.10£1.46 2.69+1.17 -6.94 .000 0.33
G-3 2.90+1.61 2.65+1.43 -7.48 .000 0.36
G-4 2.82+1.78 2.37+1.30 -7.42 .000 0.35
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G-5 1.96+1.59 1.88+1.52 -0.75 452 0.04
G-6 3.06+1.42 2.54+1.35 -10.24 .000 0.49
G-7 1.80+1.01 1.68+0.92 -5.00 .000 0.24
G-8 1.71+0.88 1.56+0.82 -5.83 .000 0.28
G-9 2.46+1.87 2.44+1.82 -1.42 157 0.07
G-10 2.58+1.36 2.55+1.29 -1.61 109 0.08
G-11 2.04+1.56 1.66+1.04 -7.03 .000 0.34
G-12 3.03+1.86 2.41+1.60 -11.08 .000 0.53
G-13 3.85+1.78 3.02+1.20 -9.68 .000 0.46
G-14 3.08+1.92 2.72+1.85 -8.84 .000 0.42
G-15 2.94+1.86 2.55+1.46 -7.70 .000 0.37
G-16 3.35+2.06 3.31+2.03 -1.43 154 0.07

A Wilcoxon signed rank test revealed that significant decreased in positive symptoms severity was
observed after the intervention; such as, P1 (Md = 3.34, n=220) compared to before (Md = 3.93,
n=220), z = -10.80, p = .000, with a large effect size, r = .51, P2 (Md=2.49, n=220) compared to
before (Md=3.14, n=220, z=-8.34, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .40, P3 (Md= 2.95, n=220)
compared to before (Md= 3.75, n=220, z= -10.10, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .48, P4 (Md=
2.18,n=220) compared to before (Md= 2.60, n=220, z= -6.97, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .33,
P5 (Md= 3.28,n=220) compared to before (Md= 3.66, n=220, z= -6.25, p=.000, with large effect
size, r=29, P6 (Md= 3.38, n=220) compared to before (Md=3.96 , n=220, z= -8.67, p=.000, with
large effect size, r= .41 and P7 (Md= 3.43, n=220) compared to before (Md= 3.95, n=220, z= -
7.04, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .34. Similarly, significant symptoms severity decreased
after interventions on negative symptoms; such as, N1 (Md= 1.79, n=220) compared to before
(Md= 2.43, n=220, z=-8.91, p=.000, with large effect size, r=42, N2 (Md= 2.45, n=220) compared
to before (Md= 2.74, n=220, z= -6.31, p=.000, with large effect size, = .30, N3 (Md= 2.50, n=220)
compared to before (Md= 2.70, n=220, z= -6.63, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .32, N4 (Md=
2.21, n=220) compared to before (Md= 2.27, n=220, z= -2.08, p=.038, with large effect size, 1=
.10, N5 (Md= 2.15, n=220) compared to before (Md= 2.40, n=220, z= -6.52, p=.000, with large
effect size, = .31, N6 (Md= 2.51, n=220) compared to before (Md= 2.59, n=220, z=-2.09, p=.036,
with large effect size, r= .10 and insignificant difference was found on N7 (Md= 2.12, n=220)
compared to before (Md= 2.31, n=220, z= -1.80, p=.072, with lower effect size, = .09. Moreover,
significant change was observed on general psychopathological symptoms severity after
interventions on G1 (Md= 2.30, n=220) compared to before (Md= 2.71, n=220, z= -8.88, p=.000,
with large effect size, r= .42, G2 (Md= 2.69, n=220) compared to before (Md= 3.10, n=220, z= -
6.94, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .33, G3 (Md= 2.65, n=220) compared to before (Md= 2.90,
n=220, z= -7.48, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .36, G4 (Md= 2.37,n=220) compared to before
(Md= 2.82, n=220, z= -7.42, p=.000, with large effect size, = .35, G6 (Md= 2.54, n=220)
compared to before (Md= 3.06, n=220, z= -10.24, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .49, G7 (Md=
1.68, n=220) compared to before (Md= 1.80, n=220, z= -5.00, p=.000, with large effect size, r=
24, G8 (Md= 1.56, n=220) compared to before (Md= 1.71, n=220, z= -5.83, p=.000, with large
effect size, = .28, G11 (Md= 1.66, n=220) compared to before (Md=2.04, n=220, z= -7.03,
p=.000, with large effect size, r= .34, G12 (Md= 2.41, n=220) compared to before (Md= 3.03,
n=220, z= -11.08, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .53, G13 (Md= 3.02, n=220) compared to
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before (Md= 3.85, n=220, z= -9.68, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .46, G14 (Md= 2.72, n=220)
compared to before (Md= 3.08, n=220, z= -8.84, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .42, G15 (Md=
2.55, n=220) compared to before (Md= 2.94, n=220, z= -7.70, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .37
and insignificant difference was found on G5 (Md= 1.88, n=220) compared to before (Md= 1.96,
n=220, z=-0.75, p=.452, with lower effect size, r= .04, G9 (Md= 2.44, n=220) compared to before
(Md= 2.46, n=220, z= -1.42, p=.157, with lower effect size, r= .07, G10 (Md= 2.55, n=220)
compared to before (Md= 2.58, n=220, z= -1.61, p=.109, with lower effect size, r= .08, and G16
(Md= 3.31, n=220) compared to before (Md= 3.35, n=220, z= -1.43, p=.154, with 10wer effect
size, r= .07 respectively (Table 3).

Table 4
Wilcoxon’s Signed-Ranked test between pre and post-testing on PANSS domains, help-
seeking attitude, and motivation toward treatment

2

PANSS Pre-Testing Post-Testing Z p Mp
(n=220) (n=220)
M+£SD M+SD
PANSS
Positive symptoms 25.00+8.89 21.05+6.91 -12.47 .000 .59
Negative symptoms 17.44+5.19 15.74+5.33 -9.52 .000 45
General symptoms 43.40+10.73 38.32+9.25 -12.72 .000 .61
HSAT 28.27+12.89 39.03£13.27 -10.43 .000 .50
PMFT 4.85+1.98 5.69+2.05 -12.43 .000 .59

Note: n,°= Patrial Eta Squared, PASNSS= Positive and Negative Symptoms Severity Scale,
HSAT= Help-Seeking Attitude Toward Treatment, PMFT= Patient’s Motivation for Treatment

A Wilcoxon-signed rank test revealed that significant change in symptoms severity was observed
after 3 month psycho-education program among patients with schizophrenia disorder; such as,
positive symptoms (Md=21.05, n=220) compared to before (Md=25.00, n=220, z=-12.47,
p=.000, with large effect size, r= .59, negative symptoms (Md=15.74, n=220) compared to
before (Md=17.44, n=220, z=-9.52, p=.000, with large effect size, = .45, and general
psychopathological symptoms (Md=38.32, n=220) compared to before (Md=43.40, n=220, z—=-
12.72, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .61. Moreover, findings indicate that 3 months
psychoeducation program significantly improved patients’ motivation and attitude toward
treatment; such as, HSAT (Md=39.03, n=220) compared to before (Md=28.27, n=220, z=-10.43,
p=.000, with large effect size, r= .50, and PMFT (Md=5.69, n=220) compared to before

(Md=4.85, n=220, z=-12.43, p=.000, with large effect size, r= .59 respectively (Table 4).

Table 5 Motivational level on rating scale (0-10) from pretreatment to posttreatment (N=220)

Motivational level Pretreatment Post treatment Change %
n(%) n(%) (Pre — Post)
n(%)
Low motivation (<4) 103(46.82%) 48(21.81%) -55(25.00%)
Moderate motivation (4-6) 64(29.10%) 74(33.64%) 10(4.55%)
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| High motivation (7-10) | 53(24.08%) | 98(44.55%) | 45(20.45%) |

Findings show (Table 5) that psychoeducation programs substantially improve patients’
motivation after 3-months. For example, in pre-treatment, patients with low motivation were
103(46.82%), and in post-treatment, there were 48(21.81%), which indicates 55(25.00%)
participants improved their motivational levels. During pretreatment, patients with moderate
motivation were 64(29.10%), and post-treatment, there 74(33.64%), which reflects that
10(4.55%) participants improved their level of motivation. Similarly, at the pretreatment level,
patients with high motivational levels were 53(24.08%), and at post-treatment, there were
98(44.55%), which shows 45(20.45%) patients improved their high motivational levels.

Figure 2: The pre- and post- assessment Results of PANSS after 16 weeks of sessions of
patients with Schizophrenia Disorder
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Results (Figure 2) indicate that the psychoeducation program substantially decreased their
positive, negative, and general symptoms after 16 weeks of sessions. A significant decrease in
positive symptoms was observed; similarly, change was noticed in negative and general
psychopathological symptoms. This reflects that the psychoeducation program -effectively
developed insight and awareness about the symptoms among patients.
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Figure 3: Symptoms change between pre- and post-assessment among patients with low, middle
and high socioeconomic status.
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Findings (Figure 3) shows that the psychoeducation program was an effective intervention to
address positive, negative, and general symptoms severity among patients of all socioeconomic
statuses. Furthermore, it was observed that patients in the low-income group had more symptoms
severity compared to middle- and high-income groups. However, the symptom severity of low-
income group also got reduced the most as a possible effect of the psychoeducation program.

Figure 4: Impact of psychoeducation program on age and symptoms severity using pre and post-
assessment outcomes
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Furthermore, findings reveal that there was no big difference between age groups on symptoms
severity. Furthermore, after the psychoeducation program, a significant reduction can be seen in
positive, negative and general symptoms severity among patients of all age groups (Figure 4).

DISCUSSION

Our study findings reported psychoeducation program produced substantial improvement. This
16-week psychoeducation program was planned to address patients’ positive, negative, and
general symptoms and improve patients’ motivation and help-seeking attitude toward treatment.
This piloting clinical trial was the first time we planned in Pakistan after reviewing patients’
overall low progress on treatment with no significant change in symptoms severity. It was
observed that patients’ help-seeking attitude toward treatment, motivations and income groups
are the major hindrance to treatment efficacy. To address these factors, the psychoeducation
program was structured. This psychoeducation program significantly addresses the severity of
positive, negative and general psychopathological symptoms (Leucht et al., 2013). This
psychoeducation program created insight and awareness among patients to manage their
symptoms. Adherence training helped the patients take medication properly and cope with the
stressors and emotional disturbances using skill training. The therapist also explained how
emotional disturbance causes social, cognitive, and behavioral dysfunctions (Carter & Barch,
2007; Sullivan et al., 2012).

Some evidence support that a psychoeducation program is an effective approach to addressing
and managing positive and negative symptoms severity (Xia, 2011; Chien et al., 2013). Another
piece of evidence reported without a psychoeducation program is that the psychotic episode,
prodromal period, and occasional symptoms enhance symptoms severity. Eventually, symptoms
transit into negative symptoms and collectively produce severe dysfunctional outcomes (Sabbag
et al., 2011). Early symptoms management empowers patients’ behavioral and cognition
functioning and the chance of successful recovery (Brown et al., 2012, Hoe et al., 2012; Fitch et
al., 2010, Frith & Frith, 2012). Psychotropic mediation is the better choice of treatment
(Asenjolobos et al., 2010; Hartling et al., 2013), and it produces substantial improvement along
with a psychoeducation program as a supportive intervention (Kalkstein et al., 2010; Naber &
Lambert, 2009).

Furthermore, it can be noted from our study that our psychoeducation program benefits most of
the age-groups almost equally. This finding is consistent with the findings of McFarlane, et al.
(1995) who also saw similar trends in patients from 18 to 45 years of age. Another factor that
may have been behind this finding could be that the urgency of treatment is more important
(Malik, et al., 2010).

Our results indicate the psychoeducation program significantly changed patients’ motivation
after 16-weeks sessions. The program enhanced patients’ motivation which usually helps the
person engage in treatment and be concerned with treatment procedures. Patients with adequate
motivation pursue treatment properly compared to those with low or inadequate motivation. In
our culture, patients commonly believe in medication, having no awareness and particular
knowledge about the future consequences and never considering the role of self-attitude and
motivation. Nakagami et al. (2010) identified inadequate motivations as the main reasons for
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non-compliance and distress cycle when patients avoid treatment, use irregular medication, and
have no insight into the problem. This usually leads to disturbed reality contact, attitudes toward
life, and motivations (Choi et al., 2010). High motivation toward treatment plays an essential role
in treatment factors and functional outcomes (Horan et al., 2006). This psychoeducation program
boosted the patients’ motivation toward treatment, making them optimistic and eagerly engaged
in the treatment process (Medalia & Saperstein, 2011; Sorokin et al., 2017). High motivations
could urge a patient internally to move toward a better life. In contrast, less motivated patients
have negative treatment beliefs, i.e., they deem it worthless and express increased cognitive
distortions (Kessler et al., 2001). In addition, less motivated patients sustain their positive and
negative symptoms throughout their illness (Bentall et al., 2010; Messinger et al., 2011; Reddy,
2016; Medalia et al., 2010).

Another factor that plays an important role is the patient’s help-seeking attitude toward
treatment. Psychoeducation programs change patients' attitudes by providing education, insight,
stress management, skill training, and motivation (Mohamed et al., 2014). This program
remained effective in promoting a positive attitude toward treatment, and it also enhanced
treatment adherence (Ram et al., 2019). It is observed that when patients feel compliance and
satisfaction with the treatment, they usually develop a positive help-seeking attitude. Therefore,
this psychoeducation program produced effective outcomes by providing guidance, insight, and
therapeutic support to reduce the symptoms' severity. Moreover, patients’ positive help-seeking
attitude may be promoted by receiving therapeutic guidance and training, which develops insight
in a patient toward their problem. A negative help-seeking attitude toward treatment creates
negative beliefs in patients’ minds that would cause treatment avoidance and follow-ups (Ram et
al., 2019).

Besides motivational, attitude, and attributional factors, the present study found quite high
differences between high-income group, middle-, and low-income groups on pretest of symptom
severity, however all three groups benefitted from our psychoeducation program and their
symptom severity lessened. An interesting thing to note here is that, although symptom severity
was highest in the low-income group (on pretest) but this group also benefitted the most from our
psychoeducation program and got highest reduction in their symptom severity (posttest). Most of
the studies report that underprivileged are usually worst off if they get afflicted with
schizophrenia. Nakagami et al., (2010) found financial obstacles and access to treatment problem
as significant factors causing treatment non-compliance in Indian sample of patients with
schizophrenia. Somewhat similar findings were identified by Burns et al., (2014), Chan et
al.,(2015) and Gururaj et al., (2005), that various countries with higher income-inequality, there
is comparatively higher prevalence of schizophrenia. Whereas on the other hand, people with
high income resources, respond better to treatment (Citome et al., 2013). In fact, patients from
low socioeconomic background already have very limited resources to manage their families’
daily needs; additionally, there is absence of facilities like medical insurance or free treatment.
So having a psychiatric patient in a family adds burden on the family’s already degraded
resources (Millan et al., 2014). On the other side, patients with high income resources can avail
better treatment opportunities; they can afford better practitioners, bear medication expenses and
may have life without extreme debt burdens (Zagozdzon et al., 2017). Moreover, patients with
high income status usually approach practitioner on right time because they have no issue of
affordability while patients with low-income resources prefer local cheap remedies, quack
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practitioners, and faith healers to manage the symptoms, thus this delay adversely effects their
symptoms severity. Beside these, another reason is a lack of treatment facilities, and support
system which also causes increases in the severity in patients over time (Medalia & Choi,
2009). However, one aspect that may make this pilot study worth expanding is that the low-
income group responded better to our psychoeducation program than middle income and high-
income groups. It could be due to the attention and focus that the underprivileged patients got
from our psychoeducation program that they otherwise do not get a chance as most of their
family members are busy earning for survival.

Conclusion

It is concluded that the management of patients with schizophrenia disorder using our
psychoeducation program (alongside medication) reduces the frequency of positive, negative,
and general psychopathological symptoms across most age groups and economic conditions.
Patients’ motivation and positive attitude toward seeking help is very important to sustain
patients’ engagement in treatment so our psychoeducation program has these factors built into it.
Socioeconomic status is another cause which significantly increases or decreases the process and
outcomes of the treatment; our psychoeducation program benefits all income groups of patients,
however, it tends to benefit the underprivileged patients more. Finally, psychoeducation program
(alongside medications) increases treatment efficacy and supports the process of recovery.

Limitations of the study

The current study has some limitations. The limitation built into this pilot study is that it is a
single arm pilot study of patients with schizophrenia who were already on medication, so, our
psychoeducation program cannot be disentangled from the psychoactive medications the patients
were receiving as there is no control group. Furthermore, only patients who were at the initial
stage of their illness and having relatively less severity, were targeted for this research for
different outpatient settings. Moreover, major focus was given to patients’ level of motivation
and attitude toward treatment and other factors were not targeted that might play helping role in
the treatment, such as, patients’ social and emotional support system, role of cognitive
functioning, emotional intelligence, well-being, and others associated factors. Another factor is
that the psychoeducation program was mainly designed to develop insight, enhance adherence,
increase motivation, and bring about positive attitudes in the patients toward treatment and was
not a comprehensive psychotherapeutic treatment intervention in itself. Extensive psychotherapy
along with medication could play an even more effective role in the recovery process.

The implication of the study

This pilot study investigated the impact of a psychoeducation program working through
motivation and attitude to address symptoms severity. This program produced significant
positive advancements in addressing symptoms severity and also provided a road map to work
on and explore further options for psychoeducation programs to be conducted with Pakistani
patients. For this reason, this study is unique in nature and it could facilitate practitioners and
clinicians working in a primary care setting of Pakistan. This study can also help mental health
professional understand the importance of concurrent initiation of psychological support
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alongside psychotropic medications. Moreover, the current study highlights that the reluctance of
patients with schizophrenia to participate in treatment and low motivation and negative help-
seeking attitudes toward treatment are some of the problems amenable to psychoeducation.
Considering this viewpoint, if we work on patients’ motivation and attitude, we may engage the
patients in treatment and produce better treatment outcomes. Our psychoeducation program can
be used with different psychiatric patients where a lack of insight and motivation for treatment is
felt by the clinician. Our pilot study has provided the basis of a workable psychoeducation
program in Urdu, future researchers could use our program to further conuct full-scale
randomized control trials.

DISCLOSURE: None

CONFLICT OF INTEREST: None
FUNDING: None

REFERENCES

Abbas Q, Ramzan Z, Emad F, Rehman R. Pattern of positive, negative and general
psychopathological symprtoms in schizophrenia patients at primary care setting: A cross
sectional study.J Pak Med Assoc, 2019; 69(3); 361-366.

American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (5"
ed.). Arlington, VA: American Psychiatric Publishing, 2013; pp. 74-85. ISBN 978-0-
89042-555-8.

Barrowclough C, Haddock G, Wykes T, et al. Integrated motivational interviewing and cognitive
behavioral therapy for people with psychosis and comorbid substance misuse:
randomized controlled trial. BMJ. 2010;341:c6325 doi: 10.1136/bmj.c6325.

Beck JS, Beck AT. Cognitive therapy: Basics and beyond. New York: Guilford press; 1995 May
19.

Bentall, R. P., Simpson, P. W., Lee, D. A., Williams, S., Elves, S., Brabbins, C., et al. (2010).
Motivation and avolition in schizophrenia patients: the role of self-efficacy. Psychosis 2,
12-22. doi: 10.1080/17522430903505966

Bortolon, C., Macgregor, A., Capdevielle, D., and Raffard, S. (2017). Apathy in schizophrenia: a
review of neuropsychological and neuroanatomical studies. Neuropsychologia. doi:
10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2017.09.033. [Epub ahead of print].

Buck, B., and Lysaker, P. H. (2013). Consummatory and anticipatory anhedonia in
schizophrenia: stability, and associations with emotional distress and social function over
six months. Psychiatry Res. 205, 30-35. doi: 10.1016/j.psychres.2012.09.008

Buckley PF, Noffsinger SG, Smith DA, Hrouda DR, Knoll JL: Treatment of the psychotic
patient who is violent. Psychiatr Clin North Am, 2003; 26:231-272 [G]

Burns JK, Tomita A, Kapadia AS. Income inequality and schizophrenia: increased schizophrenia
incidence in countries with high levels of income inequality. Int J Soc Psychiatry. 2014;
60(2):185-196. doi:10.1177/0020764013481426.

Burns JK, Tomita A, Kapadia AS. Income inequality and schizophrenia: Increased schizophrenia
incidence in countries with high levels of income inequality. Int J Soc Psychiatry, 2014,
60(2); 185-196. doi:10.1177/0020764013481426.

20


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Standard_Book_Number
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-89042-555-8
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Special:BookSources/978-0-89042-555-8
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148; this version posted July 5, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

Burns JK, Tomita A, Kapadia AS. Income inequality and schizophrenia: Increased schizophrenia
incidence in countries with high levels of income inequality. Int. J. Soc. Psychiatry 60(2),
185-96 (2014).

Byrne M, Agerbo E, Eaton WW, et al. Parental socioeconomic status and risk of first admission
with schizophrenia. Soc. Psychiatry Psychiatr. Epidemiol 39(2), 87-96 (2004).

Calton, T., Cheetham, A, D’Silva, K, and Glazebrook, C. (2009). International schizophrenia
research and the concept of patient-centredness: an analysis over two wo decades. Int. J.
Soc. Psychiatry 55, 157-169. doi: 10.1177/0020764009104281

Campellone, T. R., Sanchez, A. H., and Kring, A.M. (2016). Defeatist performance beliefs,
negative symptoms, and functional outcome in schizophrenia: a metaanalytic review.
Schizophr. Bull. 42, 1343—-1352. doi: 10.1093/schbul/sbw026

Caqueo-U, Alejandra, Laurent B, Karine B, Stephen E, Gilman. The relationships between
Patients’ and Caregivers’ Beliefs about the Causes of Schizophrenia and Clinical Outcomes
in Latin American Countries. Psychiatry Research, 2015; 229: 44046

Chan KY, Zhao Ff, Meng S, et al. Prevalence of schizophrenia in China between 1990 and 2010.
Glob. J. Health. Sci 5(1) (2015).

Chandra IS, Kumar KL, Reddy MP, Reddy CMPK. Attitudes toward Medication and Reasons
for Non-Compliance in Patients with Schizophrenia.Indian J Psychol Med.
2014;36(3):294-8.

Choi J, Mogami T, Medalia A. Intrinsic motivation inventory: an adapted measure for
schizophrenia research. Schizophr Bull, 2010; 36: 966-976. doi:10.1093/schbul/sbp030

Choi J, Mogami T, Medalia A. Intrinsic motivation inventory: an adapted measure for
schizophrenia research [published online ahead of print April 21, 2009]. Schizophr Bull.
2010;36:966-976 doi:10.1093/schbul/sbp030

Chun-Te Leel,2, Chiu-Yueh Hsiao3, Jia-Fu Lee4,5, Yi-Chyan Chen4,5, Oswald Ndi Nfor6,
Jing-Yang Huang6, Lee Wang6, Chien-Chang Ho7, Yung-Po Liaw. Relationship
between Schizophrenia and Low-Income Based on Age and Sex: Results from a Nation-
wide Population-Based Longitudinal Study. Neuropsychiatry, 2018; 8(3), 1000-1006.

Faul, F., Erdfelder, E., Buchner, A., & Lang, A. G. (2009). Statistical power analyses using g*
power 3.1: Tests for correlation and regression analyses. Behavior Research Methods,
41(4), 1149-1160. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3758/ BRM. 41.4. 1149

Fervaha, G., Foussias, G., Agid,O., and Remington, G. (2015).Motivational deficits in early
schizophrenia: prevalent, persistent, and key determinants of functional outcome.
Schizophr. Res. 166, 9-16. doi: 10.1016/j.schres.2015.04.040

Fiszdon, J. M., Kurtz, M. M., Choi, J., Bell, M. D., and Martino, S. (2016). Motivational
interviewing to increase cognitive rehabilitation adherence in schizophrenia. Schizophr.
Bull. 42, 327-334. doi: 10.1093/schbul/sbv143

Foussias G, Agid O, Fervaha G, Remington G. Negative symptoms of schizophrenia: clinical
features, relevance to real world functioning and specificity versus other CNS disorders.
Eur. Neuropsychopharmacol. 2014, 24,693-709.

Foussias, G., Siddiqui, I., Fervaha, G., Mann, S., McDonald, K., Agid, O., et al. (2015).
Motivated to do well: an examination of the relationships between motivation, effort, and
cognitive performance in schizophrenia. Schizophr. Res. 166, 276-282. doi:
10.1016/j.schres.2015.05.019

Fusar-Poli P, Carpenter WT, Woods SW, McGlashan TH. Attenuated psychosis syndrome: ready
for DSM-5.1?Annu.Rev. Clin. Psychol. 2014, 10,24.1-24.38.

21


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148; this version posted July 5, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

Gadit, A, Khalid N. State of mental health in Pakistan - education, service and research. Karachi
Corporate Printers, 2002, pp. 34-42.

Ghuloum S, Abdulbari Bener, Mohammed T, Abou-Saleh. Prevalence of mental disorders in
adult population attending primary health care setting in Qatari population. J Pak Med
Assoc, 2011; 61(3): pp 216-221

Gururaj G, Girish N, Isaac MK. NCMH Background papers- Burden of disease in India. New
Delhi: Ministry of Health & Family Welfare; 2005. Mental, neurological and substance
abuse disorders: Strategies towards a systems approach.

Haider, M. (2021, June 20). Poverty in Pakistan up from 4.4pc to 5.4pc: WB. The News
International.  https://www.thenews.com.pk/print/852321-poverty-in-pakistan-up-from-4-
4pc-to-5-4pc-wb

Haddad M, Waqgas A, Qayyum W, Shams M, Malik S. The attitudes and beliefs of Pakistani
medical practitioners about depression: a cross-sectional study in Lahore using the Revised
Depression Attitude Questionnaire (R-DAQ). BMC psychiatry. 2016 Dec;16(1):1-1.

Hammer J H, Parent MC, Spiker DA. Mental Help Seeking Attitudes Scale (MHSAS):
Development, reliability, validity, and comparison with the ATSSPH-SF and IASMHS-
PO. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 2018, 65, 74-85. doi: 10.1037/cou0000248

Huxley A, Fonseca AS. The relationship between anhedonia and positive ,negative, and general
symptomatology in patients with schizophrenia. Issues Ment. Health Nurs. 2014, 35,122—
126.

Juckel, G., Schlagenhauf, F., Koslowski, M., Wiistenberg, T., Villringer, A., and Knutson, B., et
al (2006). Dysfunction of ventral striatal reward prediction in schizophrenia. Neuroimage
29, 409-416. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.07.051

Kay SR, Fiszbein A, Opfer LA. The Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale (PANSS) for
Schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 1987, 13(2), 261-276.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/schbul/13.2.261

Kessler RC, Greenberg PE, Mickelson KD, Meneades LM, Wang PS, The effects of chronic
medical conditions on work loss and work cut back, J Occup Environ Med, 2001; 43:
218-25.

McFarlane, W. R., Lukens, E., Link, B., Dushay, R., Deakins, S. A., Newmark, M., Dunne, E. J.,
Horen, B., & Toran, J. (1995). Multiple-Family Groups and Psychoeducation in the
Treatment of Schizophrenia. Archives of General Psychiatry, 52(8), 679-687.
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.1995.03950200069016

Malik, F., Khawar, R., Chaudhry, H. R., & Humphreys, G. W. (2010). Emotion recognition and
duration of untreated first-episode psychosis among patients in Pakistan. East Asian
Archives of Psychiatry, 20(1), 31-38. https://doi.org/10.3316/informit.939296322865211

Malaspina D, Walsh-Messinger J, Gaebel W, MorrisSmith L, Gorun A, Prudent V, Antonius D,
Trémeau F. Negative symptoms, past and present: a historical perspective and moving to
DSM-5. Eur. Neuropsychopharmacol, 2014, 24,710-724.

Mazumder AH, Md T, Alam HY, Riitta-Liisa K, Mohammad SI, Mullick M, Chowdhury WA.
Positive and Negative Symptoms in Patients of Schizophrenia: A Cross Sectional Study
Acta Medica International, Jan, 2015; 2(1).

McFarlane WR, Dixon L, Lukens E, Lucksted A. Family psychoeducation and schizophrenia: a
review of the literature. J Marital Fam Ther. 2003;29:223-245.

22


http://psycnet.apa.org/doi/10.1093/schbul/13.2.261
https://doi.org/10.3316/informit.939296322865211
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148; this version posted July 5, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

Medalia A, Brekke J. In search of a theoretical structure for understanding motivation in
schizophrenia [published online ahead of print June 30, 2010]. Schizophr Bull. 2010; 36:
912— 918 doi:10.1093/schbul/sbq073.

Medalia A, Choi J. Cognitive remediation in schizophrenia. Neuropsychol Rev, 2009, vol. 19;
353-364. doi 10.1007/s11065-009-9097-y

Medalia A. Saperstein A. The role of motivation for treatment stucces. Schzophrenia Bulletin,
2011, 37(2); S122-S128. doi:10.1093/schbul/sbr063

Messinger, J. W., Trémeau, F., Antonius, D., Mendelsohn, E., Prudent, V., Stanford, A. D., et al.
(2011). Avolition and expressive deficits capture negative symptomphenomenology:
implications for DSM-5 and schizophrenia research. Clin. Psychol. Rev. 31, 161-168.
doi: 10.1016/j.cpr.2010.09.002

Millan MJ, Fone K, Steckler T, Horan WP. Negative symptoms of schizophrenia: Clinical
characteristics, pathological substrates, experimental models and prospects for improved
treatment. European Neuropsychopharmachology, 2014 (24); 645-692

Mohamed S, Rosenheck R, He H, Yuping N. Insight and attitudes towards medication among
inpatients with chronic schizophrenia in the US and China. Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr
Epidemiol 2014; 49:1063-70.

Mohamed S, Rosenheck R, McEvoy J, Swartz M, Stroup S, Lieberman JA, et al. Cross-sectional
and longitudinal relationships between insight and attitudes toward medication and clinical
outcomes in chronic schizophrenia. Schizophr Bull, 2009; 35:336-46.

Nakagami E, Hoe M, Brekke JS. The prospective relationships among intrinsic motivation,
neurocognition, and psychosocial functioning in schizophrenia. Schizophr Bull. 2010;
36:935-948.

Nakagami, E., Hoe, M., and Brekke, J. S. (2010). The prospective relationships among intrinsic
motivation, neurocognition, and psychosocial functioning in schizophrenia. Schizophr.
Bull. 36, 935-948. doi: 10.1093/schbul/sbq043

Nakagami, E., Xie, B., Hoe, M., and Brekke, J. S. (2008). Intrinsic motivation, neurocognition
and psychosocial functioning in schizophrenia: testing mediator and moderator effects.
Schizophr. Res. 105, 95-104. doi: 10.1016/j.schres.2008.06.015

Nawaz R, Gul S, Amin R, Huma T, Al Mughairbi F. Overview of schizophrenia research and
treatment in Pakistan. Heliyon. 2020 Nov 1;6(11):e05545.

Palmer BA, Ponkratz VS, Bostwick JM. The lifetime risk of suicide in schizophrenia:
reexamination. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2005; 62(3): 247-530.

Prince M, Patel V, Saxena S, Maj M, Maselko J, Philips MR, et al. No health without mental
health. Lancet 2007; 370: 859-77.

Rabbani MG, Alam MF, Ahmed HU, Sarkar M, Islam MS, Anwar N. Prevalence of mental
disorders, mental retardation, epilepsy and substance abuse in children. Bang J
Psychiatry. 2009; 23(1): 11-54.

Ram D, Mintu M, Samaksha PB, Basavana GH. A study of drug attitude and medication
adherence and its relationship with the impact of illness among the mentally ill. Arch. Clin.
Psychiatry, 2019; 46(4); 85-88. DOI: 10.1590/0101-60830000000201

Reddy, L. F., Llerena, K., and Kern, R. S. (2016). Predictors of employment in schizophrenia:
the importance of intrinsic and extrinsic motivation. Schizophr. Res. 176, 462—466. doi:
10.1016/j.schres.2016.08.006

Rose D, Stuart B, Hardy K, Loewy R. Re-envisioning psychosis: a new language for clinical
practice. Current Psychiatry, 2010; 9: 23-28

23


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148; this version posted July 5, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

Rushworth MFS, Mars RB, Sallet J. Are there specialized circuits for social cognition and are
they unique to humans? Curr.Opin.Neurobiol, 2013, 23,436—442.

Saraceno B, Barbui C. Poverty and mental illness. Canadian Journal of Psychiatry, 1997; 42(3);
285-290

Sherer R. Mental Health Care in the Developing World, Psychiatric Times, XIX(1), 2002.

Sood M, Chadda RK, Mishra AK, Kumari K, Kukreti R. Attitude toward antipsychotics and its
correlation with psychopathology and insight in patients with schizophrenia. Indian J Soc
Psychiatry 2018;34:200-202

Sorokin MY, Lutova NB, Wied VD. The Role of Treatment Motivation Subsystems in the Overall
Structure of Compliance in Patients Undergoing Psychopharmacotherapy. Neurosci Behav
Physi. 2017; 47, 890-894. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11055-017-0486-z

Strauss, G. P., Waltz, J. A., and Gold, J. M. (2014). A review of reward processing and
motivational impairment in schizophrenia. Schizophr. Bull. 40(Suppl 2), S107-S116. doi:
10.1093/schbul/sbt197

Tabachnick BG, Fidell LS. Using Multivariate Statistics. Pearson, Boston, 2013.

Tandon R, Gaebel W, Barch DM, Bustillo J, Gur RE, Heckers S, Malaspina D, Owen MJ,
Schultz S, Tsuang M, VanOs J, Carpenter W. Definition and description of schizophrenia
in the DSM-5. Schizophr. Res, 2013, 150,3-10.

Theodoridou A, Rossler W. Ddisease burden and disability-adjusted life years due to
schizophrenia and psychotic disorders. In: Victor RP, Ronald RW, editors. Handbook of
disease burdens and quality of life measures. Pt. 2, 2.6. New York: Springer; 2010. P.
1493-1507

Valencia M, Diaz A, Juarez F. Integration of pharmacological and psychosocial treatment for
schizophrenia in Mexico: The case of a developing country proposal. Pharmacotherapy.
EUA: InTech. 2012 Jun 29:41-69.

Wheeler A. Sociodemographic, functional and clinical correlates in outpatients with
schizophrenia: comparison with affective disorders. Aust N Z J Psychiatry 2007; 41: 809-
18.

Wiesjahn M, Jung E, Lamster F, Rief W, Lincoln TM. Explaining Attitudes and Adherence to
Antipsychotic Medication: The Development of a Process Model. Schizophr Res Treat
2014;2014:341545.

Wittchen HU, Jacobi F, Rehm J, Gustavsson A, Svensson M, Jonsson B, Olesen J, Allgulander
C, Alonso J, Faravelli C, Fratiglioni L, Jennum P, Lieb R, Maercker A, VanOs J, Preisig
M, Salvador-Carulla L, Simon R, Steinhausen HC. The size and burden of mental
disorders and other disorders of the brain in Europe 2010. Eur.Neuropsychopharma- col.
2011, 21,655-679.

World Health Organization- Assessment Instrument for Mental Health Systems (WHO-AIMS). A
report of the assessment of the mental health system in Pakistan. 2009, pp, 1-30. Retrieved
on October 13, 2020 from
https://www.who.int/mental_health/pakistan_who_aims_report.pdf?ua=1

World Health Organization. Key Facts, 2018. Retrieved on April, 12, 2019 from
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/schizophrenia

World Health Organization. Schizophrenia. 2011. [Last cited on 2011 Feb 27]. Available
from: http://www.who.int/mental health/management/schizophrenia/en/

Wykes T, Huddy V, Cellard C, McGurk SR, Czobor P. A meta-analysis of cognitive remediation
for schizophrenia: methodology and effect sizes. Am. J. Psychiatry, 2011, 168, 472—485.

24


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11055-017-0486-z
https://www.who.int/mental_health/pakistan_who_aims_report.pdf?ua=1
https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/schizophrenia
http://www.who.int/mental_health/management/schizophrenia/en/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148; this version posted July 5, 2022. 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 4.0 International license .

Xia J, Merinder LB, Belgamwar MR. Psychoeducation for schizophrenia. Cochrane Database Syst
Rev. 2011;(6):CD002831

Yesilyaprak N, Batmaz S, Yildiz M, Songur E, Akpinar Aslan E. Automatic thoughts, cognitive
distortions, dysfunctional attitudes, core beliefs, and ruminative response styles in unipolar
major depressive disorder and bipolar disorder: a comparative study. Psychiatry and
Clinical Psychopharmacology. 2019 Oct 2;29(4):854-63.

Zagozdzon P, Wrotkowska M. Religious Beliefs and Their Relevance for Treatment Adherence in
Mental Illness: A Review. Religions 2017, 8, 150; doi:10.3390/rel8080150

25


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.01.22277148
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

