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Abstract

Objective: To report current practices and attitudes of child and adolescent psychiatrists (CAP)
regarding diagnostic genetic and pharmacogenetic (PGx) testing.

Methods: Survey of 958 US-based practicing CAP.

Results: 54.9% of respondents indicated that they had ordered/referred for a genetic test in the
past 12 months. 87% of respondents agreed that it is their role to discuss genetic information
regarding psychiatric conditions with their patients; however, 45% rated their knowledge of
genetic testing practice guidelines as poor/very poor. The most ordered test was PGx (32.2%),
followed by chromosomal microarray (23.0%). 73.4% reported that PGx is at least slightly
useful in child and adolescent psychiatry. Most (62.8%) were asked by a patient/family to order
PGx in the past 12 months and 41.7% reported they would order PGx in response to a family
request. Those who ordered a PGx test were more likely to have been asked by a patient/family
and to work in private practice. 13.8% of respondents agreed/strongly agreed that a PGx test can
predict the effectiveness of specific antidepressants. Some respondents also indicated they would
make clinical changes based on PGx information even if a medication was currently effective
and there were no side effects.

Conclusions: Genetic testing has become routine clinical care in child and adolescent
psychiatry. Despite this, many providers rate their associated knowledge as poor/very poor.
Patient requests were associated with ordering practices and providers misinterpretation of PGx
may be leading to unnecessary changes in clinical management. There is need for further

education and support for clinicians.
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Introduction

The past decade has seen the identification of hundreds of genomic loci associated with
psychiatric conditions, the ability to generate polygenic risk scores for psychiatric conditions,
and the emergence of commercially available pharmacogenetic (PGx) tests aimed specifically at
psychotropic medications ', A study of US-based psychiatrists found that 14% ordered genetic
tests in the past 6 months, and 41% had patients ask about genetic testing®. A decade later, there
are few data on current practices and attitudes towards genetic testing among adult or child and
adolescent psychiatrists (CAP).

Genetic testing is currently part of the standard of care in the evaluation of children and
adults for some neuropsychiatric conditions, including autism spectrum disorder (ASD)"~® and
intellectual and developmental disorders (IDD)®!°, where results can impact subsequent medical
decision making®!!"!%; (e.g. detecting inborn errors of metabolism can lead to specific
treatments'®, and genetic diagnoses can trigger screening and follow up for associated medical
conditions >!'2. Numerous professional organizations recommend genetic testing to evaluate

ASD, but implementation remains low 141,

A different category of genetic test can be used to guide pharmacological treatments'®!”.
The FDA has approved medication inserts with pharmacogenetically-determined medication
dose recommendations for certain medications, including commonly prescribed psychotropic
medications such as citalopram'® and aripiprazole'®. Clinical guidelines regarding PGx tests have
been released!”?°, including for carbamazepine dosing and HLA-B genotype?!, and selective
serotonin reuptake inhibitors for individuals carrying certain CYP2D6 or CYP2C19 alleles?*?2.

Currently, various commercial PGx laboratory-developed tests with accompanying decision-

support tools are available for patients with psychiatric disorders?. Individual hospital-based
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laboratories have also developed tests that test panels of genes deemed relevant (e.g., Mayo
Clinic, University of Florida).

The degree to which PGx testing can help guide optimal pharmacological treatment
remains debated. Studies meta-analyzing the results from commercial tests have shown improved

23725 when these were utilized relative to not.

rates of remission for some tests, not for others
Limitations of these studies include the subpopulations in which the studies were conducted and
the discordance between results based on the specific test utilized. Professional organizations
that represent psychiatrists in the United States (American Psychiatric Association, American
Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatrists, American Society of Geriatric Psychiatrists,
International Society of Psychiatric Genetics*®) have not endorsed the routine use of these tests to
date. What is clear is that a nuanced understanding and discussion of this topic is necessary
instead of general statements that this broad class of testing can or cannot benefit care.

Given a decade of quick advances in psychiatric genomics research and debates about the
utility of PGx, it is important to identify and understand psychiatrists’ current practices,
understanding, and attitudes regarding genetic testing. Here we report on the survey results

regarding current practices, knowledge, and attitudes regarding genetic testing used as part of

clinical care with a focus on PGx testing.

METHOD

Design and Setting
The Institutional Review Board of Baylor College of Medicine approved this study

(protocol number H-46219). Informed consent was obtained from all participants.
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Survey methods have been previously described.?’ Briefly, a 47-question survey was developed
to assess CAP current practice, knowledge, and perceptions toward genetic testing based on
current literature with input from an expert panel consisting of CAP, psychologists, genetic
counselors, bioethicists, lawyers, and an anthropologist using a modified Delphi method?3. The
survey included three sections: general (diagnostic) genetic testing, PGx testing, and polygenic
risk scores. Survey participants were recruited from publicly available listservs, professional
organizations, national conferences, and other professional meetings. Web searches were
conducted to identify other publicly available contact information for CAP. The survey was
administered in English, and was electronically distributed over a four-week period in June 2020
using Qualtrics©. Questions about the current use of general genetic testing and PGx testing
were used to learn about CAP knowledge, experience, opinions on current and potential future
utility, and concerns and appropriateness of PGx testing. For results on knowledge and

1.3, and for

perceptions of the utility of genetic testing in the evaluation of ASD, see Soda et a
results related to polygenic risk scores, see Pereira et al.?’. The survey is found as supplementary

file 1.

Measures

The survey items were designed to ascertain clinicians’ knowledge about genetic testing
in psychiatry, experiences with ordering genetic testing, perceived current and future utility of
genetic testing, and clinicians’ views on the potential impact of genetic testing on mental health

stigma.
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Self-rated knowledge of genetic testing:

Respondents self-rated their knowledge about genetic testing in psychiatry, genetic
testing guidelines in psychiatry, and knowledge about how to integrate genetic test results and
PGx test results into practice. Response options included: Very Poor, Poor, Good, or Very Good.
Experiences/Current practices with ordering genetic testing:

Ordering practices were ascertained using up to six questions nested in conditional
response queues. The first question asked whether a respondent ordered any genetic testing in the
past 12 months as a yes/no question. If the respondent selected yes, they were then asked the
approximate percentage of patients for whom they ordered genetic tests and whether they
involved a genetic specialist when considering and/or interpreting genetic tests.

Participants reported the conditions for which genetic tests were ordered (e.g., ASD,
Obsessive Compulsive Disorder), the type of test ordered (e.g., Chromosomal microarray,
targeted testing for a specific disorder), and their reasons for ordering (e.g., diagnostic
clarification, medication side effects). All questions were multiple-choice with multiple

selections enabled, and included an option to write in responses not listed.

Current and future utility of genetic testing in psychiatry:
Respondents reported perceived current and future utility for genetic testing for ASD,
IDD, for reasons other than for ASD/IDD, and child and adolescent psychiatry broadly.

Response options included: Not at all useful, Slightly useful, Useful, Very useful.
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Attitudes toward role in genetic testing in psychiatry:

Respondents reported whether they feel it is their role to discuss genetic information
regarding psychiatric illness with patients and their families. Response options included:
Strongly disagree, disagree, agree, and strongly agree.

Interpretation and clinical translation of knowledge of pharmacogenetics:

Respondents reported whether there is sufficient evidence that PGx test results can
predict the effectiveness of one antidepressant medication over another on a 5-point scale
ranging from 1 (“Strongly disagree”) to 5 (“Strongly agree”). Respondents were also allowed to
answer, “I do not know”. Respondents were also asked, “If PGx test results show that a patient
is at an increased risk for a serious side effect, but the patient has responded well to the
medication without any significant side effects, how likely are you to:” change the medication or
change the dose of the current medication. Response options included: Very unlikely, Unlikely,

Likely, or Very likely.

Statistical Methods:

Categorical variables were analyzed using chi-square and logistic regression. When cell
sizes were small, Fisher’s exact Test was used to compare the categorical groups. For
comparisons of the current or future utility of genetic testing, McNemar changes tests*® were
computed. Continuous variables were assessed using analysis of variance and two-sided p-values

(p <.05) are reported.
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RESULTS

The survey was distributed to 5,677 individuals. Of 1180 who agreed to participate, 962
completed surveys were obtained (16.9% completion rate), which reflects ~11.6% of practicing
U.S. CAP. Four participants were excluded because they did not indicate whether they ordered
genetic testing in the past 12 months, for a final total of 958 respondents included in analyses.

See Table 1 for participant characteristics.

Reported use and Subjective Knowledge of Genetic Testing

Fifty-five percent of respondents indicated they ordered/referred for any genetic test in
the past 12 months, with the majority of those who ordered tests (86.3%) reporting ordering tests
for <10% of their patients. Of those who ordered genetic testing, 60.5% reported that they
involved a genetic specialist (e.g., a genetic counselor, medical geneticist, psychiatric

geneticist).

Eighty-seven percent of respondents agreed that it is their role to discuss genetic
information regarding psychiatric conditions with their patients and their families. However,
45.2% of all respondents, and 36.1% of those who ordered genetic tests, rated their subjective
knowledge of genetic testing practice guidelines in psychiatry as poor or very poor. Furthermore,
33.2% of all respondents reported their knowledge of how to integrate genetic testing into their
practice as poor or very poor, and 26.7% rated their knowledge of genetic testing in psychiatry as
poor or very poor. However, with respect to PGx testing, 66.7% of respondents rated their

knowledge of how to integrate PGx testing into their practice as good or very good.

The types of genetic tests ordered, conditions for which genetic testing was ordered, and

reasons genetic testing was ordered by the CAP that responded as having ordered a genetic test

9


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.24.23284953

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.24.23284953; this version posted January 28, 2023. 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.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

in the past 12 months are shown in Figure 1. The most ordered test was PGx testing, followed by

chromosomal microarray.

Regarding PGx testing, 32.2% of respondents reported ordering a PGx test in the prior 12
months. When asked when they would order a PGx test, the top three reasons were following
refractory symptoms (55.0%), after severe side effects (50.3%), and when a family requested
testing (41.4%; Figure 2). Fourteen percent of respondents reported they would never order PGx

testing.

Given the only clinical indication for the use of CMA in psychiatry are for the medical
evaluation of those with ASD/IDD, we examined whether respondents reporting that they
ordered testing for ASD/IDD were generally the ones ordering CMA testing. Of the 958
respondents, 220 (23.0%) reported requesting a CMA. Of those who requested a CMA, 96.8%
endorsed ordering tests for ASD or IDD in the past 12 months, as compared to 18.4% of
providers ordering tests for ASD or IDD but reporting that they did not request a CMA in the
past 12 months. This difference was statistically significant (OR = 134.69, 95% CI = 62.02 —

292.51, p <.001).
Perceived utility

73.4% of respondents reported that PGx tests are currently at least slightly useful in CAP
practice, and 93.3% believed PGx would be at least slightly useful in five years (X*(1) = 186.13,
p <.001). We also identified a subgroup of respondents who reported ordering PGx testing
despite identifying they felt PGx currently had no utility in child and adolescent psychiatry
(7.1%). The most common reason these individuals reported ordering PGx tests was a family

member requesting testing (68.2%).

10
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In comparison, approximately 84% of respondents indicated that genetic testing was at
least slightly useful for ASD (previously published in Soda et al.', and 90.7% of respondents

indicated that genetic testing was at least slightly useful for IDD.

Among CAP who ordered a genetic test in the previous 12 months, 87.7% rated genetic
testing for ASD as slightly to very useful, whereas 82.1% of those who did not order a genetic
test rated genetic testing for ASD as slightly to very useful (X2 (1) = 5.77, p =.017). Among CAP
who ordered a genetic test, 93.2% rated genetic testing for IDD as slightly to very useful,
whereas 89.0% of those who did not order a genetic test rated genetic testing as slightly to very

useful (X2 (1) = 10.90, p <.001).

Overall, 76.3% of respondents felt that genetic testing for reasons other than testing for
ASD/IDD was currently at least slightly useful. In contrast, 94.4% rated the utility of genetic
testing for reasons other than ASD/IDD in five years would be slightly to very useful (X?(1) =

163.28, p <.001).
Predictors of ordering a genetic test

Respondents’ perceived utility of genetic testing for conditions other than ASD/IDD was
associated with an increased likelihood of ordering any genetic test (OR = 1.65, 95% CI=1.21 —
2.24, p =.002). In addition to perceived utility, respondents were more likely to report ordering a
genetic test when they reported greater knowledge about: genetic testing in psychiatry (OR =
2.20,95% CI=1.76 — 2.75, p <.001), genetic testing practice guidelines (OR = 1.83, 95% CI =
1.50 — 2.23, p <.001), and how to integrate genetic testing overall into their practice (OR = 2.35,

95% CI=1.89 —2.94, p <.001).
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CAP with <11 years of post-fellowship years in practice were 37% less likely to request
any genetic test compared to CAP with >11 years of post-fellowship years in practice (OR =
0.63, 95% CI1=10.47 - 0.85, p =.002).

Practice setting was associated with the frequency and self-reported knowledge with
regard to genetic testing. Those who self-reported at least some component of having a private
practice were more likely to order PGx tests compared to those who were not in any private
practice (OR =1.86, 95% CI = 1.41 —2.45, p <.001). This subgroup was also less likely to order
diagnostic tests (OR =0.51, 95% CI =0.38 — 0.69, p <.001). Those with at least some private
practice setting did not significantly differ regarding self-reported knowledge about genetic
testing F (1, 943) = 0.63, p =.427 or genetic testing practice guidelines in psychiatry F (1, 929) =
0.12, p =.725 compared to those who did not. In contrast, CAP at university medical centers
were more likely to order diagnostic genetic testing defined as CMA, Fragile X, exome/genome,
and other specific genetic tests (OR =2.71, 95% CI=1.97 —3.73, p <.001). Practicing at a
university medical center was also associated with greater self-reported knowledge of practice
guidelines regarding psychiatric genetic testing F (1, 909) =4.67, p = .031, and how to integrate

them into practice F (1,924) =5.10, p =.024.

Regarding PGx testing, respondents who reported higher levels of perceived utility of
PGx were more likely to report ordering PGx testing in the last 12 months (OR = 1.78, 95% CI =
1.47 —-2.16, p <.001). 62.8% of respondents reporting that they had been asked by a patient or
family member to order a PGx test in the last year. Of the 32.3% who reported ordering a PGx
test in the prior year, those who reported ordering a PGx test were significantly more likely to

have been asked by a patient or family member to order PGx testing (49.2%) compared to
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respondents who did not receive a patient or family request for testing (6.8%), X* (1) = 172.86, p
<.001.

Understanding of PGx

Given the demonstrated common use of PGx in care at present, we further assessed the
potential impact of PGx results on current patient care. Approximately 14% (13.8%) of
respondents agreed or strongly agreed that a PGx test can predict the effectiveness of one
antidepressant over another, indicating a problematic gap in knowledge concerning how to
interpret PGx testing results, and 1.8% indicated that they did not know. Furthermore, 6.9%
noted that they would likely or very likely change a medication, and 12.0% noted that they
would change the dosage of the currently prescribed medication if PGx showed a patient is at an
increased risk for serious side effects even if the patient has responded well to the medication

without any significant side effects.

DISCUSSION

We report the largest survey of psychiatrists on the topic of genetic testing to date.
Relative to a prior study in 2011°, 1) Respondents continue to believe it is their role to discuss
genetic findings in the context of psychiatric practice, 2) The fraction of psychiatrists reporting
use of genetic testing has dramatically increased to a degree that it now constitutes a majority,
and 3) A substantial fraction continue to report poor knowledge about these tests and how to
incorporate them into practice.

Most respondents (54.9%) ordered a genetic test in the prior year, suggesting that genetic
testing is now a common part of clinical care in child and adolescent psychiatry in the U.S. A

2011 survey found that 14% of U.S. psychiatrists ordered genetic tests®, suggesting a significant

13
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increase in this practice. More respondents reported ordering PGx testing than any other type of

test (i.e., Fragile X, CMA, or WES), all of which currently have clear guidelines supporting their

7-10 30,31

use in child and adolescent psychiatry’ ", a status that PGx testing does not currently have
The most commonly reported type of PGx test were commercial combinatorial tests combined
with clinical decision support tools for which the greatest evidence exists in adults with

depression after a first failed medication?3?43!

, a result that has not been consistently replicated
in a non-industry sponsored study>? or in children and adolescents®®. These combinatorial tests
do include the specific genetic tests contained within some established guidelines, and their
output often contradicts standard of care™.

Most respondents answered the questions about knowledge of PGx in a manner
consistent with the strength of the evidence about the clinical utility of these tests in psychiatric
practice. That 8% of respondents would change a currently effective medication that was not
producing any side effects based on a PGx test result indicates that test usage may contribute to
unnecessary and inappropriate medication changes.

In contrast to diagnostic testing in the context of ASD/IDD, wherein perceived utility was
associated with the likelihood of test ordering, the perceived utility of PGx testing did not seem
to influence clinicians’ reported ordering of PGx. CAP who reported ordering PGx testing were
more likely to order these tests when the patients or families asked them to order this type of test
or if they had a private practice location. This has implications for future attempts to influence
the use of these tests; it may be the case that whereas clinician education may play a role in
increasing the deployment of clinically indicated genetic testing for medical evaluation in the

context of ASD/IDD, the same may not be the case for PGx testing. Leaving aside the issue of

whether or not PGx testing has sufficient evidence significantly impacting clinical outcomes for
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its implementation in the context of psychiatry, which remains widely debated®!6:17-23-3031

clinicians should be ordering tests that they believe will positively impact clinical care, and not
simply because a patient or family asked for it. Educational interventions that guide CAP on how
to talk to patients about their reasons for not ordering certain tests may be indicated, as has been
done with the prescription of unnecessary antibiotics in the primary care context***>. There may
be factors other than patient requests to account for the association between private practice and
increased likelihood of ordering PGx tests, such as fewer restrictions or less oversight from
institution policies, on-site pharmacists, practice formularies, including third-party payers,
towards PGx testing such that private-practice psychiatry may allow for CAP to order these tests
at an increased frequency relative to other locations.

It should be noted that there are several scenarios in which it is clinically appropriate to
order PGx tests. For example, the current FDA labeling for carbamazepine has a black box
warning that states that patients with ancestry in genetically at-risk populations should be
screened for the presence of HLA-B*1502 prior to initiating treatment with carbamazepine.
Patients testing positive for the allele should not be treated with carbamazepine unless the benefit
clearly outweigh the risks*®. There is concern that those respondents who answered that they
would never order a PGx test are either unaware of such labeling or alternatively have decided
that they would never prescribe carbamazepine.

The difference between the implementation of genetic testing in the medical evaluation of
ASD/IDD and PGx that may account for the higher rates of PGx being ordered in the absence of
psychiatric professional organization’s inclusion of PGx as a part of guideline-concordant care

include more active direct patient-engagement by PGx laboratories that provide this testing®’.
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Companies that offer PGx have greatly facilitated such testing by lowering the barriers towards
ordering PGx on the part of physicians.

Several limitations should be considered. First, despite being the largest survey about
genetics among CAP to date, our response rate was modest. Second, CAP were limited to those
in the U.S. and results may not generalize to CAP in other countries.

The association between higher self-rated knowledge and guideline-concordant
diagnostic genetic testing in respondents with academic affiliations may reflect differences in the
dissemination of guidelines and implementation of practice change between such institutions
relative to non-academic affiliated providers. The lag time between the release of a clinical
guideline and its translation into clinical practice is commonly quoted to take 17 years*®. Given
the relative recency of the AACAP practice parameters for ASD’ and IDD?’, the increased
likelihood of having ordered genetic testing amongst those <10 years out of training is not
entirely surprising. Board recertification testing for CAP was once every 10 years, and many
trained community psychiatrists may have never had the training experience to order or interpret
diagnostic genetic tests in the context of psychiatry. What is clear from the results of this survey
is that guidelines are insufficient, and more education, collaboration with genetics healthcare
professionals (i.e., genetic counselors*’), as well as resources to appropriately implement genetic

testing in psychiatry, are required.
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TABLES AND FIGURES
Table 1. Demographic data
Participant Characteristics Total sample (n=958)*
Gender (n=952)
Female: 474 (49%)
Male: 453 (48%)
Prefer Not to Say: 25 (3%)
Other: 1 (<1%)
Trans Male: 1 (<1%)
Ethnicity (n=951)
White/European American: 662 (70%)
Asian: 95 (10%)
Prefer Not to Say: 54 (6%)
Black/African American: 36 (4%)
Hispanic/Latinx: 36 (4%)
Mixed Ethnicity/Race: 33 3%)
Other: 17 (2%)
Middle Eastern/Mediterranean: 13 (1%)
American Indian/Native American: 4 (<1%)
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander: 1 (<1%)
Number of years in Clinical Practice as CAP (n=956)
16+ years: 529 (55%)
6-10 years: 178 (19%)
11-15 years: 167 (17%)
1-5 years: 61 (6%)
CAP Fellow: 19 (2%)
Resident: 2 (<1%)
Medical Practice Setting® (n=951)
Private Practice: 380 (40%)
Clinic: 266 (28%)
University Medical Center: 225 (24%)
Hospital: 132 (14%)
Community Agency: 114 (12%)
Psychiatric Hospital: 83 (9%)
Other: 70 (7%)
Government: 31 (3%)
Retired: 24 (3%)
Emergency Room: 20 (2%)
Military: 10 (1%)
(1355 total practice settings)
*Sample sizes may slightly differ due to missing data
“Respondents selected all that apply.
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Figure 1:

Types of Genetic Tests Ordered
E—
Chromosomal Microamray _ 41.8
Targeted Testing for Specific Disorder _ 35.2
Gene Panel _ 11.4
Whole Exome Sequencing - 93
Whole Genome Sequencing - 4.4
Polygenic Risk Scores . 25

Conditions for Which Genetic Testing was Ordered
Autism Spectrum Disorder [N 500
Depresson | 2.3
Intellectual/Developmental Disability _ 426
Fragie X Syndrome [ NN 2.1
Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder _ 241
Bipolar Disorder [N 238
Obsessive Compulsive Disorder _ 16.0
Schizophrenia/Psychotic Disorder _ 12.2
Huntington's Disease I 1.9

Parkinson's Disease I 0.8

Alzheimer's Disease | 06

Reasons Genetic Testing was Ordered

IMedication Side Effects B57
Request by Patient or Parent/Guardian 43.3

Diagnostic Clarification 357

Refractory Symptoms 35.2
Assess Risk for Psychiatric Condition When Patient has Signs/Symptoms 245
Assess Risk for Non-Psychiatric Condition 13.7
Assess Risk for Psychiatric Condition When Asymptomatic Patient has Family History 6.3
Personal Preference for Routine Testing 2.7

Institutional Policy to Test All Patients | 0.4

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of Respondents

Figure 1. Respondents who ordered a genetic test in the past 12 months (n = 526) were asked
what types of genetic tests they ordered, for which conditions they ordered the testing, and for
which reasons they ordered the testing. The percentage of respondents choosing each option are
shown. Please note that percentages will total over 100%, as respondents were able to select as
many options that applied.
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Figure 2:

CAP Reasons for ordering PGx Testing

Following refactory symptoms

After severe side effects _ 50.3
When a family asks for testing _ 41.4
Never - 14.0
After one failed course of medication - 11.2

Following good symptom response but with moderate side effects - 9.3

Before starting treatment . 8.5

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Percentage of Respondents

Figure 2.
Percentage of respondents (n = 958) who chose each option when asked when they would order a
PGx test. Please note that percentages will total over 100%, as respondents were able to select as

many options that applied.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.24.23284953

	Child and Adolescent Psychiatrists’ Use, Attitudes, and Understanding of Genetic Tests in Clinical Practice
	Financial Disclosures
	Acknowledgements
	Method
	Results
	Discussion
	Tables and Figures

