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Abstract

Background: Internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy (iCBT) for child and adolescent anxiety has demonstrated efficacy
in randomized controlled trials, but it has not yet been examined when disseminated as a public health intervention. If effective,
iCBT programs could be a promising first-step, low-intensity intervention that can be easily accessed by young people.

Objective: The objective of our study was to examine the feasibility and acceptability of a publicly available online, self-help
iCBT program (BRAVE Self-Help) through exploration of program adherence, satisfaction, and changes in anxiety.

Methods: This study was an open trial involving the analysis of data collected from 4425 children and adolescents aged 7-17
yearswho presented with elevated anxiety at registration (baseline) for theiCBT program that was delivered through an open-access
portal with no professional support. We assessed the program satisfaction via a satisfaction scale and measured adherence via
the number of completed sessions. In addition, anxiety severity was assessed via scores on the Children’s Anxiety Scale, 8-item
(CAS-8) at four time points: baseline, Session 4, Session 7, and Session 10.

Results: Participants reported moderate satisfaction with the program and 30% completed three or more sessions. Statistically
significant reductions in anxiety were evident across al time points for both children and adolescents. For users who completed
Six or more sessions, there was an average 4-point improvement in CAS-8 scores (Cohen d=0.87, children; Cohen d=0.81,
adol escents), indicating amoderateto large effect size. Among participants who completed nine sessions, 57.7% (94/163) achieved
recovery into nonelevated levels of anxiety and 54.6% (89/163) achieved statistically reliable reductions in anxiety.

Conclusions: Participant feedback was positive, and the program was acceptabl e to most young people. Furthermore, significant
and meaningful reductionsin anxiety symptoms were achieved by many children and adolescents participating in this compl etely
open-access and self-directed iCBT program. Our results suggest that online self-help CBT may offer afeasible and acceptable
first step for service delivery to children and adol escents with anxiety.

(J Med Internet Res 2018;20(7):€234) doi: 10.2196/jmir.9211
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Introduction

Half of all lifetime mental health disorders begin before the age
of 14 years[1], highlighting theimportance of early intervention
as a strategy for promoting lifelong mental health. Anxiety is
one of the most common childhood mental health conditions,
with almost 7% of Australian children and adolescents aged
4-17 years meeting the criteria for an anxiety disorder [2,3].
Although anxiety disorders in youth lead to significant
impairment [4], they can be treated effectively using cognitive
behavioral therapy (CBT) [5]. Unfortunately, only 56% of young
people with mental disorders report having used servicesin the
previous 12 months, with only 2.2% accessing specialist child
and adolescent mental health care [2]. The pervasiveness of
anxiety and the noted barriers to treatment [6,7] highlight the
importance and potential value of evidence-based,
population-level early interventions.

The current Australian federal government recommendations
encourage primary prevention and early intervention acrossthe
life span through easy-to-accessfirst-line responses, particularly
for children [8]. They further propose the use of digital and
low-intensity mental health servicesto ensurethat all Australians
have access to care, before crisis, irrespective of their
geographical location [8].

BRAVE Sdf-Help is an online, open-access, self-help
intervention for child and adolescent anxiety that addressesthe
needs of anxious Australian youth using adigital, low-intensity,
and population-level model. The BRAVE Self-Help initiative
wasinitially supported by beyondblue and commenced in 2014,
offering an evidence-based, open-access, online program free
of charge to Australian young people and their parents. The
self-help program was adapted from BRAVE-ONLINE, a
10-session, internet-based CBT (iCBT) program implemented
with brief therapist support. The evidence base for the
therapist-assisted program is strong [9-12], and the program is
recognized internationally as the only “probably efficacious”
iCBT intervention for childhood anxiety [13]. Furthermore, the
program assists young people to develop strategies for
identifying and managing anxiety-provoking situations using
youth-friendly, engaging, and interactive Web-based sessions.
The objective of the current initiative was to examine its
feasibility and acceptability when disseminated nationally and
offered as an open-access, self-help, early intervention program
for young Australians without therapist support.

There has been relatively little research examining the
implementation of iCBT programs for child and adolescent
anxiety in real-world clinical and community contexts (eg,
outside university-based research trials); furthermore, there are
no formalized guidelines for a large-scale dissemination [14].
One small feasibility study has very recently been reported by
Jolstedt et a [15], where an evidence-based iCBT program for
anxiety was implemented in asmall sample (N=20) of anxious
children in an outpatient clinic in Sweden. The program was
delivered with therapist support (20 min/week) and included
both child and parent involvement. Overall, the program was
acceptable (moderate to high satisfaction) to young people,
parents, and clinicians, with participants completing, on average,
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6 out of 12 modules and half of the sample reaching at least
module 4 (exposure). Furthermore, young people showed
significant reductions in anxiety symptoms from pre- to
posttreatment (Cohen d=1.22). Thus, the study by Jolstedt et al
provided some preliminary support for the dissemination of
iCBT interventionsin real-world settings, although it waslimited
to a specific outpatient setting rather than national and open
dissemination and participants were required to meet strict
inclusion criteria. Thus, further research is required to
understand the feasibility of disseminating iCBT programs to
large groups of children and adolescents.

Despite substantial challenges involved in determining the
outcomes of an open-access, real-world service, we examined
the impact of the BRAVE Self-Help intervention through a
feasibility and acceptability approach. As the program was
developed and intended for youth with anxiety, we were
specifically interested in those children and adolescents who
reported elevated levels of anxiety at enrollment into the
self-help program. Our primary am was to determine the
feasibility and acceptability of BRAVE Self-Help when
disseminated nationally through open access. Specifically, we
evaluated the level of adherence to and satisfaction with the
program as well as the extent to which anxiety symptoms
changed over the course of the program for those with elevated
symptoms. We hypothesized that children and adolescents who
adhered to the program would show significant reductions in
their self-reported anxiety from baseline to Sessions 4, 7, and
10. We also expected high satisfaction among participants of
the program.

Methods

Participants and Procedure

Participants were 4425 anxious young people aged 7-17 years
(1473 children aged 7-12 years; 2952 adolescents aged 13-17
years) with mean (SD) age 12.95 (2.97) years; there were
66.39% (2938/4425) females and 31.77% (1406/4425) males,
and 1.84% (81/4425) participants identified as another gender
category. Interms of residence, 57.45% (2542/4425) participants
resided in major cities, with 23.35% (1033/4425) from Inner
Regional Australia, 11.21% (496/4425) from Outer Regional
Australia, and 2.55% (113/4425) living in remote or very remote
Australia (241/4425 [5.44%)] provided data that could not be
accurately coded).

All participants registered for the program through a website
accessible only to Australian families. Then, participants were
directed to the program in several waysthrough (1) self-referral
and internet searching, (2) referral from health or education
professionals, (3) links hosted on several Australian mental
health information sites (eg, Reach Out and Beacon), and (4)
direct links from the beyondbl ue and youthbeyondblue websites.
Through the beyondblue website, the BRAVE Program was
listed as a direct referral for young people who completed an
anxiety quiz and scored high on anxiety. In order to promote
awareness of the program, introduction letters, flyers, and
postcards were sent to schools and health and mental health
organizations as well as private practitioners nationwide. The
program was also presented at relevant conferences held for
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school counselors, psychol ogists, and teachers. Throughout the
2-year recruitment period, 28.67% (1269/4425) of participants
werereferred by school-based professionals, 13.36% (591/4425)
by external health professionals, 10.85% (480/4425) by a parent
or family member, 8.48% (375/4425) through beyondblue, and
9.94% (440/4425) through internet searching, with theremaining
(28.70%, 1270/4425) participants finding the program through
other means (eg, word-of-mouth, radio, magazine, and
advertisements). With respect to the participants referred from
health professionals, 13.96% (80/573) were referred by their
genera practitioner, 55.67% (319/573) by a psychologist, and
9.60% (55/573) by a social worker, with the remaining
participants referred by other health professionals.

To beincluded in this study, participants were required to have
enrolled in the BRAVE Self-Help program between July 1,
2014, and June 30, 2016. We monitored the program progress
for participants through to November 17, 2016. All participants
(including those registered at the end of the recruitment period)
were monitored over a 20-week period, which was sufficient
to complete the ten sessions. Participants who were enrolled
outside of the 2-year recruitment period were excluded from
this study. Asthisonline program is open-access, young people
do not need areferral to register and begin the sessions. Besides,
there are no set inclusion criteria for enrollment in and access
to the program, and thus, users are able to access the program
for prevention, early intervention, or treatment purposes. When
registering, users are not required to demonstrate symptomatic
levels of anxiety, and the program is completely open access
and self-sought. In this study, however, participants were
included only if they demonstrated elevated anxiety at the
baseline above a predetermined criterion (=84th percentile or
T-score =60 on the Children's Anxiety Scale [CAS-8]; see
below). The progression of participants from registration through
the study, with reasons for exclusion is presented in Figure 1.

There are two versions of the program, one for children aged
7-12 years and another for teenagers aged 13-17 years
participants selected which version they wish to complete.
Informed consent (and parental consent in the case of children
aged <16 years) was required prior to beginning the program,
and it was obtained during the Web-based registration process.
Participation was voluntary, and young people were made avare
that they could cease using the program at any time, without
consequence. The study protocol approval was obtained from
the ethics committees of the University of Queensland (UQ),
University of Southern Queensland, and Griffith University.
Furthermore, datawere stored on secure servers hosted by UQ.
Participants were not provided with any reimbursements for
participation.

Clinical Intervention

The BRAVE-ONLINE program for youth anxiety when
delivered with minimal therapist assistance has been described
elsewhere [10-12,16]. For this study, the program content
(modules) remained the same as for the therapist-assisted
program (including 10 interactive Web-based CBT sessions),
although minor adaptations were made to the presentation of
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material to facilitate the learning and implementation of the
complex CBT strategiesin the absence of atherapist. Volunteer
young people from the target age groups were included in the
development process, providing feedback on thelook, feel, and
functionality of the key added components (eg, relaxation room
and exposure hierarchy tool) through two iterations. In addition,
an expert advisory panel comprising the research team, two
expert advisors, stakeholder representatives, and two youth
advisors provided feedback throughout the development and
delivery process.

In addition to the removal of any therapist contact, the following
changeswere madeto the existing intervention. First, we created
a new infrastructure to surround the existing program and
provide clearer navigation to resourcesfor users. Thisincluded
additional home pages, new graphics, demonstration videos,
frequently asked questions, and dedi cated sectionsfor resources
and key program components (eg, rel axation room and exposure
section). Second, we integrated relaxation activities into the
program via the dedicated relaxation room, where users could
live stream relaxation or download relaxation recordings (or
transcripts) to add to their music libraries. Third, the exposure
hierarchy (BRAVE ladder) was integrated into the new home
page infrastructure in a dedicated section and additional tools
were created to ensure that young participants were ableto build
their exposure hierarchy effectively without a therapist. This
included easy creation of stepsand rewards, the ability to move
steps around, and the capacity to check-off stepswhen compl ete.
Fourth, in addition to the already included automatic email
reminders and session completion messages, the self-help
program also included automatic alert messages that were sent
to the usersif they reported anxiety scoresin the clinical range.
Finally, weintegrated a self-registration system into the program
that required young people to register for the program and
provide a contact email address and name or pseudonym.
Registration also included the provision of consent and an
explanation of the monitoring and reporting features included
in the program. All users were able to first trial the programin
a20-minute guest access before registering. Young people were
ableto register for and complete the program on their own, via
a personal computer or mobile device. Program sessions were
conducted in aprescribed sequence, athough participants could
progress at their own pace. Furthermore, automatic email
reminders were sent if participants had not completed the next
session within 1 week.

M easures

In thisstudy, we aimed to disseminate the intervention aswidely
aspossibleon anationa scale; thus, weimplemented assessment
procedures conducive to this goal. The advisory committee
identified administering an exhaustive assessment battery as a
potential deterrent for young peopl e registering and completing
the program in this self-directed manner. Thus, to minimize
participant burden and the potential barriers to participation,
we administered a limited assessment battery, including one
brief measure of anxiety, aong with basic demographic
characteristics and a brief satisfaction scale.
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Figure 1. The progression of participants through the program. CAS-8: Children’s Anxiety Scale, 8-item.
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Demographics

Demographic data (eg, age, gender, and postcode) were collected
when participants created their account to access the program.
Postcodes were categorized according to the Australian Standard
Geographic Classification system [17] and coded into Mgjor
City, Inner Regional, Outer Regional, Remote, and Very
Remote. For the purpose of categorical analysis, these categories
were coded into Major Cities and Outside Major Cities.

Anxiety

We measured anxiety symptom severity using CAS-8 [18], an
8-item scal e adapted from the Spence Children’s Anxiety Scale
[19], assessing child anxiety symptoms on a 4-point scale
(O=Never, 3=Always). The CAS-8 has demonstrated good
reliability and provides population-level, gender-standardized
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normsfor comparison [18]. Scores of >84th percentile (ie, above
aT-scoreof 60: CAS-8 score=10for malesand =12 for females)
are considered indicative of elevated anxiety, while scores of
>94th percentile (ie, above a T-score of 65: CAS-8 score 213
for males and =16 for females) are considered representative
of clinical levelsof anxiety. In this study, participants completed
the CAS-8 prior to beginning the program (baseline) and at the
beginning of Sessions 4, 7, and 10 (ie, after completion of
Sessions 3, 6, and 9). In addition, the CAS-8 was integrated
into the program such that it was conducted before the
participant could progress with the session. The internal
consistency of the CAS-8 for data collected throughout this
program was 0.85.
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Adherence and Satisfaction

Session completion (adherence) was operationalized as the
number of program sessions completed and was automatically
recorded by the program. We measured both satisfaction and
acceptability via a 5-item scale based on a satisfaction
guestionnaire administered in previous trials of the BRAVE
Program [10,11]. Satisfaction data were measured at the same
time points as the CAS-8 and were examined based on the
responsesto thefinal (latest) satisfaction assessment compl eted
by each participant. In addition, participants were required to
respond to items assessing whether they would tell a friend
about the program (Item 1), how helpful the program was (Item
2), how happy they were with the program (Item 3), how much
the program helped to reduce their anxiety (Item 4), and overall
judgment of the program (Item 5). Responses to the 5 items
were provided on a5-point Likert scale, with responsesfor item
1 scored as 1=Definitely Not, 3=Maybe, and 5=Definitely Yes,
responses for items 2, 3, and 4 scored as 1=Not at all, 3=Quite
a bit, and 5=Very Much; and responses for item 5 scored as
1=Very Bad, 3=Okay, and 5=Very Good. We calculated the
mean item and mean total satisfaction scores. An additional
final item was included as a free-text, qualitative item asking
the participant to comment on anything el se about the program.
A sample of responsesto thisquestionis provided in the Results.

Safety Alerts

Given the self-help nature of thisintervention, the program was
designed to incorporate checks on anxiety, alerts regarding
participants who were experiencing high levels of anxiety, and
the provision of appropriate referral information. In this study,
any child or adolescent scoring in the clinical ranges of anxiety
at any assessment point was sent an automatic message that
alerted the person to his or her high score and encouraged him
or her to seek further support from additional sources, including
family, friends, and professional services. The message also
included contact details for crisis lines and services. We
calculated the proportion of children and adolescents receiving
email alerts at the four different assessment points.

Statistical Analysis

We used IBM Statistics 24 and MPlus 8 for statistical analyses.
Descriptive data for satisfaction item and total means were
evaluated and presented for the total sample as well as child
and adolescent subsampl es. Examples of feedback are provided
as well. Furthermore, descriptive data for program adherence
(number of sessions completed) were evaluated and reported
for thetotal sasmpleaswell as according to child and adolescent
samples. Interms of safety alerts, the proportion of participants
receiving email aertsat each time point was cal culated. Baseline
differences in anxiety severity, age, gender, and geographic
| ocation between the parti ci pants who compl eted less than three
sessions and those who compl eted three or more sessions were
examined using t tests and chi-sguare tests. Furthermore, the
relationship between program compliance and CAS-8 scores at
the final program attendance was expressed as a Pearson
product-moment correlation coefficient (r). Change in anxiety
was analyzed in three ways following recommendations for
determining therapeutic changes in child and adolescent
populations [20]. Given the lack of a control comparison
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condition, providing multiple inferences of the data through
different means allowed checks for common patternsin results
and increased confidence in the results observed.

First, we examined the mean changein raw anxiety scores across
the program. Following the procedure of Rickwood et a [21]
in their implementation evaluation of the headspace service,
analyses were first conducted with treatment “completers,” ie,
those who provided data at the relevant time points. Therefore,
to determine changesin anxiety scoresfrom baselineto Session
4, baseline to Session 7, and baseline to Session 10, separate
repeated-measures analyses of variance (ANOVA) were
conducted with individualswho had completed the onsand
the assessment measures up to that point. Given that users could
not befollowed up after they |eft the program, thelast data point
provided within the program represents a participant’sfina data
point. Analyses were also conducted based on the participants
baseline and final assessment points (last assessment completed)
to provide an overview of outcomes from the open-access
program irrespective of the amount of treatment completed. For
the majority of the sample, the final score was representative
of approximately three sessions completed. Furthermore, a
post-hoc power analysis revealed that the “ completer” sample
size for children (n=532) and adolescent (n=563) groups
provided the power of 1.00 in detecting the within-subjects
effect over four time points.

Given the large amount of missing data from participants who
failed to provide data at all four assessment points, we also
analyzed the full sample through latent growth curve modeling
(LGCM) to confirm the findings of the completer analysis.
LGCM is accepted as a suitable framework for use in the
evaluation of efficacy in psychological interventions [22] and
allows determination of whether the temporal trajectory from
the baseline to Session 10 is significant, using data from all
participants rather than just the treatment completers[22]. Time
was specified aslinear over the active treatment phase (baseline,
Session 4, Session 7, and Session 10) in the growth models, and
residual variances were held equal across time. Furthermore,
models werefitted with afull-information maximum likelihood
estimator using the Mplus 8 program [23]. We examined anxiety
symptom trajectories separately for child and adolescent
samples, in line with the repeated-measures ANOVA. For both
the ANOVA and growth curve models, results were converted
to standardized effect sizes (Cohen d).

The second method for analyzing changes in anxiety included
utilization of the Reliable Change Index (RCI) [24]. RCl isa
psychometric criterion that evaluates whether an individual
participant changes sufficiently on atarget measure (eg, CAS-8)
over time (eg, from baseline to Session 4) and whether this
change can be considered statistically significantly greater than
the difference that might have been expected due to
measurement error or unreliability [24]. In addition, RCI
assesses whether the difference between two scores is more
than a set level, determined by the product of the instrument’s
SD and reliability [24]. Changes in scores can subsequently be
categorized as “reliable improvement,” “no improvement,” or
“reliable deterioration.” Given thelack of acontrol comparison
condition in this study, RCI affords an opportunity to provide
more rigorous analysis of the data and to illustrate statistically
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reliable change at theindividual level for those participantswho
provided data at more than one time point. In this study, we
calculated reliable change scores for each participant using the
CAS8 and presented the proportion of participants
demonstrating reliable improvement, no improvement, or
deterioration for each of the time contrasts (baseline to Session
4, baseline to Session 7, and baseline to Session 10) outlined
above. Furthermore, RCI was estimated to be equivalent to a
4-point change for males and a 5-point change for femalesusing
reliability coefficients and gender-standardized norms for the
CAS-8 based on Australian school-aged youth [18].

The third method of assessing change in anxiety was through
examination of the proportion of individual youth cases crossing
the clinical threshold [20] into recovery at a group level. The
clinical threshold was deemed asa CA S-8 score>94th percentile
(ie, T-score of >65) based on a large-scale community sample
[18]. Of al participants, 51.32% (2271/4425; 632/1473 [42.91%)]
children and 1639/2952 [55.52%] adol escents) were categorized
asbeing abovetheclinical threshold onthe CAS-8 at enrollment.
The remaining 48.68% (2154/4425) of the sample met criteria
for “elevated” but not “clinical” levels of anxiety. We, therefore,
also examined the proportion of youth crossing from the
“elevated” threshold (84th percentile, T=60) to the
“nonelevated” range. All analyses are presented separately for
child and adol escent program users.

Results

Program Satisfaction

Using the last provided satisfaction scores for each participant,
the mean total satisfaction rating was 17.72 (SD 5.16) out of a
maximum 25. The mean satisfaction ratings for the individual
items are provided in Figure 2 for all participants and across
children and adol escents.

Figure 2. The mean satisfaction ratings for individual satisfaction items.

March et d

In terms of the open feedback item, Figure 3 presents alist of
comments provided by a snapshot of participants.

Program Adherence

As indicated in Figure 1, only 24.75% (1095/4425) of the
participants who demonstrated elevated anxiety at registration
provided data at the second assessment point at Session 4 (and,
thus, had completed at |east three sessions). Participants who
completed three or more sessions were younger (mean 11.90
years, SD 2.88) than those completing less than three sessions
(mean 13.40 years, SD 2.89; Fj,453=252.68;, P<.001).
Furthermore, theformer showed lower baseline anxiety severity
(mean 14.86, SD 3.26), than the latter (mean 15.42, SD 3.40;
F1 4423=26.02; P<.001). In addition, the former were more likely
to be females (827/1341, 61.67%) than males (495/1341,
36.91%; X21,4344:22-4? P<.001) and other gender (19/1341,
1.41%) and were more likely toresidein major cities (741/1282,
57.80%) than in nonmetropolitan areas (541/1282, 42.20%,;

X°1.4184=6.8; P=.009).

Of note, alarge proportion of registered participants (958/4425,
21.65%) did not go on to complete the first session. A further
48.05% (2126/4425) of registered participants completed only
one or two sessions of the program. However, 30.31%
(1341/4425) participants went on to complete three or more
sessions, with 1095 of these providing assessment data for at
|east two time points. The average number of sessions completed
for all registered participants (including those who did not start
the program) was 2.21 (SD 2.44). Figure 4 provides a visua
summary of how many sessions were completed by all
participants who had registered for the program, including a
breakdown of sessions completed by children and adol escents.

Would you tell a friend about this program if they were worried or anxious?

|

3.53
3.68

How helpful is this program?

How happy are you with this program?

Itern

How much does this proegram help you to feel less anxious and worried?

COverall, | think this program is

o

mAdolescents  mChildren @ All participants
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Figure 3. Feedback comments from participants.

March et al

Feedback from participants

“Ilove how the program checks your understanding of
concepts by giving you fun quizzes and extra challeng-
es. | appreciate how | receive emails to remind me to

practice the skills | have leamt.”

“When | first started | didn't see the point and 1 didn't get
why they wanted me to do it but now | understand and get
why it helps a lot and I'm grateful that anyone even

ar

Cares...

“It isn't boring and it's quite fun but leaming fun”

“I know how to calm myself down now”

“I like the way they teach us step by step how to do

muscle relation™

“It needs to be personalized”

“This program is awesame and is helping me in class

and in frampolining™

“it's good for people whao never fell anybody things”

“It's a fun and helpful program™

“Too much writing, not encugh pictures™

“I always tell my mum or dad my problems, but writing

them down has helped”

“Sometimes it feels like school work with the regular up-

dates to continue through with the program™

“So far this program is really good, 'm personally gain-
ing a lot from it However i feel like some componen is

are a litHe childish, but thats okay.”

“The program may work for some and not for others, | have
found it helping me a little bit but then again | am only up to
part 4. So | hope it will help me feel less anxious around peo-

ple at schaol!™

“Is there an app | can use instead af the intemeE?”

“When | go on this pregram | g et braver and braver every

ar

time

“That it has given me the confidence | need to do things

“Lessons are too long”™

1find hard”

For those participants who provided at least two data points
(and, therefore, had completed at least three sessions), the
average number of sessions completed was 5.69 (SD 2.35) out
of 10. On average, child users completed 5.77 sessions (SD
2.45), while adol escent users completed 5.62 sessions (SD 2.25).
A significant negative correlation was evident between the
number of sessions completed and final CAS-8 scores (r=-.17,
P=.003), such that higher session completion correlated with
the lower final anxiety severity.
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Mean Changesin Anxiety

Changesin the CAS-8 score over time are provided for the child
program participants in Figure 5 and adolescent program
participants in Figure 6 (completer sample). These graphs plot
the mean CAS-8 scores at the four time pointsfor which anxiety
was assessed and relate to those individuals who were retained
in the program up to and including the session in which the
assessment was completed. Thus, the number of participants
present at each assessment point decreased as the number of
completed sessions increased, as described above.
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Figure 4. A visual summary of how many of the registered participants (N=4425) completed how many sessions of BRAVE Self-Help during the
20-week period (including participants who only provided one assessment point).

Number of Participants

1500

1400

1300

1200

1100

1000

900

800

700

600

500

400

300

200

100

958
713

3
2‘!|

none

1456

1125

670
420
1
250 |
2

3
1

a7
262
178
107108 1 % 19
3 4 5

B All participants B Children  ® Adolescents

6

Number of Sessions

148
105
89
52 53 AT 0 I 59
24 16 24 I
] ml Ham 0
10

7 8 9

Figure 5. Changes in the mean anxiety scores according to the number of sessions completed for child program users. CAS-8: Children’s Anxiety

Scale, 8-item.
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Figure6. Changesin the mean anxiety scores according to the number of sessions completed for adolescent program users. CAS-8: Children’s Anxiety

Scale, 8-item.
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The mean CAS-8 scores over time and the results of ANOVAS
and effect sizes are presented in Multimedia Appendix 1. We
observed significant reductions in anxiety from the baseline to
Session 4, baseline to Session 7, and baseline to Session 10 for
both children and adolescents. For users who completed six or
more sessions, we noted an average 4-point improvement in
CAS-8 scores (Cohen d=0.88, children; Cohen d=0.81,
adolescents), indicating a moderate to large effect size. The
mean change was dlightly less from the baseline to Session 4,
although till significant, and was greater for those who
completed the program up to the final Session 10 (see
Multimedia Appendix 1). Figure 7 showsthe changein CAS-8
scores for al participants from the baseline to their final data
point before ending their engagement with the program. Results
show that irrespective of the number of sessions completed,
young people showed a statistically significant average decrease
of around 3 points on the CAS-8 for both the child (Cohen
d=0.66) and adolescent (Cohen d=0.65) programs.

The results for LGCMs confirm the findings of the completer
sample and demonstrate that anxiety decreased significantly
over time. Estimated means, SDs, and effect sizesfor the CAS-8
in the child and adolescent samples are provided in Table 1.
Linear growth curve models were estimated to evaluate the
effect of time from the baseline to Session 10 on this anxiety
outcome measure. For children, a dtatistically significant
decrease was noted in anxiety from the baseline to Session 10
(B=—1.95; beta=-1.13; standard error [SE]=0.13; P<.001). In
the adolescent sample, likewise, a statistically significant

http://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/
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decrease was noted in anxiety from the baseline to Session 10
(B=-1.89; beta=-1.00; SE=0.13; P<0.001).

Reliable Change

The proportion of child and adolescent users demonstrating
statistically  reliable  (gender-adjusted)  improvement,
deterioration, or no change according to sessions completed is
presented in Multimedia Appendix 2. The percentage of youth
showing statistically reliable improvement increased as the
number of sessions completed increased, with no significant
differences between the proportions of children and adolescents
showing change. Across the entire sample, for those who
compl eted nine sessions (assessment compl eted at the beginning
of Session 10), 54.6% (89/163) demonstrated statistically
reliable improvement on the CAS-8, 40.5% (66/163) showed
no statisticaly reliable change, and 4.9% (8/163) showed
deterioration. For the entire sample, irrespective of the number
of sessions completed, by their final recorded assessment,
35.62% (390/1095) showed reliable improvement in anxiety,
59.91% (656/1095) showed no statistically reliable change, and
only 4.47% (49/1095) showed deterioration. Importantly, for
child participants, only a very small proportion showed
deterioration. Specifically, 4.32% (23/532), 3.63% (7/193), and
7.70% (7/91) of children showed deterioration after three, six,
and nine sessions, respectively. This figure was even lower for
adolescents, with only 3.20% (18/563), 4.88% (10/205), and
1.39% (1/72) showing deterioration after three, six, and nine
sessions, respectively.
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Figure 7. Changesin the mean anxiety scores from a user’s baseline to final CAS-8 score. CAS-8: Children’s Anxiety Scale, 8-item.
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Table 1. Estimated Children Anxiety Scale, 8-item, means, SDs, and effect sizes from growth curve analyses.
Group Baseline, mean (SD) Session 4 Session 7 Session 10
Mean (SD)  Cohen d? Mean (SD)  Cohen d” Mean (SD)  Cohen d°
Children 14.09 (3.06) 11.55(4.59) 0.60 10.24 (4.96) 0.82 957(5.17) 0.86
Adolescents 15.83 (3.36) 1351 (4.70) 0.60 1242 (5.47) 0.74 11.53(5.77) 0.89

3Effect size from the baseline to Session 4.
bEffect size from the basdline to Session 7.
CEffect size from the baseline to Session 10.

Proportion Crossing the Elevated and Clinical
Thresholds

The proportion of child and adolescent users crossing the
“elevated” and “clinical” thresholds at the different time points
(and according to sessions completed) is provided in Multimedia
Appendix 3. The change from elevated or clinical anxiety status
into nonelevated anxiety status is an indicator of recovery.
Similarly, the change from being above the clinical threshold
to elevated (but not clinical) is an indicator of response
(clinically meaningful improvement). The proportion of youth
demonstrating recovery or response on theseindicatorsincreased
as the number of sessions completed increased. For those who
completed six sessions (Session 7 assessment), 53.0% (211/398)
crossed from the “elevated” to “nonelevated” range (ie,
demonstrated recovery); this increased dightly to 57.7%
(94/163) for those who completed nine sessions. Across all
users, 53.88% (590/1095) showed a reduction from the
“elevated” anxiety rangeinto the“nonelevated” range from the
baseline to their fina CAS-8 score before ending their

http://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/

engagement with the program, although a significantly greater
proportion of children (325/532, 61.1%) than of adolescents

(265/563, 47.1%) showed thischange ()(21’1095:21.64; P<.001).

For thosewho initially demonstrated “clinical” levels of anxiety,
59.1% (309/523) demonstrated an improvement into the
“nonclinical” range by their final recorded score. We observed
no differences in the proportion of children (134/217, 61.8%)
and adolescents (175/306, 57.2%) achieving this level of
improvement (x?=1.09; P=.30). As is evident in Multimedia
Appendix 3, of those who wereinitialy in the“clinical range”
of anxiety and who completed at least nine sessions of the
program, 52 of 74 youth (26/37 children; 26/37 adolescents) no
longer experienced clinical levels of anxiety. As demonstrated
in Multimedia Appendix 4, of those participants demonstrating
clinical anxiety at the baseline, 34 of 74 (17/37 children; 17/37
adol escents) reduced to the normal range of anxiety (recovered)
and 18 of 74 (9/37 children; 9/37 adolescents) reduced to the
elevated range (responded).
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Safety Alerts

The proportion of young people receiving email aerts for the
presence of clinical-level anxiety was higher among adolescents
than among children across al four time points and showed
reduction over time for both groups. At the basdine
(registration), 59.96% (1770/2952) of adolescents and 38.15%
(562/1473) of children received email aerts, with thisdifference
being statistically significant (X% 4425=187.5; P<.001). For
adol escents, this number dropped to 39.8% (224/563) for those
completing three sessions, 31.2% (64/205) for six sessions, and
29% (21/72) for nine sessions. For children, only 21.1%
(112/532) received email alerts after completing three sessions,
14.5% (28/193) after six sessions, and 16% (15/91) after nine
sessions.

Discussion

Study Objectives

This study reports on the feasibility and acceptability of afree,
self-helpiCBT intervention, offered nationally in Australia, and
highlights the potential benefits, yet significant challenges
evident, with this type of service delivery. The BRAVE
Self-Help initiative was designed to provide an evidence-based
intervention to anxious Australian children and adolescents
while minimizing user burden and barriersto receipt of treatment
(eg, cost, accessibility, stigma, and privacy). This study
examined the feasibility and acceptability of this approach by
evaluating satisfaction with, and adherence to, the program as
well as changes in anxiety symptoms. Although there was no
control comparison condition or trial methodology, the
methodological approach to analysis was comprehensive, with
data being collected on multiple occasions and the effects
assessed using multiple methods of evaluating changes in
anxiety. Furthermore, both satisfaction and adherence data
provided further information about the acceptability of the
open-access intervention.

I ntervention Acceptability

The BRAVE Sdlf-Help program is extremely comprehensive
asall specidlist techniques areincorporated into the content and
prominent examples and opportunities for skill rehearsal are
integrated within and between sessions. In addition, the content
isinteractive, engaging, and age appropriate, and our previous
research has demonstrated high consumer acceptability and
satisfaction [10,11]. Thus, it was not surprising to find moderate
to high satisfaction ratings reported by children and adolescents
participating in the BRAVE Self-Help program. Slightly lower
satisfaction ratings were reported by adolescents for all items,
although the ratings remained moderate overall. As a group,
participants were happy with the program, rated the overall
program highly, and would refer the program to afriend if he
or she experienced anxiety. Interestingly, satisfaction reported
by users of this self-help version of the program was highly
similar and in some cases, higher than that reported by youth
participating in the therapist-assisted version of the programin
our previousrandomized controlled trials (RCTs; child program,
mean satisfaction rating 3.6/5) [10] (adolescent program, mean
satisfaction rating 3.53/5) [11]. Thus, satisfaction was not
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diminished when delivered as a self-hel p, open-access program
with widespread dissemination.

Qualitative feedback indicated that many users were able to
obtain benefits from the program, and potential improvements
were noted by others. In particular, the intervention might
benefit from accompanying app-based features, either for the
entire program or for specific intervention components such as
exposure. Furthermore, when delivered in this self-directed
format, sessions might need further refinement to decrease the
length, increase the use of videos and acceptable graphics, and
reduce monitoring and reminder systems (unless requested, or
demonstrated as being important in stimulating engagement).
Interestingly, the need for sessionsto be personalized wasrai sed,
despitetheintervention being run as aself-help program without
any professional contact. Thus, there are opportunities to
implement innovative technol ogy-based methods for achieving
treatment personalization (eg, utilizing algorithms to present
personalized treatment content or messages based on previous
session responses) in such open-access, self-help online
interventions.

Degspite positive feedback and satisfaction with the program,
there was a noticeable variation in the degree of program
adherence across users. The fact that around 21% (958/4425)
of participants did not go on to complete any of the sessions
and afurther 48% (2126/4425) completed only two sessions or
less indicates that the program was either not acceptable or
potentially not useful to a substantial proportion of people.
These rates of session progression are not dissimilar to those
found in other large-scale, open-access eHealth interventions
such as MoodGym (in a sample of 82,159 participants, 63%
completed no modules, 27% completed only 1 module, and
10% completed 2 or more modules out of 5 modules) [25] or
even in face-to-face clinic service delivery contexts such as
headspace (mean sessions attended 4.1; 49% of patients
completing two or less sessions) [21]. Furthermore, in the only
existing implementation trial for childhood anxiety, Jolstedt et
al [15] reported an average adherence of 6 of 12 modules, with
only half of the sample reaching module 4, despite the presence
of therapist assistance and parent involvement.

Inall likelihood, these results may suggest that servicesthat are
widely or publicly available attract users from varying contexts
and backgrounds, who will subsequently engage very differently
with the programs than those in strictly controlled RCTs. With
respect to the BRAVE Sdlf-Helpinitiative, given the significant
change observed in users completing only three sessions, it is
possible that several participants engaged in the program until
they obtained the benefit they needed, which might have
occurred early on in the program. For others, such asthose who
did not commence the program at all, it is possible that their
expectations were not aligned with what the program had to
offer and that this only became apparent after registering. For
others till, it may be possible that a self-directed program with
little guidance was simply not enough to sustain engagement.
In this study, we were unable to determine the reasons for
nonadherence, and this will be important for future studies.
Nonetheless, while the program was acceptable, the low rates
of adherence suggest that such approacheswill not be sufficient
for or acceptableto all.
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Changesin Anxiety

Theresults of this study demonstrate that self-reported anxiety
decreased significantly over time, with effects being greater as
the number of sessions completed by youth increased. These
findings were confirmed through the completer analyses
(N=1095) and growth curve modeling, which utilized al eligible
participants registering for the program (N=4425).
Improvements were evident for both children and adol escents,
although adolescents showed dlightly lessimprovement on some
outcome indicators. Based on the assessment point at the
beginning of Session 4, results showed that around 43% of
children and around one-third of adolescents had recovered (no
longer experienced elevated anxiety). For those with clinical
levels of anxiety, over half (57%) of children and just under
half (45%) of adolescents were no longer in the clinical range
after completing three sessions (ie, showed response).
Importantly, even greater reductions were evident for child and
adolescent users who completed more sessions, such that of
those who compl eted nine sessions, over two-thirds (70%) were
no longer intheclinical range (ie, showed response) and almost
half (47%) no longer demonstrated elevated anxiety (ie, showed
recovery). Furthermore, of all participants who completed nine
sessions, around half (54%) achieved statistically reliable change
asindicated by RCI. Thus, we observed substantial reductions
in anxiety across multiple measures among users of a freely
available, evidence-based online intervention.

Although not directly comparable, as diagnostic status was not
determined by clinical interview in this study, the results can
be compared with those of the previous RCTs of the
therapist-assisted BRAV E-ONLINE program. The demonstrated
effect sizesfor reductionsin anxiety from the baselineto Session
9 in this study (Cohen d=0.83-1.01) are similar to the effect
sizes observed in previous RCTs (Cohen d=0.91-1.23 for the
full Spence Children’s Anxiety Scale) [10,11]. Furthermore,
the proportion of young people with clinical levels of anxiety
at the baseline who no longer reported anxiety (47%) after
participating in BRAVE Self-Help is similar to the proportion
of youth no longer meeting diagnostic criteria after 12 weeks
in the above-mentioned RCTs (between 30% and 37%).
However, it isimportant to note that different (briefer) outcome
measures were utilized in this study compared with the
comprehensive diagnostic assessments obtained in RCTs. Thus
the results of this study are not directly comparable and should
be interpreted with caution.

The effect sizes for BRAVE Self-Help presented in this study
are somewhat smaller than those of a pilot implementation study
(N=20) conducted very recently by Jolstedt et al [15]. In their
study, the authors reported an effect size of Cohen d=1.22 on
the full Spence Children’s Anxiety Scale from pre- to
posttreatment, although it should be noted that thisintervention
was (1) delivered with substantial therapist support (regular
asynchronous contact through messages, comments on activities,
and phone calls), (2) required both parents and children to
complete sessions before subsequent sessions were unlocked,
and (3) encouraged familiesto log in at least twice a week to
respond to therapists [15]. Thus, BRAVE Sdf-Help is a
lower-intensity intervention than the one described by Jol stedt
et al, yet with only somewhat lesser effects.
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Implications

It is often argued that low-intensity interventions such asiCBT
programsare only effective with professional support. However,
the results of this study demonstrate that self-help online
interventions may be effective for many young people if they
complete at least three sessions of the program. Indeed, the
improvements demonstrated by participantsin this open-access,
self-help program are significant and reveal that a meaningful
change is feasible without therapist support. The finding that a
substantial proportion of young people can achieve clinically
meaningful improvements through such an intervention in a
self-help format has significant implications for models of
service delivery. In addition, substantial therapist time and cost
savings may be afforded by such self-help interventions,
contributing to an increase in the overall efficiency of youth
mental health services. Furthermore, providing evidence-based
services via online self-help may reach more young people at
a far lower cost than face-to-face service delivery models. It
would seem that if young people who would benefit from
self-help programs are accurately identified, more costly
resources (eg, face-to-face therapist sessions) could be reserved
for those young people who need them the most.

Another implication of thefindingsrelatesto the treatment dose
or magnitude of change in early sessions. Specificaly, it is
worth noting that the highest magnitude of change was evident
following the completion of the first six sessions. Thus, the
results of this study demonstrate that even a small dose of
self-help treatment may be effective for some young peopleand
would perhaps bring about a change equivalent to that from an
extended program. These findings are al so consistent with those
of Chu et a [26] who demonstrated a nonlinear symptom
trgjectory for youth engaging in face-to-face CBT; in fact, they
reported that participants tended to show arapid response over
thefirst six sessions, with changestending to taper off thereafter.
Therefore, if used as the first step in a stepped-care service
provision model, users may potentially require only six sessions
or fewer. This makes sense given that the first six sessions of
the program contain the specialist CBT skillsand skill rehearsal,
with Sessions 7-10 targeting practice with exposure tasks and
relapse prevention. Therefore, not only do the results of this
study support the benefits of online self-help interventions but
also assist in identifying the potential trajectory of a symptom
change or the “ideal dose” of such low-intensity programs.

Limitations and Future Research

This open dissemination study has some design limitations.
Therewas no control group against which to determine whether
changes simply reflect spontaneous recovery, regression to the
mean, or nonspecific intervention effects. In addition, therewas
no initial interview to confirm the clinical diagnosis, instead a
singleinformant and asingle measurewasrelied upon. Although
this measure is unable to provide acomprehensive overview of
anxious symptomatology type and intensity, it does allow for
examination of the magnitude of anxiety symptom change,
which was the objective of this study. Furthermore, it was
necessary to minimize participant burdenin an opentrial of this
nature where participation was completely voluntary and
self-sought.
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We also note that some analyses in this study were limited to
thoseindividualswho completed at | east two assessment points
and, thus, had completed at | east three program sessions. While
this setting provides a fair evaluation of the outcome for those
who completed at least a proportion of the program, it does not
consider thosewhoinitially enrolled and decided not to continue
at all with the program. Perhaps, such young people were not
ready to participate in active treatment or they might require
alternative treatment modalities. In fact, in this study, those who
completed less than three sessions were more likely to reside
in non-metropolitan areas, were older and had a higher anxiety
severity. It is possible that low-intensity iCBT programs may
be more accessible or preferred by youth who live in major
cities. Also, younger children may be more likely than
adolescentsto completeiCBT programswith parental assistance,
which may bring about higher adherence to the program.
Furthermore, the finding that youth with lower level s of anxiety
adhered more to the program is consistent with the objectives
of low-intensity iCBT interventions and supports the notion
that iCBT for youth could be useful asafirst stepinintervention.

In terms of sample representativeness, all participants in this
study demonstrated elevated anxiety > 84th percentile on the
CAS-8. Thus, al participants were experiencing anxiety at a
level that was interfering with their lives; however, only half
of the participants demonstrated “clinical” levels of anxiety
(>94th percentile). Thus, the sample was somewhat less severe
than those examined in previous RCTsof iCBT for child anxiety
[10,11]. Participants in this study included both children and
adolescents, with similar mean ages to other trials on child
anxiety. However, there was a dightly higher proportion of
females (61%) in this study than in previous trials that had a
more even gender distribution [10,11]. Finally, although the
BRAVE Program does offer parent modul es, in this open-access,
anonymous delivery model, we were unable to link parent and
child accounts and, thus, could not determine the impact of
parental involvement.

March et d

Degspiteitslimitations, the findings of this study are encouraging
and certainly justify further researchinan RCT or smilar design
to confirm the effectiveness of this type of intervention.
Historically, there has been alack of formalized approaches to
thedissemination of iCBT interventions[14], yet there are some
recent design recommendations that may be appropriate. To
address the challenges of conducting controlled trials in
real-world implementation settings, it may be necessary to
conduct a stepped-wedge cluster design, which isincreasingly
recommended for evaluation of service delivery interventions
[27]. Such research should also consider the inclusion of
clinician-, parent-, or teacher-informant reports to provide a
more comprehensive diagnostic information. Furthermore, future
research should incorporate more frequent assessments of
anxiety to enable the examination of response trajectories
according to baseline individual and clinical factors. Such
analyseswill assist in defining the ideal treatment dose as well
as predictors of nonresponse and have the potential to provide
evidence that could inform the design and implementation of
“stepped-care” approaches. Finaly, thereisapressing need for
health economic evaluations to determine the relative cost and
health benefits of online, self-help approaches compared with
therapi st-supported, online programs and face-to-face services.

Conclusion

This online, self-help program for anxiety has the capacity to
reach greater numbers of young people compared with programs
that require therapist contact. The results of this open tria
demonstrate moderate to high program acceptability when
delivered in this way and show its potential feasibility in
bringing about clinically and statistically meaningful reductions
inanxiety for children and adolescents. Greater reductionswere
evident for those who completed more sessions, although
significant improvements were most evident in the first six
sessions. Overall, self-help iCBT is a potentially feasible and
acceptable approach for delivering evidence-based interventions
through a public health delivery model.

Acknowledgments

The authors wish to acknowledge the funders of this project, beyondblue; the many participants who participated in this research;
the research assistants working on the project; and the members of the advisory panel (Professors David Kavanagh, Jane Burns,
Britt Klein, beyondblue, and blue\bices youth representatives) who provided guidance on the overall implementation of the

project.

Conflictsof Interest

SM, SHS, and CLD acknowledge that although intellectual property for BRAVE-ONLINE is owned by UniQuest/the University
of Queendland, they may potentially benefit from royalties related to the program.

Multimedia Appendix 1
A summary of analysis of variance (ANOVA) and effect sizes.

[PDE File (Adobe PDF File), 28K B-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2
A reliable change over time.

[PDE File (Adobe PDF File), 16KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

http://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/

JMed Internet Res 2018 | vol. 20 | iss. 7 | €234 | p. 13
(page number not for citation purposes)


https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app1.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app1.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app2.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app2.pdf
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH March et al

Multimedia Appendix 3
The proportion of participants crossing the "elevated" and "clinical" thresholds.

[PDFE File (Adobe PDF File), 49K B-Multimedia Appendix 3]

Multimedia Appendix 4
The proportion of clinical participants moving from "clinical” to "elevated" and "normal™ anxiety levels.

[PDE File (Adobe PDF File), 48KB-Multimedia Appendix 4]

References

1. Kesser RC, Berglund P, Demler O, Jin R, Merikangas KR, Walters EE. Lifetime prevalence and age-of-onset distributions
of DSM-1V disordersin the National Comorbidity Survey Replication. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2005 Jun;62(6):593-602. [doi:
10.100V/archpsyc.62.6.593] [Medline: 15939837]

2. Lawrence D, Johnson S, Hafekost J, Boterhoven DHK, Sawyer M, Ainley J. Report on the second Australian Child and
Adolescent Survey of Mental Health and Wellbeing. Department of Health, Canberra. 2015. The Mental Health of Children
and Adolescents URL : https.//www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/Content/
9DABCA 21306FEGEDCA 257E2700016945/$File/child2.pdf [accessed 2018-06-14] [WebCite Cache ID 70A259Go1]

3. Warwick H, Reardon T, Cooper P, Murayama K, Reynolds S, Wilson C, et al. Complete recovery from anxiety disorders
following Cognitive Behavior Therapy in children and adolescents: A meta-analysis. Clin Psychol Rev 2017 Mar;52:77-91.
[doi: 10.1016/j.cpr.2016.12.002] [Medline: 28040627]

4. Beesdo K, Knappe S, Pine DS. Anxiety and anxiety disorders in children and adolescents: developmental issues and
implicationsfor DSM-V. Psychiatr Clin North Am 2009 Sep;32(3):483-524 [ FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.psc.2009.06.002]
[Medline: 19716988]

5. James AC, James G, Cowdrey FA, Soler A, Choke A. Cognitive behavioural therapy for anxiety disordersin children and
adolescents. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013;6:CD004690. [doi: 10.1002/14651858.CD004690.pub3] [Medline: 23733328]

6.  Christensen H, Griffiths KM, Farrer L. Adherence in internet interventions for anxiety and depression. JMed Internet Res
2009 Apr;11(2):e13 [EREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1194] [Medline: 19403466]

7.  Christensen H, Reynolds J, Griffiths KM. The use of e-health applications for anxiety and depression in young people:
challenges and solutions. Early Interv Psychiatry 2011 Feb;5 Suppl 1:58-62. [doi: 10.1111/j.1751-7893.2010.00242.X]
[Medline: 21208393]

8.  Australian Government. Australian Government Response to Contributing Lives, Thriving Communities- Review of Mental
Health Programmes and Services. Canberra: Department of Health; 2015. URL: http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/
publishing.nsf/content/ODBEF2D 78F7CB9E7CA 257F07001ACC6D/$File/response.pdf [accessed 2017-10-10] [WebCite
Cache ID 6u7VdIN{2]

9.  Donovan C, March S. Computer-based treatment programsfor youth anxiety: A systematic review. Psychopathol Rev 2014
Jul 28;1(1):130-156. [doi: 10.5127/pr.033613]

10. March S, Spence SH, Donovan CL. The efficacy of an internet-based cognitive-behavioral therapy intervention for child
anxiety disorders. J Pediatr Psychol 2009 Jun;34(5):474-487 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/jpepsy/jsn099] [Medline:
18794187]

11. Spence SH, Donovan CL, March S, Gamble A, Anderson RE, Prosser S, et al. A randomized controlled trial of online
versus clinic-based CBT for adolescent anxiety. J Consult Clin Psychol 2011 Oct;79(5):629-642. [doi: 10.1037/a0024512]
[Medline: 21744945]

12.  Spence SH, Holmes M, March S, Lipp OV. Thefeasibility and outcome of clinic plusinternet delivery of cognitive-behavior
therapy for childhood anxiety. JConsult Clin Psychol 2006 Jun;74(3):614-621. [doi: 10.1037/0022-006X.74.3.614] [Medline:
16822117]

13. Reyes-Portillo JA, Mufson L, Greenhill LL, Gould MS, Fisher PW, Tarlow N, et a. Web-based interventions for youth
internalizing problems: a systematic review. JAm Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry 2014 Dec;53(12):1254-1270.€5. [doi:
10.1016/j.jaac.2014.09.005] [Medline; 25457924]

14. Hill C, Creswell C, Vigerland S, Nauta MH, March S, Donovan C, et al. Navigating the development and dissemination
of internet cognitive behavioral therapy (iCBT) for anxiety disordersin children and young people: A consensus statement
with recommendations from the #CBTL orentz Workshop Group. Internet Interventions 2018 Jun;12:1-10. [doi:
10.1016/j.invent.2018.02.002]

15. Jolstedt M, Lj6tsson B, Fredlander S, Tedgérd T, Hallberg A, Ekeljung A, et al. Implementation of internet-delivered CBT
for children with anxiety disordersin arural area: A feasibility trial. Internet Interventions 2018 Jun;12:121-129 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.invent.2017.11.003]

16. Spence SH, Donovan CL, March S, Gamble A, Anderson R, Prosser S, et a. Online CBT in the treatment of child and
adolescent anxiety disorders: issues in the development of BRAVE-ONLINE and two case illustrations. Behav Cognit
Psychother 2008 Jul 01;36(04):411-430. [doi: 10.1017/s135246580800444x]

http://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/ JMed Internet Res 2018 | vol. 20 | iss. 7 | €234 | p. 14
(page number not for citation purposes)

RenderX


https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app3.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app3.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app4.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v20i7e234_app4.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.62.6.593
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15939837&dopt=Abstract
https://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/Content/9DA8CA21306FE6EDCA257E2700016945/$File/child2.pdf
https://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/Content/9DA8CA21306FE6EDCA257E2700016945/$File/child2.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            70A25qGo1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2016.12.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28040627&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19716988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psc.2009.06.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19716988&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD004690.pub3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23733328&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2009/2/e13/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1194
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19403466&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-7893.2010.00242.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21208393&dopt=Abstract
http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/content/0DBEF2D78F7CB9E7CA257F07001ACC6D/$File/response.pdf
http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/content/0DBEF2D78F7CB9E7CA257F07001ACC6D/$File/response.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6u7Vd9Nf2
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6u7Vd9Nf2
http://dx.doi.org/10.5127/pr.033613
http://jpepsy.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=18794187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jsn099
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18794187&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0024512
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21744945&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.74.3.614
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16822117&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2014.09.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25457924&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2018.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2017.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2017.11.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2017.11.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s135246580800444x
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH March et al

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

22.

23.
24,

25.

26.

27.

Australian Bureau of Statistics. Australian Standard Geographical Classification (ASGC). Canberra: Australian Bureau of
Statistics 1216 2011.

Spence SH, Sawyer MG, Sheffield J, Patton G, Bond L, Graetz B, et al. Does the absence of asupportive family environment
influence the outcome of a universal intervention for the prevention of depression? Int J Environ Res Public Health 2014
May 13;11(5):5113-5132 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.3390/ijerph110505113] [Medline: 24828082]

Spence SH. A measure of anxiety symptoms among children. Behav Res Ther 1998 May;36(5):545-566. [doi:
10.1016/S0005-7967(98)00034-5]

Wolpert M, Gorzig A, Deighton J, Fugard AJ, Newman R, Ford T. Comparison of indices of clinically meaningful change
in child and adolescent mental health services: difference scores, reliable change, crossing clinical thresholds and * added
value' - an exploration using parent rated scores on the SDQ. Child Adolesc Ment Health 2014 Nov 24;20(2):94-101. [doi:
10.1111/camh.12080]

Rickwood DJ, Mazzer KR, Telford NR, Parker AG, Tanti CJ, McGorry PD. Changes in psychological distress and
psychosocial functioning in young people visiting headspace centres for mental health problems. Med J Aust 2015 Jun
01;202(10):537-542. [Medline: 26021366]

Feingold A. Effect sizes for growth-modeling analysis for controlled clinical trials in the same metric as for classical
analysis. Psychol Methods 2009 Mar;14(1):43-53 [EREE Full text] [doi: 10.1037/a0014699] [Medline: 19271847]
Muthén LK, Muthén BO. Mplus User's Guide. 8th edition. Los Angeles, CA: Muthén & Muthén; 2017.

Jacobson NS, Truax P. Clinical significance: a statistical approach to defining meaningful changein psychotherapy research.
J Consult Clin Psychol 1991 Feb;59(1):12-19. [Medline: 2002127]

Batterham PJ, Neil AL, Bennett K, Griffiths KM, Christensen H. Predictors of adherence among community users of a
cognitive behavior therapy website. Patient Prefer Adherence 2008 Feb 02;2:97-105 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 19920949]
Chu BC, Skriner LC, Zandberg LJ. Shape of change in cognitive behavioral therapy for youth anxiety: symptom trajectory
and predictors of change. J Consult Clin Psychol 2013 Aug;81(4):573-587. [doi: 10.1037/a0033390] [Medline: 23796317]
Hemming K, Haines TP, Chilton PJ, Girling AJ, Lilford RJ. The stepped wedge cluster randomised trial: rationale, design,
analysis, and reporting. BMJ 2015 Feb 06;350:h391. [doi: 10.1136/bmj.h391]

Abbreviations

ANOVA: analysis of variance

CAS-8: Children’s Anxiety Scale, 8-item

CBT: cognitive behavioral therapy

iCBT: internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy
LGCM: latent growth curve modeling

RCI: Reliable Change Index

RCT: randomized controlled trials

UQ: University of Queensland

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 19.10.17; peer-reviewed by K Sasiak, E Law, L Donkin; comments to author 17.12.17; revised
version received 05.04.18; accepted 10.05.18; published 04.07.18

Please cite as:

March S, Spence SH, Donovan CL, Kenardy JA

Large-Scale Dissemination of Internet-Based Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Youth Anxiety: Feasibility and Acceptability Sudy
J Med Internet Res 2018;20(7): €234

URL: http://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/

doi: 10.2196/jmir.9211
PMID: 29973338

©SonjaMarch, Susan H Spence, Caroline L Donovan, Justin A Kenardy. Originally published in the Journal of Medical Internet
Research (http://www.jmir.org), 04.07.2018. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction
in any medium, provided the original work, first published in the Journal of Medical Internet Research, is properly cited. The
complete bibliographic information, alink to the original publication on http://www.jmir.org/, aswell asthis copyright and license
information must be included.

http://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/ JMed Internet Res 2018 | vol. 20 |iss. 7| €234 | p. 15

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.mdpi.com/resolver?pii=ijerph110505113
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijerph110505113
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24828082&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0005-7967(98)00034-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/camh.12080
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26021366&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19271847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0014699
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19271847&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2002127&dopt=Abstract
https://www.dovepress.com/articles.php?article_id=2065
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19920949&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0033390
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23796317&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.h391
http://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.9211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29973338&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

