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Abstract

Background: High levels of emotional distress in cancer patients often goes unnoticed in daily clinical routine,
resulting in severe undertreatment of mental health problems in this patient group. Screening tools can be used

to increase case identification, however, screening alone does not necessarily translate into better mental health

for the patient. Doctors play a key role in providing basic emotional support and transferring the patients in need
of such specific support to mental health professionals. This study investigates whether a stepped care model,
combining screening, doctor consultation and professional psycho-oncological service in a structured way, improves
the emotional wellbeing of cancer patients.

Methods/Design: This study is a cluster randomized trial with two parallel groups (intervention vs. care as usual),
set in an academic hospital. Participants are cancer patients, a total of 1,000 at baseline. The intervention consists of
stepped psychosocial care. Step one: screening for distress, step two: feedback of screening results to the doctor in
charge of the patient and consultation with the patient, and step three: based on a shared patient-doctor decision,
either transferal to the consultation liaison (CL) service or not. The outcome will be emotional well-being half a year
after baseline, ascertained with the Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale. Randomization will be done by the
cluster randomization of wards.

Discussion: Mental health problems not only cause emotional suffering but also direct and indirect costs. This calls
for timely and adequate psychosocial support, especially as we know that such support is effective. However, not
every cancer patient can and must be treated by a mental health professional. Allocating limited resources most
sensibly and economically is of crucial importance for our healthcare system to ensure the best quality of care to as
many patients as possible. It is the hope of the STEPPED CARE trial that this model is both effective and efficient,
and that it can be implemented in other hospitals as well, if proven to be effective.

Trial registration: Clinical Trials Register (Clinicaltrials.gov) identifier: NCT01859429 registration date 17 May 2013.

Keywords: Oncology, Randomized controlled trial, RCT, Cluster randomized trial, Psycho-oncology, Mental health,
Screening, Healthcare

* Correspondence: singers@uni-mainz.de

'Institute of Medical Biostatistics, Epidemiology, and Informatics (IMBEI),
Division of Epidemiology and Health Services Research, University Medical
Center Mainz, Obere Zahlbacher Strale 69, 55131 Mainz, Germany
’Department of Psychosomatic Medicine and Psychotherapy, University
Medical Center, Semmelweisstralle 10, 04103 Leipzig, Germany

Full list of author information is available at the end of the article

- © 2014 Singer et al, licensee BioMed Central Ltd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
( B|°Med Central Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly credited. The Creative Commons Public Domain
Dedication waiver (http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/) applies to the data made available in this article,
unless otherwise stated.



http://www.clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01859429?term=NCT01859429&rank=1
mailto:singers@uni-mainz.de
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/

Singer et al. Trials 2014, 15:482
http://www.trialsjournal.com/content/15/1/482

Background

Psychosocial distress in cancer patients causes significant
financial and emotional costs. It is associated with high
utilization of health services, low quality of life and in-
creased mortality [1,2]. Meta-analyses show that one third
of all cancer patients in acute clinics suffer from severe
emotional distress and psychiatric comorbidity [3-5]. Un-
fortunately, such distress often goes undetected by health-
care providers, doctors and nurses alike [6-8]. This can
result in considerable undertreatment of mental health
problems [9]. Verdonck-de Leeuw et al. found in their
prospective study that only 21% of highly distressed can-
cer patients were referred to a psycho-oncologist or a
community worker [10]. We saw in one of our studies that
only 9% of those cancer patients with a comorbid mental
health condition were referred to a mental health special-
ist within three months of the diagnosis [11].

Such poor uptake of mental healthcare can only partly
be explained by patients’ denial of emotional problems or
hesitation to seek professional help. On the contrary, if pa-
tients are requested to indicate with whom they would like
to speak about their emotional problems, one third of pa-
tients express the wish to consult a psycho-oncologist,
and more than 80% request their physician [12].

It has been shown that if patients are asked to complete
a short questionnaire to report psychosocial problems,
under-diagnosis of poor mental health can be considerably
decreased [7,13,14]. However, better identification of dis-
tressed patients does not necessarily translate into better
patient care and, eventually, to improved mental health.
For example, implementing screening for depression into
the clinical routine did not improve mental health nor did
it reduce supportive care needs in a clinical trial [15], at
least not for the entire group of patients; only those with
medium or high levels of distress benefited from the
screening. Velikova et al. found in their three-arm trial
(arm one: screening and feedback to the physician; arm
two: screening only, no feedback and arm three: no
screening) that completing a questionnaire was the crucial
element for improving quality of life in cancer patients,
whereas the feedback to the physician improved mental
health [16].

It thus seems that patients’ mental health can be im-
proved by a smart combination of routine screening and
the involvement of healthcare professionals. It is the aim
of the current study to test the effect of such a health-
care model.

Aim and objectives

This study examines the effect of stepped psychosocial
care (screening, consultation with a doctor and referral
to psychosocial services) on mental health in cancer pa-
tients who are admitted for oncological treatment in a
hospital.
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The objectives are:

1. to determine the feasibility of integrating a new
strategy to detect and treat mental health problems
of cancer patients in different clinics and wards
(stepped care);

2. to investigate the effect of this new strategy (stepped
care) on patients’ mental health;

3. to examine the medium-term (six-month) effects of
the new strategy (stepped care).

The primary endpoint is patient-reported mental health.
Secondary endpoints are social functioning, psychiatric co-
morbidity, satisfaction with care and utilization of healthcare.

Methods/Design

Design

Experience from previous studies teaches us that investigat-
ing complex behavioral interventions with ‘simple’ random-
ized trials can create misleading results. If, for example,
students in a class are individually randomized to either be
trained to stop smoking or not, the outcome ‘change in fre-
quency of smoking’ will not entirely be related to the train-
ing itself. Students will talk to each other in the class, and,
especially if one of the informal leaders (‘opinion maker’) in
this class stops smoking, this will affect other students and
they will be more likely to stop smoking as well. From a
public health perspective, this is a most welcome effect.
Technically speaking, however, this is an undesired effect,
because it will blur the effects of the intervention; students
in the control group will show an effect as well. In other
words, individual randomization for the purpose of testing
behavioral interventions in larger groups will likely result
in an underestimation of the treatment effect. An alterna-
tive is the use of cluster randomization [17]. Here, clusters
of individuals are randomized rather than individuals
themselves, for example wards or clinics.

In our cluster randomized study, we randomized wards.
Two parallel groups are compared and the intervention is
expected to be superior to the control arm. The setting of
this study is an academic hospital: University Medical
Center Leipzig in Leipzig, Germany. Informed consent is
obtained from each study participant after admittance to
the ward, before the baseline assessment.

Intervention arm (arm one)

The intervention is a stepped care model to provide tar-
geted psychosocial help to cancer patients and consists
of three steps.

Step one: each patient is screened for distress. The re-
sults of this screening are electronically computed, graph-
ically visualized, and fed back to the clinician in charge.
Patients’ level of distress is visualized by colors analogue
to traffic lights: green=no or little distress, yellow =
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medium level of distress and red = high level of distress).
The doctor can also view the detailed numeric results.

Step two: if the patient is at a medium or high level of
distress, the doctor performs a brief interview along with
their routine consultation with this patient. Together,
they should discuss the psychosocial problems the pa-
tient currently has and decide on further steps. This sec-
ond step is a key element in the stepped care model. It
ensures the following: a) that the patients have access to
the doctor to discuss their emotional problems, which is
an important supportive care need for many patients
[18], b) ‘false positives’ can be detected early, c) the clin-
ician remains the key person for decisions on patient
care and d) the patients can express their needs or con-
cerns regarding psychosocial support. Studies show that
this procedure is well accepted by patients and physicians
[19,20]. As doctors frequently feel insufficiently prepared
to talk with patients about their emotional problems, and
sometimes avoid such consultations, they are trained indi-
vidually to perform this task. They learn how to, within
the limited consultation time, ask questions, respond to
patient concerns, consider their supportive care needs and
provide further help.

Step three: if the patient and doctor decide that psy-
chological support is needed, the hospital’s psycho-
oncological consultation liaison (CL) service is informed
and provides mental healthcare. If the patient has finan-
cial, vocational or other social problems, the hospital’s so-
cial service is called. If necessary, further support in the
outpatient setting when the patient is discharged from the
hospital is organized by these two teams.

Quality assurance: the team of this CL service consists
of psychologists with formal training in psychotherapy,
either cognitive-behavioral or psychodynamic. The social
services team consists of professionally trained social
workers. Both CL and social services provide support ac-
cording to the current guidelines. The psychotherapists
receive regular supervision by a fully trained senior psy-
chotherapist. Adherence to the stepped care model is
monitored by asking the patients whether their doctor
has discussed emotionally relevant topics.

Care as usual arm (arm two)

Patients who are treated on wards in the control arm re-
ceive care as usual. This means, doctors can call CL ser-
vice and the hospital’s social service whenever they feel
it is necessary. Doctors do not receive specific training
to detect distress or to talk with the patients about emo-
tional problems.

Data collection

The primary endpoint mental health is ascertained with
the Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS) [21].
HADS identifies depressed patients with a sensitivity of
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0.96 [22]. Social problems are measured with the European
Organisation for Research and Treatment of Cancer
Quality of Life Questionnaire Core Instrument (EORTC
QLQ-C30), using the social functioning and role function-
ing scales [23]. Satisfaction with care is measured with the
Quality of Care from the Patients Perspective question-
naire (QPP) [24], psychiatric comorbidity is measured
with the Structured Clinical Interview (SCID) [25]), and
the utilization of medical care is measured with the ques-
tionnaire used in the German Federal Health Survey [26].
Clinical data are obtained from the medical records. The
provision of CL services and/or social services is ascer-
tained from the hospital information system.

The patients are interviewed at the beginning (t1) and
the end (t2) of the hospital stay, three months after base-
line (t3) and six months after baseline (t4). At t1 and t2,
data collection is done electronically with the help of
tablet computers. At t3 and t4, it will be done via phone
or face-to-face, depending on the patient’s preference. For
patients who prefer paper-based data collection, this is
possible as well. The equivalence of both methods is
well documented [27,28,16]. The Computer-Based Health
Evaluation System (CHES) software (Evaluation Software
Development, Innsbruck, Austria) is employed for elec-
tronic data capture [29]. Electronic data capture ensures
that no missing data are in the data set unless the patient
quits the study. Study nurses with an academic psychology
education contact the patients, inform them about the
study, obtain written informed consent and perform data
collection. Patients in the control wards undergo the same
assessments as patients in the experimental wards.

Eligibility

Patients aged 18 years or older of both sexes and with
all types and stages of cancer are eligible for this study.
They must be admitted to the University Medical Center
Leipzig for diagnosis or treatment of cancer in one of the
following departments: Urology, Pneumology, Maxillofacial
Surgery, Radiation Oncology, Gynecology, Neurosurgery,
Visceral Surgery, Orthopedics, Gastroenterology, or Laryngo-
Rhino-Otology. Patient exclusion criteria are insufficient
command of German and no written informed consent.

Sample size

At the University Medical Center Leipzig, 2,000 patients
with malignant diseases are treated per year according
to the local cancer registry. Of those, about 350 are ineli-
gible for the study because of age or because they are
treated at a ward that is not participating in this study,
leaving 1,650 eligible patients per year and 137 per month.
Thus, about 1,200 patients can be approached initially.
Assuming that 20% of patients will decline participation
at t1, this leaves about 1,000 patients participating at
baseline. Based on previous experience from a large
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epidemiological study with cancer patients at the University
Medical Center Leipzig [22], we assumed that 20% of the
patients would drop out during the follow-up period due
to death or withdrawal from the study, leaving 800 pa-
tients at t4.

Cluster randomized trials must take into account the
within- and between-cluster variation by increasing the
sample size [30]. The between-cluster-variation coeffi-
cient could only be approximately estimated because of
a lack of data in the literature. We therefore used the
recommendation of Hayes and Bennett [30] and as-
sumed k = 0.2. We further assumed an equal cluster size.
In our trial, 13 clusters are included and randomized. The
low number of clusters was considered in the sample size
calculation with a specific formula (t-distribution). Data
from a previous large study in the same hospital [22] sug-
gests that the average HADS score in cancer patients is
13, with a standard deviation of 7. This is the expected
mean HADS score in the control arm at t4. With 13 clus-
ters, k=0.2, «a=0.05, a power of 80%, and n =400 per
arm, a delta in HADS scores of 5.5 can be identified. If k
should be k = 0.1, a difference of 4.1 can be detected.

Measures to reduce confounding and bias

Potential confounding will be controlled by randomization.
Randomization was completed externally by the Center
for Clinical Trials at University Medical Center Leipzig,
Germany. In order to reduce baseline differences, the
randomization was stratified according to the average fre-
quency of psycho-oncological CL services in the past two
years per department. This information was taken from
the yearly documentation of the CL service.

By using standardized tools and training interviewers,
a potential information bias will be reduced. Moreover,
the study nurses collect data either always on intervention
wards or always on control wards; they do not change trial
arms. The patients are not told to which group they have
been randomized. However, the intervention itself (screen-
ing, consultation with the doctor and referral to the CL
service) obviously cannot be blinded. The results of the
randomization can also not be concealed to the doctors
because they have to change their consultation behavior in
the intervention arm.

Selection bias is intended to be kept to a minimum
through high participation rates. Based on previous ex-
perience [31], we know that highly distressed patients
decline participation disproportionately more often. We
control this effect by documenting the reasons for decline
and then comparing participants and non-participants.

Statistical analysis

The main analysis will compare HADS scores of all pa-
tients at t4 in arm one versus arm two using t-tests. Sub-
sequently, only patients highly distressed at baseline in
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the two groups will be compared regarding their HADS
score at t4. Because of the limited number of departments,
complete control for confounding cannot be guaranteed
despite randomization; therefore the following variables
will be subsequently adjusted for in a mixed-model ana-
lysis: sex, age, stage of disease and baseline distress. The
analyses will be done as according to the intention to treat
principle. No interim analyses are planned.

Ethics, data protection and study registration

Ethical approval for this study was obtained from the
Ethics Committee at Leipzig University (reference num-
ber 210-12-02072012). As this is a cluster randomized
trial, patients cannot be asked whether they agree to be
randomized or not. Instead, informed consent is ob-
tained after the patient has been admitted to the ward.
Patients can opt out, that is, they can decide not to take
part in this study. If this is the case, the patient is not
screened for distress and, hence, the following steps of
the stepped care model are not applied. These patients
receive care as usual.

Confidentiality of the data is ensured by using pseudo-
nyms (patient identification numbers) with each question-
naire and data form. No person-identifying information will
be stored together with the medical and patient-reported
outcome data. Patient identification numbers and person-
identifying information (address and telephone number)
are stored separately in a locker, physically unlinked to the
other data. Only the principal investigator and the two
researchers employed in the project have access to the
data. The study has been registered with the Clinical Trials
Register clinicaltrials.gov (identifier: NCT01859429).

Monitoring

The principal investigator (SS) receives monthly written
and oral reports about enrolment and study conduct.
The project manager (HD) monitors data collection on a
daily bases and supervises all study nurses. He trained
the doctors and visits them regularly on the wards to en-
sure that they adhere to the study protocol. They in turn
can address him with any request they might have at any
time. The study nurses are onsite daily at the wards and,
in arm one, ensure that the doctors make use of the
screening results.

Dissemination policy

Trial results will be communicated to the study partici-
pants after data collection has been completed. Each in-
dividual will receive a letter with information about the
study results in a way that is easily understandable for
lay persons. Healthcare professionals and investigators
will be informed via a scientific paper and presentations
at conferences. All collaborators who have participated
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in the trial design and who enrolled patients are eligible
for authorship. A press release will inform the public.

Discussion

Mental health problems not only cause emotional suffer-
ing but also direct and indirect costs related to financial,
social and clinical issues [32,33]. They are related to high
utilization of health services and can even result in in-
creased mortality [1]. This effect is probably due to poor
therapy adherence. A meta-analyses by DiMatteo et al.
[2] showed that patients suffering from clinical depression
tend to fail in their oncological treatment three times
more often than others.

This calls for timely and adequate psychosocial support,
especially as we know that such support is effective [34].
However, not every cancer patient can and must be
treated by a mental health professional. Allocating limited
resources most sensibly and economically is of crucial
importance for our healthcare system to ensure the best
quality of care to as many patients as possible. It is the
hope of STEPPED CARE, that this model is both effective
and efficient and that it can be tested and implemented in
other hospitals as well, if proven to be effective.

Trial status

The trial is ongoing. Patient enrolment has started
(October 2012) and is not yet complete. It is expected
to end in December 2014.

Abbreviations

CL: consultation liaison; EORTC: European Organisation for Research and
Treatment of Cancer; HADS: Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale;
SCID: Structured Clinical Interview; t: time point.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions

Conception and design: SS, HD, SB, AnD, FL, JuM, DN, FS, J-US, HW, AK.
Acquisition of data: HD, SB, ArD, AnD, JE, KP, JUM, JoM, TP, FS, J-US, HW.
Analysis and interpretation of data: not applicable. Drafting the manuscript: SS,
HD. Revising the manuscript for important intellectual content: SS, HD, SB, ArD,
ANnD, JE, KP, FL, JUM, JoM, DN, TP, FS, J-US, HW, AK. Final approval of the
manuscript to be published: SS, HD, SB, ArD, AnD, JE, KP, FL, JUM, JoM,
DN, TP, FS, J-US, HW, AK.

Authors’ information

SS: Psychologist and epidemiologist; Chair of the German Society of
Psycho-Oncology. HD: Psychologist. SB: Gynecologist; Head of the Breast
Cancer Center at Leipzig University. ArD: General surgeon. AnD: ENT surgeon;
Chair of the German Society of Head and Neck Oncology. JE: Gynecologist. KP:
Radiation oncologist. FL: Medical Oncologist; Head of the University
Cancer Center of Leipzig University Hospital. JiM: Neurosurgeon. JoM:
Gastroenterologist. DN: Medical Oncologist. TP: Orthopedist. FS: Maxillofacial
surgeon. J-US: Urologist. HW: Pneumologist. AK: Psychotherapist.

Acknowledgements

We would like to acknowledge the time and effort of all doctors and nurses
who helped in implementing this trial into daily routine in a large university
hospital.

We are thankful to Jana Thielicke, Sara Scharmacher, Birte Schi3ler, Saska
Wo&hrmann, Hannah Lammers and Kathrin Abel, the study nurses and

Page 5 of 6

assistants, who collect data on a daily basis. Julia Roick is particularly helpful
in setting up and managing the study.

This trial is funded by the German Federal Ministry of Health within the
framework ‘Research within the German National Cancer Plan’ (grant number
NKP-332-026). The grant provides salary support for Dr Danker. The ministry did
not influence the trial design and procedures, the writing of this manuscript or
the decision to submit it for publication.

Author details

'Institute of Medical Biostatistics, Epidemiology, and Informatics (IMBEI),
Division of Epidemiology and Health Services Research, University Medical
Center Mainz, Obere Zahlbacher Strale 69, 55131 Mainz, Germany.
’Department of Psychosomatic Medicine and Psychotherapy, University
Medical Center, SemmelweisstraBe 10, 04103 Leipzig, Germany. *Breast
Cancer Center, University Medical Center, Liebigstrae 18, 04107 Leipzig,
Germany. “Department of General Surgery, University Medical Center,
LiebigstraBe 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany. “Department of Otolaryngology,
University Medical Center, Liebigstralle 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany.
®Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, University Medical Center,
Liebigstrae 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany. 'Department of Radiation-Oncology,
University Medical Center, LiebigstraBe 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany. “University
Cancer Center, University Hospital Leipzig, Liebigstrale 20, 04107 Leipzig,
Germany. “Department of Neurosurgery, University Medical Center, LiebigstraBe
18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany. '°Department of Gastroenterology, University
Medical Center, LiebigstraRe 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany. ' Department of
Hematology and Oncology, University Medical Center, Liebigstralle 18, 04107
Leipzig, Germany. "*Department of Orthopedics, University Medical Center,
Liebigstrae 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany. "*Department of Maxillofacial Surgery,
University Medical Center, Liebigstral3e 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany.
“Department of Urology, University Medical Center, Liebigstrale 18, 04107
Leipzig, Germany. "Department of Pneumology, University Medical Center,
Liebigstral3e 18, 04107 Leipzig, Germany.

Received: 8 August 2014 Accepted: 20 November 2014
Published: 10 December 2014

References

1. Satin JR, Linden W, Phillips MJ: Depression as a predictor of disease
progression and mortality in cancer patients: a meta-analysis.
Cancer 2009, 115:5349-5361.

2. DiMatteo M, Giordiani P, Lepper H: Patient adherence and medial
treatment outcomes: a metaanalysis. Med Care 2002, 40:794-811.

3. Singer S, Das-Munshi J, Brahler E: Prevalence of mental health conditions
in cancer patients in acute care — a meta-analysis. Ann Oncol 2010,
21:925-930.

4. Mitchell AJ, Chan M, Bhatti H, Halton M, Grassi L, Johansen C, Meader N:
Prevalence of depression, anxiety, and adjustment disorder in oncological,
haematological, and palliative-care settings: a meta-analysis of 94
interview-based studies. Lancet Oncol 2011, 12:160-174.

5. Vehling S, Koch U, Ladehoff N, Schon G, Wegscheider K, Heckl U, Weis J,
Mehnert A: Prévalenz affektiver und Angststorungen bei Krebs:
Systematischer Literaturreview und Metaanalyse [in German].
Psychother Psychosom Med Psychol 2012, 62:249-258.

6. Keller M, Sommerfeldt S, Fischer C, Knight L, Riesbeck M, Lowe B, Herfarth C,
Lehnert T: Recognition of distress and psychiatric morbidity in cancer
patients: a multi-method approach. Ann Oncol 2004, 15:1243-1249.

7. Singer S, Brown A, Einenkel J, Hauss J, Hinz A, Klein A, Papsdorf K,
Stolzenburg J-U, Bréhler E: Identifying tumor patients’ depression.
Support Care Cancer 2011, 19:1697-1703.

8. Sollner W, DeVries A, Steixner E, Lukas P, Sprinzl G, Rumpold G, Maislinger S:
How successful are oncologists in identifying patient distress, perceived
social support, and need for psychosocial counselling? Br J Cancer 2001,
84:179-185.

9. Nakash O, Levav |, Guilar-Gaxiola S, Alonso J, Andrade LH, Angermeyer MC,
Bruffaerts R, Caldas-de-Almeida JM, Florescu S, de Girolamo G, Gureje O,
He YL, Hu CY, de Jonge P, Karam EG, Kovess-Masfety V, Medina-Mora ME,
Moskalewicz J, Murphy S, Nakamura Y, Piazza M, Posada-Villa J, Stein DJ,
Taib NI, Zarkov Z, Kessler RC, Scott KM: Comorbidity of common mental
disorders with cancer and their treatment gap: findings from the World
Mental Health Surveys. Psychooncology 2014, 23:40-51.



Singer et al. Trials 2014, 15:482
http://www.trialsjournal.com/content/15/1/482

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Verdonck-de Leeuw IM, de Bree R, Keizer AL, Houffelaar T, Cuijpers P,

van der Linden MH, Leemans CR: Computerized prospective screening for
high levels of emotional distress in head and neck cancer patients and
referral rate to psychosocial care. Oral Oncol 2009, 45:E129-E133.

Singer S, Szalai C, Briest S, Brown A, Dietz A, Einenkel J, Jonas S, Konnopka A,
Papsdorf K, Langanke D, Lobner M, Schiefke F, Stolzenburg J-U, Weimann A,
Wirtz H, Kénig HH, Riedel-Heller SG: Comorbid mental health conditions in
cancer patients at working age - prevalence, risk profiles, and care uptake.
Psychooncology 2013, 22:2291-2297.

Faller H, Olshausen B, Flentje M: Emotional distress and needs for psychosociol
support among breast cancer patients at start of radiotherapy.
Psychother Psychosom Med Psychol 2003, 53:229-235.

Mitchell AJ: Pooled results from 38 analyses of the accuracy of distress
thermometer and other ultra-short methods of detecting cancer-related
mood disorders. J Clin Oncol 2007, 25:4670-4681.

Mitchell AJ, Meader N, Symonds P: Diagnostic validity of the Hospital
Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS) in cancer and palliative settings:
a meta-analysis. J Affect Disord 2010, 126:335-348.

McLachlan SA, Allenby A, Matthews J, Wirth A, Kissane D, Bishop M,
Beresford J, Zalcberg J: Randomized trial of coordinated psychosocial
interventions based on patient self-assessments versus standard care to
improve the psychosocial functioning of patients with cancer. J Clin
Oncol 2001, 19:4117-4125.

Velikova G, Booth L, Smith AB, Brown PM, Lynch P, Brown JM, Selby PJ:
Measuring quality of life in routine oncology practice improves

communication and patient well-being: a randomized controlled trial.

J Clin Oncol 2004, 22:714-724.

Campbell R, Starkey F, Holliday J, Audrey S, Bloor M, Parry-Langdon N,
Hughes R, Moore L: An informal school-based peer-led intervention for
smoking prevention in adolescence (ASSIST): a cluster randomised trial.
Lancet 2008, 371:1595-1602.

Singer S, Gotze H, Mobius C, Witzigmann H, Kortmann R-D, Lehmann A,
Hockel M, Schwarz R, Hauss J: Quality of care and emotional support from
the inpatient cancer patient’s perspective. Langenbecks Arch Surg 2009,
394:723-731.

Pruyn JFA, Heule-Dieleman HAG, Knegt PP, Mosterd FR, van Hest MAG,
Sinnige HAM, Pruyn ATH, de Boer MF: On the enhancement of efficiency
in care for cancer patients in outpatient clinics: an instrument to
accelerate psychosocial screening and referral. Patient Educ Couns 2004,
53:135-140.

Jacobsen PB: Screening for psychological distress in cancer patients:
challenges and opportunities. J Clin Oncol 2007, 25:4526-4527.

Zigmond AS, Snaith RP: The Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale.
Acta Psychiatr Scand 1983, 67:361-370.

Singer S, Kuhnt S, Gotze H, Hauss J, Hinz A, Liebmann A, Krau? O, Lehmann A,
Schwarz R: Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale cut-off scores for cancer
patients in acute care. Br J Cancer 2009, 100:908-912.

Aaronson N, Ahmedzai S, Bergmann B, Bullinger M, Cull A, Duez NJ, Filiberti A,
Flechtner H, de Haes JCM, Kaasa S, Klee M, Osoba D, Razavi D, Rofe PB,
Schraub S, Sneeuw K, Sullivan M, Takeda F, for the EORTC study group on
quality of life: The European organization for research and treatment of
cancer QLQ-C30: a quality-of-life instrument for use in international clinical
trials in oncology. J Nat Cancer Institute 1993, 85:365-376.

Wilde B, Larsson G, Larsson M, Starrin B: Quality of care. Development of a
patient-centred questionnaire based on a grounded theory model.
Scand J Caring Sci 1994, 8:39-48.

First M, Spitzer R, Gibbon M, Williams J: Structured Clinical Interview for
DSM-IV Axis | Disorders (SCID-I), Clinician Version. Washington, DC:
American Psychiatric Press; 1997.

Thode N, Bergmann E, Kamtsiuris P, Kurth M: Einflussfaktoren auf

die ambulante Inanspruchnahme in Deutschland [in German].
Bundesgesundheitsblatt 2005, 48:296-306.

Kamo N, Dandapani SV, Miksad RA, Houlihan MJ, Kaplan |, Regan M,
Greenfield TK, Sanda MG: Evaluation of the SCA instrument for measuring
patient satisfaction with cancer care administered via paper or via the
Internet. Ann Oncol 2011, 22:723-729.

Coons SJ, Gwaltney CJ, Hays RD, Lundy JJ, Sloan JA, Revicki DA, Lenderking WR,
Cella D, Basch E: recommendations on evidence needed to support
measurement equivalence between electronic and paper-based
patient-reported outcome (PRO) measures: ISPOR ePRO good
research practices task force report. Value Health 2009, 12:419-429.

Page 6 of 6

29. Erharter A, Giesinger J, Kemmler G, Schauer-Maurer G, Stockhammer G,
Muigg A, Hutterer M, Rumpold G, Sperner-Unterweger B, Holzner B:
Implementation of computer-based quality-of-life monitoring in brain
tumor outpatients in routine clinical practice. J Pain Symptom Manage
2010, 39:219-229.

30. Hayes RJ, Bennett S: Simple sample size calculation for cluster-randomized
trials. Int J Epidemiol 1999, 28:319-326.

31, Singer S, Danker H, Guntinas-Lichius O, Oeken J, Pabst F, Schock J, Vogel H-J,
Meister EF, Wulke C, Dietz A: Quality of life before and after total
laryngectomy - Results of a multi-centre prospective cohort study.
Head Neck 2014, 36:359-368.

32. Kissane D: Beyond the psychotherapy and survival debate: the challenge
of social disparity, depression and treatment adherence in psychosocial
cancer care. Psychooncology 2009, 18:1-5.

33. Singer S, Meyer A, Wienholz S, Briest S, Brown A, Dietz A, Binder H, Jonas S,
Kortmann R-D, Stolzenburg J-U, Kohler U, RaBler J, Zwerenz R, Schréter K,
Mehnert A, Lobner M, Kénig HH, Riedel-Heller SG: Early retirement in
cancer patients with or without co-morbid mental health conditions:
a prospective cohort study. Cancer 2014, 120:2199-2206.

34. Faller H, Schuler M, Richard M, Heckl U, Weis J, Kuffner R: Effects of
psycho-oncologic interventions on emotional distress and quality of
life in adult patients with cancer: systematic review and meta-analysis.

J Clin Oncol 2013, 31:782-793.

doi:10.1186/1745-6215-15-482

Cite this article as: Singer et al.: Effect of a structured psycho-oncological
screening and treatment model on mental health in cancer patients
(STEPPED CARE): study protocol for a cluster randomized controlled trial.
Trials 2014 15:482.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of:

¢ Convenient online submission

¢ Thorough peer review

* No space constraints or color figure charges

¢ Immediate publication on acceptance

¢ Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

* Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at ( -
www.biomedcentral.com/submit BiolVed Central




	Abstract
	Background
	Methods/Design
	Discussion
	Trial registration

	Background
	Aim and objectives

	Methods/Design
	Design
	Intervention arm (arm one)
	Care as usual arm (arm two)
	Data collection
	Eligibility
	Sample size
	Measures to reduce confounding and bias
	Statistical analysis
	Ethics, data protection and study registration
	Monitoring
	Dissemination policy

	Discussion
	Trial status
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Authors’ information
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References

