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Objective: To describe the efficacy of currently
available treatments for depression in achieving re-
mission and to highlight additional strategies for those
patients who continue to experience persistent depres-
sive symptoms in spite of optimal treatment.

Data Sources: The authors reviewed the literature
(electronic and hand searches) on the efficacy of current
pharmacologic and psychotherapeutic antidepressant
treatments and the utility of a chronic disease manage-
ment model. A search of PubMed was conducted for
English-language articles published from 1980 to 2005
using the keywords depression treatments, outcome,
course of illness, and treatment resistant depression.

Data Synthesis: Current treatments for depression
leave a significant minority (20%—40%) of patients with
persistent depressive symptoms. A disease management
model that may be useful for major depressive disorder
is described.

Conclusions: The goal of treating depression to
achieve remission, although ideal, is currently un-
attainable for many patients. The long-term care of
patients with persisting depressive symptoms may be
well served by adding a disease management component
to the overall treatment strategy. Doing so may help to
improve coping, interpersonal functioning, and quality
of life.
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T he purpose of this article is to explore additional
ways of helping those depressed patients who con-
tinue to experience depressive symptoms and impaired
functioning in spite of optimal antidepressant treatments.
In current practice, the goals in treating major depressive
disorder are to remove all signs and symptoms of depres-
sion, to restore occupational and psychosocial functioning,
and to reduce the likelihood of relapse and recurrence.' As
such, there has been a persistent call for raising the bar for
outcome in the treatment of depression. The prevailing
ethos is to “push” treatment in order to achieve full remis-
sion and not to be satisfied with partial response.”™

There are excellent reasons for trying to achieve
complete remission of depressive symptoms. The potential
consequences of failing to achieve full remission are
well documented and include an increased risk of relapse
and treatment resistance,*® continued psychosocial limita-
tions,” decreased ability to work and decreased workplace
productivity,"” and increased cost for medical treatment.'
Sustained depression may also worsen morbidity and mor-
tality of other medical conditions.'"'? Unfortunately, many
patients do not respond completely or even partially to
currently available treatments; their depressions appear re-
fractory to remission. It is possible that there are “good
prognosis” and “poor prognosis” forms of depression. Per-
sistent residual symptoms may be markers for such poorly
responsive types of depression.

Given the current rates of treatment efficacy in depres-
sion, how did these goals become so widely accepted?
Are they realistic for all patients? Should we focus some of
our energies on teaching patients effective ways of coping
with depression as a chronic illness?

The mainstay of psychiatric treatment today is pharma-
cotherapy. The most common conceptual and treatment
model is a biomedical one that emphasizes cure and eradi-
cation of disease; an active medical role for the physician;
an acquiescent, passive role for the patient; and the im-
plied promise of a medical solution for a medical problem.
A number of converging forces have coalesced to rein-
force the prominence of this model.

First, many depressed patients have not responded to
the talking therapies. Psychotherapy usually takes time to
show an effect, requires considerable therapist skill, is
time-consuming, is expensive in the short term, and needs
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active engagement by both therapist and patient. There
is also a shortage of available psychotherapists trained to
deliver evidence-based psychotherapies.

Second, the proliferation of pharmacotherapy outcome
studies demonstrating significant efficacy for medications
has led to efforts to identify and measure neurochemical
substrates and receptor systems that may be involved in
the pathophysiology of depression. Such knowledge has
encouraged the notion that it is possible to fine-tune neu-
rochemical processes with tailored chemical treatments to
resolve psychiatric symptoms and illnesses. The seem-
ingly more benign side effect profile of many of the newer
antidepressants has reinforced the practice of beginning
the treatment of depression with pharmacotherapy.

Third, spiraling health care costs over the past 20
years leading to managed care pressures have pushed
psychiatrists in the United States into treating depression
with potentially quicker, less expensive, and readily avail-
able drug treatments. Lowered reimbursement rates for
psychotherapies, increased rates for medical manage-
ment, and pressure to see more patients have also contrib-
uted to reinforce the emphasis on pharmacotherapy. This
is particularly true when the treatment is provided by pri-
mary care physicians who lack training in psychotherapy
and can only provide brief visit times.

Fourth, the pharmaceutical industry has strongly sup-
ported the biomedical model. The industry not only has
discovered and brought to market an ever-expanding
number of antidepressant agents, but has educated health
care professionals and patients about the potential value
of these agents in bringing about symptom reduction. Fi-
nancial support for continuing medical education in the
United States comes largely from drug companies and
other commercial entities."

On an individual level, both psychiatrists and patients
have willingly embraced the biomedical model. For psy-
chiatrists, at least in the United States, medical manage-
ment of depression is more financially profitable than
psychotherapy as it requires less time. Many patients
hope that a medication will resolve their depressive symp-
toms without having to work at changing maladaptive
cognitions, relationship styles, and ways of coping.

What do we do with patients who do not respond well
to available treatments? Have we raised expectations too
high, both for patients and for therapists? Are we at risk of
overtreating patients, particularly with unproven poly-
pharmacy, possibly harming them with unnecessary side
effects or unrealistic expectations and at the same time
contributing to rising health care expenditures? Are there
other disease management options that we can provide for
those with persistent and/or residual symptoms in addi-
tion to their ongoing antidepressant treatments?

Depression is a heterogeneous disorder and includes
major and minor variations and acute, chronic, and recur-
rent forms, as well as forms with melancholic, atypical,
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and psychotic features. In this article, we focus on pa-
tients, whatever their form of depression, who have not
responded well to currently available treatments and who
continue to experience persistent problematic depressive
symptoms. We reviewed the literature (electronic and
hand searches) on the efficacy of current pharmacologic
and psychotherapeutic antidepressant treatments and the
utility of a chronic disease management model. A search
of PubMed was conducted for English-language articles
published from 1980 to 2005 using the keywords depres-
sion treatments, outcome, course of illness, and treatment
resistant depression.

To address the question of treatment recommendations
for this difficult-to-treat population,'*'> we will provide
an overview of (1) the long-term course of depression, (2)
the effectiveness of current treatments, and (3) a model of
chronic care and disease management.

THE LONG-TERM COURSE OF
MAJOR DEPRESSIVE DISORDER

Observational studies indicate that major depressive
disorder tends to be a chronic disorder with high rates of
relapse and recurrence as well as persistent functional im-
pairment.'® Many patients with major depressive disorder
respond positively to treatment, but many others continue
to experience residual symptoms and recurrences as well
as persistent and/or intermittent impairment.®'’->

A recent 8- to 11-year follow-up study of 69 patients
with severe recurrent major depression at study intake
found that recovery and relapse rates did not differ sub-
stantially from those in earlier studies despite high levels
of antidepressant maintenance treatment, psychological
therapies, and compliance.* Thirty percent of follow-up
months were spent in an episode of depression, and 18%
of patients never achieved asymptomatic status during the
follow-up period.” Goldberg and Harrow?® reported simi-
lar findings, with 37% to 53% of depressed patients hav-
ing residual symptoms in a 10-year follow-up study.

These long-term follow-up studies indicate that 15%
to 30% of patients with major depressive disorder have a
favorable response to standard therapy, with remission
of depressive symptoms and maintenance of a euthymic
state. At the other extreme, 10% to 30% of patients go on
to experience a chronic course characterized by continu-
ous symptoms and functional impairment despite treat-
ment. The remaining patients have an intermittent course
characterized by remissions, subsyndromal symptoms, re-
currences, and relapses. Even with improvement of clini-
cal symptoms, however, psychosocial impairments can be
significant and persistent.”’

Factors Associated With Recurrence and Chronicity

Several studies have shown that as the duration of re-
covery increases, the risk of recurrence decreases.'*?%
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Those who recover early (e.g., during the first 6 months of
depression) have a better chance of avoiding subsequent
relapses.”®? Factors associated with chronicity and recur-
rence include greater severity of depressive episodes, el-
evated stress, conflict and interpersonal dependency, fam-
ily history of depression, emotional reliance, earlier age at
onset, older age,”®** high neuroticism scores,’'** comor-
bid dysthymia,”® comorbid nonaffective psychiatric ill-
ness such as substance use disorder or anxiety disorder,*
comorbid nonpsychiatric medical disorders,* a history of
multiple episodes of depression prior to the index episode
of depression,*® and the presence of psychosocial impair-
ment.”” Not all investigators have found clear predictors
of chronicity. In their review, Riso et al.*® found few con-
sistent factors that related to chronicity of depression.
There are contradictory findings across multiple studies
that have examined the association between any particular
clinical variable and the recurrence of major depressive
disorder.

It may be that factors influencing recovery are intrinsic
to the depressive illness itself and less related to external
circumstances or even to treatments received. Patients
who respond to treatment early in the course of the de-
pression are more likely to go on to a favorable long-term
course.””** In a treatment study of depressed inpatients,
the 37% who had a good response to hospital treatment
went on to do well over the follow-up period. Those who
did not respond significantly while in the hospital contin-
ued to have a very low remission/response rate in spite of
extensive multimodal treatments.*' In medicine generally
and in major depressive disorder specifically, patients
who do not respond to an effective pharmacologic treat-
ment have a lower probability of responding to a second
or third treatment trial.** Goldberg and Harrow®® also
found that there was consistency in either persistence of
morbidity or sustained remission. It cannot be assumed
therefore that there is a cumulative effect of sequential
therapies. Certain forms of major depressive disorder ap-
pear to be more or less responsive to treatment. It is not
clear whether such responsiveness to treatment is associ-
ated with particular subtypes of depressive illness such as
melancholic, atypical, or psychotic or with some as yet
undetermined other variables.

THE EFFECTIVENESS OF CURRENT TREATMENTS

Outcome for treatment of depression is classified in
several ways. Response is most commonly thought of as
significant improvement but not necessarily complete re-
lief of symptoms.* Response is often defined as a greater
than 50% decrease from baseline depression symptom
scores on such instruments as the Hamilton Rating Scale
for Depression (HAM-D)* or the Montgomery-Asberg
Depression Rating Scale (MADRS).” Remission is de-
fined as minimal or no residual symptoms, no longer
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meeting diagnostic criteria for depression and often quan-
tified as a score equal to or less than 7 on the HAM-D.*
There are other ways of defining outcome, but these defi-
nitions of response and remission are most commonly
used in treatment outcome studies.*’*® Nevertheless, even
patients who meet HAM-D definitions for remission may
continue to experience problematic depressive symptoms
or difficulties in psychosocial functioning.””*

Most treatment outcome studies of depression are ef-
ficacy rather than effectiveness trials. As such, they exam-
ine a homogeneous and unrepresentative sample of de-
pressed patients. Outcome data from such studies most
likely overestimate response rates.’® For example, Keitner
et al.’' reported that only 27 (7%) of 378 responders to
advertisements for depression treatment studies met eligi-
bility criteria for participation in those studies. Similarly,
Zimmerman et al.”> found that 29 (8%) of 346 depressed
outpatients would have qualified for participation in an
antidepressant efficacy trial given the common exclusion
criteria that are used in clinical trials.

Treatment Options for Major Depressive Disorder

Options for the treatment of major depressive disorder
usually include monotherapy with an antidepressant
medication; psychosocial treatments (individual, family,
or group therapy); combined pharmacotherapy and psy-
chosocial treatment; substitution of one antidepressant for
another; augmentation of an antidepressant with other
agents such as lithium, thyroid hormone, or atypical anti-
psychotic agents; combination of antidepressants; electro-
convulsive therapy (ECT); repetitive transcranial mag-
netic stimulation (rTMS); and vagus nerve stimulation.

Pharmacotherapy. Used as monotherapy, available an-
tidepressant medications are comparably effective for de-
pressed patients, although any individual patient may re-
spond preferentially to one antidepressant over another.
Results of a pooled analysis comparing the efficacy of
venlafaxine, fluoxetine, paroxetine, fluvoxamine, and pla-
cebo suggested that selective serotonin reuptake inhibi-
tors (SSRIs) were significantly more efficacious than pla-
cebo in achieving remission rates while venlafaxine was
significantly more effective than the SSRIs. Nonetheless,
remission rates with SSRIs were only 35% and with ven-
lafaxine only 45%, suggesting that at least 55% of patients
failed to achieve remission.” A meta-analysis of data from
7 randomized, controlled antidepressant trials found re-
sponse rates of 62% to 63% and a remission rate of 47%
for bupropion and SSRIs in comparison to 51% and 36%,
respectively, for placebo.” Tricyclic antidepressants have
comparable remission and response rates. Amitriptyline
may be slightly better than other tricyclic and heterocyclic
antidepressants and may also have an “edge” in terms of
efficacy over SSRIs but is less well tolerated.”

Results of the largest effectiveness study conducted to
date (Sequenced Treatment Alternatives to Relieve De-
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pression [STAR*D]), which studied 2876 outpatients with
major depressive disorders treated with citalopram in psy-
chiatric and primary care settings, reported a remission
rate of 28% to 33% (depending on the outcome measure
used) and a response rate of 47%. These results are con-
sistent with the majority of earlier outcome studies.

Response to antidepressants is less than optimal for a
considerable proportion of depressed patients.”’ One third
fail to experience sufficient improvement despite adequate
treatment.’® Although algorithm-guided treatment of major
depression was found to be more effective than treatment
as usual, substantial symptoms and functional impairment
persisted even among the responders.*’

Psychotherapy. A review of controlled, double-blind
trials for outpatients with mild to moderate depression
comparing medications, psychotherapy, and control con-
ditions reported that remission rates (defined as a score
of <7 on the HAM-D or =5 on the Raskin Depression
Scale) were 46% for medications, 46% for psychotherapy
(cognitive-behavioral therapy and/or interpersonal ther-
apy), and 24% for control conditions. Medication and psy-
chotherapy were comparable to each other and signifi-
cantly better than the control condition.®

A meta-analysis of psychotherapy for depression re-
ported similar response rates for cognitive-behavioral
therapy (50%), interpersonal psychotherapy (IPT) (52%),
and behavioral therapy (55%),' even for patients with
moderate to severe depressions.®' Patients who respond to
psychotherapy are frequently left with residual symptoms
that are associated with relapse and suboptimal psychoso-
cial functioning.** Similar to monotherapy with antide-
pressant medications, psychotherapy results in a response/
remission rate that clusters around 50%.

Some recent developments in the field of psycho-
therapy for depressive disorders do demonstrate promise.
First, a growing body of evidence indicates that the deliv-
ery of cognitive and behaviorally based therapies, during
either the acute or continuation phase of treatment, may
help to protect against relapse and recurrence better than
maintenance antidepressant medication taken alone.®%%

A second development concerns the modification of
therapy procedures in order to better target residual de-
pressive symptoms and other risk factors for relapse. Segal
and colleagues® have developed Mindfulness-Based Cog-
nitive Therapy, a group treatment that teaches patients to
distance themselves from negative cognitions rather than
modify thought content through accuracy testing. Another
modified form of cognitive-behavioral therapy, called
well-being therapy,” incorporates cognitive strategies to
help patients enhance well-being along 6 dimensions.*’

Finally, IPT for depression has been associated with
a delayed but positive effect on quality of interpersonal
and social functioning,”®** which may provide additional
protection against relapse and recurrence beyond symp-
tom remission.
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Pharmacotherapy and psychotherapy combinations.
In spite of the prevalence of its use, relatively few studies
have investigated the efficacy of the combination of phar-
macotherapy with psychotherapy. Results have been con-
flicting,” with some studies supporting the superiority
of combined therapy®’"~” while others not.”*’® A meta-
analysis of 12 studies of combination treatment versus
psychotherapy alone and 5 studies of combination treat-
ment versus drug therapy alone showed effect sizes of
0.01 and 0.17, respectively.” The effectiveness of combi-
nation treatment seems to be clearest for the chronic and
the most severely depressed subgroup of patients.*® A
study of sertraline and/or IPT for patients with dysthymic
disorder found that, while there was no significant differ-
ence between the effectiveness of sertraline alone and its
combination with IPT, the combination treatment was as-
sociated with lower dropout rates and lower utilization of
health and social services.®'

In another study of depressed patients that compared
psychotherapy with and without pharmacotherapy, the ad-
vantage of combining antidepressants with psychotherapy
was equivocal. Patients appeared to favor the combined
treatment, but both therapies were equally efficacious in
reducing depressive symptoms.® The addition of family
therapy to pharmacotherapy improved outcomes for pa-
tients with at least moderate depressive symptoms at
hospital discharge, even though remission (16%) and im-
provement (29%) rates overall were quite low.*' In sum-
mary, studies that support combining medication and psy-
chotherapy still leave a substantial percentage of patients
(40%—-50%) unremitted from their illness.

Medication switching strategies. A common clinical
practice for patients not responding to an adequate trial of
an antidepressant is to switch them to another antidepres-
sant. A number of studies have evaluated the effectiveness
of SSRIs in nonresponders to other agents. These studies
enrolled 10 to 53 patients, usually in an open-label trial.
Response rates ranged from 29% to 82%, with an average
response rate of 54.3%.* Thirty to sixty percent of SSRI
nonresponders may benefit from switching to a dual
reuptake inhibitor such as venlafaxine® or bupropion.’
Although a number of switching strategies are available,®
none achieve remission in the majority of cases. Similar
results were found in the largest study of switching strat-
egies to date (STAR*D). Seven hundred twenty-seven
depressed outpatients who had not remitted with or could
not tolerate citalopram were switched, randomly, but un-
blinded and without a placebo control group, to other
antidepressants. Remission rates in patients switched to
bupropion were 21.3%; to sertraline, 17.6%; and to venla-
faxine, 24.8%.%

Medication augmentation strategies. Another com-
mon practice is to use thyroid hormone to augment an an-
tidepressant medication when it is not completely effec-
tive. A review of comparative trials of T; augmentation in
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refractory depression reported an average response rate of
57%.%" Lithium augmentation in refractory depression has
similar results, with a reported average response rate
of 46%.% Tt is striking that in a review of augmentation
strategies,®™ the response rate hovers around 50%. An-
other augmentation strategy is the recent trend of using
atypical antipsychotic agents to augment antidepressants,
particularly for patients with treatment-resistant depres-
sions. Very few studies have tested this practice using ran-
domized trials and meaningful numbers of subjects.” One
double-blind study of 28 patients with randomly assigned
treatments found a response rate of 60% for olanzapine
augmentation of fluoxetine.* Another small open-label
study of 8 patients also reported significant benefit for
risperidone augmentation.”” A small (N = 20) open-label
study of ziprasidone augmentation found a response rate
of 50% and a remission rate of 25% in the intent-to-treat
analysis.”’

A retrospective chart review of the effectiveness
of olanzapine, risperidone, quetiapine, and ziprasidone
as augmenting agents for treatment-resistant depressions
found an overall response rate of 65% and no significant
difference in effectiveness between any individual
agent.”

A recent report from the STAR*D studies described
depressed outpatients who had not remitted with cital-
opram and were randomly assigned, but unblinded and
without a placebo control group, to augmentation with
bupropion (N =565) or buspirone (N =286) for 12
weeks. Remission rates in these patients were 29.7%
with bupropion augmentation and 30.1% with buspirone
augmentation.™

Combining antidepressants. Combining approved an-
tidepressants for patients not responding to a standard
course of treatment with 1 antidepressant medication has
become increasingly common in spite of the lack of rigor-
ous testing.** Of the 27 studies of combination therapy
published, 22 were open-label trials with small sample
sizes. Of the 5 randomized controlled trials combining
antidepressants, 3 involved mianserin, which is not U.S.
Food and Drug Administration—approved for the treat-
ment for depression.”

In one recent study, 39 inpatients with nonpsychotic
unipolar depression were randomly assigned to 6 weeks
of treatment with fluoxetine, desipramine, or their combi-
nation. Remission rates for the combined treatment group
were significantly better than with either agent alone
when measured by the MADRS (53.8%), but not the
HAM-D (30%—80%). In either case, 46% to 60% of the
patients did not achieve remission with a combination of
norepinephrine and serotonin reuptake inhibitors.”*

Electroconvulsive therapy. Electroconvulsive therapy
is an effective, short-term treatment for major depressive
disorder and is arguably more effective than drug therapy
for many patients.”® There is, however, limited evidence
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from randomized clinical trials for the efficacy of ECT
in the subgroup of patients who are most likely to receive
it, namely older patients or those with treatment-resistant
depressions. The effectiveness of ECT in community set-
tings is also not as high as has been reported in research
studies. Prudic et al.” reported remission rates from 30.3%
to 46.7% (response rate of 63.7%), depending on outcome
criteria used, and a relapse rate of 64.3%. Sixty percent of
patients with or without medication-resistant depressions
responded (60% improvement in MADRS scores) to a
course of bilateral ECT.”

Repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation and
vagus nerve stimulation. Repetitive transcranial magnetic
stimulation may have similar effectiveness to ECT.” A re-
cent study comparing the efficacy of ECT versus rTMS for
major depression reported a remission rate of 30% for
each therapy and a response rate of 60% to rTMS and 55%
to ECT.” Repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation re-
sulted in a 36% remission rate and a 44% response rate in
patients with treatment-resistant depression.'®

Vagus nerve stimulation has been approved as an
adjunctive option for treatment-resistant depression. An
open-label trial reported a 42% response rate and a 22%
remission rate after 2 years.'"!

Maintenance Treatment

Long-term maintenance treatment is recommended for
those persons who have remitted or recovered from the
acute phase of the depression. Most continuation and
maintenance treatment studies focus only on those patients
who have remitted or recovered as a result of acute phase
treatments. Pharmacotherapy may be supplemented with
psychotherapy or psychotherapy may be used by itself
after a course of pharmacotherapy to reduce the likelihood
of recurrences. Such treatments, while helpful in reducing
recurrence rates in treatment-responsive patients, still do
not prevent relapses in up to 40% of patients over a 1-
to 2-year follow-up period.*'*'% Furthermore, tachyphy-
laxis or tolerance to the effects of the antidepressants may
develop in those who do recover.'%'%

In summary, there appears to be a ceiling effect in our
ability to treat those forms of major depressive disorder
that are not readily responsive to currently available treat-
ments including augmentation, switching, and combined
treatment strategies. Remission rates for these more diffi-
cult to treat forms of depression range between 25% and
50%. Although many forms of depression are amenable to
the various treatment options reviewed, there may be a
subtype of depression experienced by a significant minor-
ity of depressed patients (20%—40%) that is not responsive
to current treatments. Continued attempts to treat these pa-
tients to remission may be demoralizing to patients and ul-
timately counterproductive. Table 1 presents an overview
of estimated response and remission rates for the acute
treatment of major depressive disorder based on the stud-
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Table 1. Estimated Efficacy of Acute Treatments for
Major Depressive Disorder*

Response  Remission

Treatment (%) (%)

Pharmacotherapy 50-65 28-47
Psychotherapy 50-58 30-48
Combined pharmacotherapy/psychotherapy 29-72 1640
Medication switching 29-82 18-25
Medication augmentation 0-75 0-30
Combining antidepressants 27-92 3440
Electroconvulsive therapy 53-80 27-56
Repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation 0-57 0-45
Vagus nerve stimulation 31-44 15-27
Placebo 30-51 10-36

“Rates are derived from references cited in the article under the
corresponding section headings. The rates are not comparable with
each other, as they were not derived from the same population and
the methodological rigor of the studies varied greatly.

ies reviewed in this article. These rates are not compa-
rable to each other, as they are based on studies with
different patient populations and methodologies. None-
theless, they provide a framework for setting realistic ex-
pectations of treatment outcome.

While it is acknowledged that treatments for major
depressive disorder are not sufficiently effective for many
patients, this conclusion tends to be used as the basis for
encouraging new trials of somatic or combination treat-
ments in order to increase the likelihood of remission.
Such options may be reasonable for those patients who
want to continue to pursue more complete symptom reso-
lution. Current evidence, however, suggests that newer
treatments as well as older ones are limited in their effec-
tiveness. Further, the course of the more severe forms of
depressive illness has remained mostly unchanged despite
the introduction of new treatments.'” It may make better
clinical sense, therefore, to help patients with persistent
symptoms to cope more effectively with the reality of
their illness even as various treatments continue. There
may well be certain forms of depression that do not remit
in spite of optimal treatment trials. It might be more pro-
ductive and helpful to conceptualize patients with poor or
incomplete response to antidepressant treatments as suf-
fering from a chronic medical condition similar to other
chronic conditions such as diabetes, arthritis, asthma, and
chronic pain. Chronic disease management models are al-
ready available for many chronic medical disorders and
to a degree have been adapted for some depressed pa-
tients. We suggest that for patients with persistent depres-
sion, such a disease management approach, in combina-
tion with ongoing antidepressant therapy, is the optimal
treatment course.

CHRONIC CARE AND DISEASE MANAGEMENT

Disease management models have been used success-
fully in the treatment of a number of chronic medical con-
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ditions including chronic fatigue syndrome,'” diabe-
tes,'"""'"? arthritis,"'*'" chronic pain,"'®""” and asthma.''®'"
The goal of disease management with such chronic dis-
eases is to help patients focus on their well-being in spite
of their illness.'"* A sense of wellness may be achieved by
fulfilling a number of tasks including pursuing medical
management of the condition; maintaining, changing, or
creating meaningful behaviors or roles; and dealing with
the emotional sequelae of having a chronic condition.'*
Patients appear to have better outcomes when they have
an active and central role in managing their illness.""

Self-management skills are a core component of
disease management and include education, problem-
solving, decision-making, cognitive symptom manage-
ment (relaxation, distraction, reframing), exercising, find-
ing and utilizing resources, forming partnerships with
health care providers, and setting up and carrying out an
action plan.'"*!'"* Self-management programs have been
found to be helpful for patients with arthritis,'* chronic
pain,'”' diabetes,'? and asthma.'"? Self-management skills
can be taught in a 6-session course.'"’

An important aspect of disease management is therapy
to help patients accept the reality of their condition by fo-
cusing less on symptoms and more on functioning and
quality of life. Patients who received this type of accep-
tance and commitment therapy had fewer sick days and
used fewer medical treatments, in spite of experiencing
the same level of pain as, for example, patients who re-
ceived treatment as usual.''® The disease management
model is also likely to be applicable to psychiatric patients
who have incomplete response to currently available
treatments with a variety of disorders such as schizophre-
nia, bipolar disorder, and anxiety disorders.'”

Depression Management

A variety of approaches have been proposed to support
coping with persistent depressive symptoms. Even though
the importance of learning to cope with depressive symp-
toms has been recognized for some time,'**'> these pro-
grams still have as their ultimate goal the reduction or
elimination of depression.'*® A meta-analysis of 20 studies
using a psychoeducational coping format found it to be
beneficial.'”’ A more recent systematic review and meta-
analysis of randomized controlled trials of disease man-
agement programs for depression found that these pro-
grams had a significant effect on improving depression
severity, patient satisfaction, and treatment compliance.'*
Two open-label studies using this approach with patients
who have unipolar, chronic, and treatment-refractory de-
pressions have also shown improvement in symptom bur-
den and dysfunctional attitudes.'*"'*

Enhanced sense of mastery has been found to be
related to an improved sense of well-being and quality of
life. In contrast, the absence of well-being may create con-
ditions of vulnerability to future adversities. Recovery
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from any illness is postulated to lie not just in alleviating
the negative but also in engendering the positive.” Well-
being therapy, developed from these principles, focuses
on environmental mastery, personal growth, purpose in
life, autonomy, self-acceptance, and positive relations
with others.®*"*! Mindfulness-Based Cognitive Therapy,
another preventive treatment approach, teaches patients
how to “decenter” and disengage from automatic cogni-
tive processing patterns that are linked to relapse.'®

Disease management programs for depression have
been found to be effective in increasing patients’ sat-
isfaction with treatment, improving symptoms, and im-
proving compliance with recommendations.'?® Patients
with chronic, recurrent major depression were satisfied
with the care they received from their primary care physi-
cians in spite of incomplete symptom resolution and sub-
stantial side effects from medications.'*? Patients accepted
the incomplete resolution of their depression, in part due
to the continuing support of their family doctor.

We are in the process of piloting an adjunctive depres-
sion management program for patients and their family
members. Families are included because of evidence
highlighting the importance of the family environment for
the course and outcome of depression.'**!** The family
sessions are based on the McMaster approach to fami-
lies."*> The focus is on education, support, role allocation,
communications, and problem solving by the family. Indi-
vidual sessions use cognitive-behavioral techniques. The
focus is on setting realistic expectations, coping, develop-
ing healthy lifestyle habits, improving self-awareness, be-
coming more active, and rediscovering meaning in one’s
life. Phase 1 of the program includes 6 individual ses-
sions, 4 family sessions, and 4 telephone contacts over 16
weeks. Phase 2 includes 4 individual sessions, 2 family
sessions, and 8 telephone contacts over an 8-month main-
tenance period. We emphasize that this is an adjunctive
service and is not meant to replace ongoing treatments for
depression.

Changing Paradigms: From Symptom Elimination
to Symptom Management

It may be useful for certain difficult-to-treat patients to
focus less on eliminating depressive symptoms and more
on learning to function better in spite of them. With a dis-
ease management model, the main thrust is to acknowl-
edge the difficult nature of the depressive illness, to re-
move blame from the patient and clinician for not meeting
expected response criteria, to set realistic expectations,
and to help promote better psychosocial functioning even
in the face of persisting symptoms. The critical element
when implementing such an approach is a judicious bal-
ance between maintaining hope for improvement without
setting unrealistic expectations.

A disease management model for nonresponsive de-
pressive symptoms should include adjunctive individual

J Clin Psychiatry 67:9, September 2006

Management of Persistent Depressive Symptoms

interventions, family interventions, and brief telephone
contacts. Telephone contacts have been found to be help-
ful in the follow-up management of a number of chronic
conditions."**'*” Appropriate evidence-based treatments
for the treatment of depression should continue concur-
rently even while patients and their significant others are
shown how to cope more effectively with persisting
symptoms. Components of such an intervention should
encompass elements found to be helpful in the manage-
ment of other chronic, remitting and relapsing disorders.
These include education about the etiology, course of
the illness, and various treatment options; cognitive re-
framing, not only of negative expectations but also of
unrealistic goals that may lead to premature discourage-
ment; coping skills training; family/social support system
enhancement; graded exercise and relaxation training;
dietary counseling; and, for those interested, spiritual
guidance.

It is important to reemphasize that a disease manage-
ment model is not nihilistic. Acceptance of the reality of
a chronic illness does not mean the abandonment of hope
for improvement.

CONCLUSIONS

The field of psychiatry has come a considerable dis-
tance in terms of its ability to provide many effective
treatments for major depressive disorder. In our therapeu-
tic enthusiasm and desire to provide optimal help for pa-
tients, however, we should not neglect the needs of pa-
tients for whom our current advances in treatment are
insufficient. For some patients, treatment may need to be
thought of as the long-term management of a recurrent or
chronic disorder that may not remit."*® The development
of a therapeutic approach that focuses on coping with the
chronicity of some forms of depression may prove useful
for both patients and therapists. Patients can feel empow-
ered to take a more active role in the management of their
depression even while continuing to participate in concur-
rent treatment trials. The potential for acquiring a sense of
control and effectiveness, in contrast with feelings of pas-
sivity and helplessness, may at the very least improve a
patient’s morale.

A treatment approach that sets realistic expectations
can also be of value to therapists. Therapists may feel
pressured to escalate treatment in a more and more ag-
gressive manner in an attempt to achieve an elusive re-
mission. Having an alternate therapeutic perspective may
provide the therapist with sufficient structure and sense of
helpfulness to encourage ongoing treatment trials without
resorting to unproven and potentially problematic mea-
sures. The goal should be to maximize coping in such a
way as to help patients accept their current reality while
also fostering hopefulness. Such adjunctive disease man-
agement programs should be tested in randomized clinical
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trials focusing on quality of life, interpersonal functioning,
and coping skills as primary outcome goals, rather than
resolution of depressive symptoms. The therapeutic chal-
lenge is to maintain a sense of hopefulness about the likeli-
hood of improved quality of life, morale, and interpersonal
relationships without setting unrealistic expectations of
the elimination of symptoms.

Drug names: bupropion (Wellbutrin and others), buspirone (BuSpar
and others), citalopram (Celexa and others), desipramine (Norpramin
and others), fluoxetine (Prozac and others), olanzapine (Zyprexa),
paroxetine (Paxil, Pexeva, and others), quetiapine (Seroquel), sertraline
(Zoloft and others), venlafaxine (Effexor), ziprasidone (Geodon).

Disclosure of off-label usage: The authors of this article have
determined that, to the best of their knowledge, no investigational
information about pharmaceutical agents that is outside U.S. Food
and Drug Administration—approved labeling has been presented in
this article.

REFERENCES

1. Clinical Practice Guideline Number 5: Depression in Primary Care, 2:
Treatment of Major Depression. Rockville, Md: Agency for Health Care
Policy and Research, US Dept of Health and Human Services; 1993.
AHCPR publication 93-0551

2. Stahl SM. Why settle for silver, when you can go for gold? response vs
recovery as the goal of antidepressant therapy. J Clin Psychiatry 1999;60:
213-214

3. Ferrier IN. Treatment of major depression: is improvement enough?

J Clin Psychiatry 1999;60(suppl 6):10-14

4. Mclntyre RS, O’Donovan C. The human cost of not achieving full
remission in depression. Can J Psychiatry 2004;49(suppl 1):10S-16S

5. Fava GA, Ruini C, Sonino N. Treatment of recurrent depression: a
sequential psychotherapeutic and psychopharmacological approach.
CNS Drugs 2003;17:1109-1117

6. Judd LL, Akiskal HS, Maser JD, et al. A prospective 12-year study of
subsyndromal and syndromal depressive symptoms in unipolar major
depressive disorders. Arch Gen Psychiatry 1998;55:694-700

7. Pintor L, Gasto C, Navarro V, et al. Relapse of major depression after
complete and partial remission during a 2-year follow-up. J Affect Disord
2003;73:237-244

8. Paykel ES, Scott J, Teasdale JD, et al. Prevention of relapse in residual
depression by cognitive therapy: a controlled trial. Arch Gen Psychiatry
1999;56:829-835

9. Miller IW, Keitner GI, Schatzberg AF, et al. The treatment of chronic
depression, part 3: psychosocial functioning before and after treatment
with sertraline or imipramine. J Clin Psychiatry 1998;59:608-619

10. Druss BG, Schlesinger M, Allen HM Jr. Depressive symptoms,
satisfaction with health care, and 2-year work outcomes in an employed
population. Am J Psychiatry 2001;158:731-734

11. Frasure-Smith N, Lesperance F, Talajic M. Depression following
myocardial infarction: impact on 6-month survival. JAMA 1993;270:
1819-1825

12. Penninx BW, Beekman AT, Honig A, et al. Depression and cardiac
mortality: results from a community-based longitudinal study. Arch Gen
Psychiatry 2001;58:221-227

13. Steinbrook R. Commercial support and continuing medical education.
N Engl J Med 2005;352:534-535

14. Fleck M, Howarth E. Pharmacologic management of difficult-to-treat
depression in clinical practice. Psychiatr Serv 2005;56:1005-1011

15. Rush AJ, Thase ME, Dube S. Research issues in the study of difficult-
to-treat depression. Biol Psychiatry 2003;53:743-753

16. Segal ZV, Pearson JL, Thase ME. Challenges in preventing relapse in
major depression: report of a National Institute of Mental Health Work-
shop on state of the science of relapse prevention in major depression.

J Affect Disord 2003;77:97-108

17. Lee AS, Murray RM. The long-term outcome of Maudsley depressives.
Br J Psychiatry 1988;153:741-751

18. Kiloh LG, Andrews G, Neilson M. The long-term outcome of depressive

1419

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

36.

37.

38.

40.

41.

42.

43.

45.

46.

illness. Br J Psychiatry 1988;153:752-757

. Solomon DA, Keller MB, Leon AC, et al. Multiple recurrences of

major depressive disorder. Am J Psychiatry 2000;157:229-233

Keitner GI, Ryan CE, Miller IW, et al. Psychosocial factors and the
long-term course of major depression. J Affect Disord 1997;44:57-67
Keller MB, Lavori PW, Mueller TI, et al. Time to recovery, chronicity,
and levels of psychopathology in major depression: a 5-year prospective
follow-up of 431 subjects. Arch Gen Psychiatry 1992;49:809-816
Kanai T, Takeuchi H, Furukawa TA, et al. Time to recurrence after
recovery from major depressive episodes and its predictors. Psychol
Med 2003;33:839-845

Brodaty H, Luscombe G, Peisah C, et al. A 25-year longitudinal,
comparison study of the outcome of depression. Psychol Med 2001;31:
1347-1359

Kennedy N, Abbott R, Paykel ES. Remission and recurrence of depres-
sion in the maintenance era: long-term outcome in a Cambridge cohort.
Psychol Med 2003;33:827-838

Kennedy N, Abbott R, Paykel ES. Longitudinal syndromal and sub-
syndromal symptoms after severe depression: 10-year follow-up study.
Br J Psychiatry 2004;184:330-336

Goldberg JF, Harrow M. Consistency of remission and outcome in
bipolar and unipolar mood disorders: a 10-year prospective follow-up.
J Affect Disord 2004;81:123-131

Nierenberg AA, Keefe BR, Leslie VC, et al. Residual symptoms of
depressed patients who respond acutely to fluoxetine. J Clin Psychiatry
1999;60:221-225

Maj M, Veltro F, Pirozzi R, et al. Pattern of recurrence of illness after
recovery from an episode of major depression: a prospective study.
Am J Psychiatry 1992;149:795-800

Keller MB. Depression: a long-term illness. Br J Psychiatry Suppl
1994;26:9-15

. Keller MB, Klerman GL, Lavori PW, et al. Long-term outcome of

episodes of major depression: clinical and public health significance.
JAMA 1984;252:788-792

. Duggan CF, Lee AS, Murray RM. Does personality predict long-term

outcome in depression? Br J Psychiatry 1990;157:19-24

. Scott J, Eccleston D, Boys R. Can we predict the persistence of

depression? Br J Psychiatry 1992;161:633-637

. Keller MB, Shapiro RW, Lavori PW, et al. Relapse in major depressive

disorder: analysis with the life table. Arch Gen Psychiatry 1982;39:
911-915

. Merikangas KR, Wicki W, Angst J. Heterogeneity of depression: classifi-

cation of depressive subtypes by longitudinal course. Br J Psychiatry
1994;164:342-348

. Gonzales LR, Lewinsohn PM, Clarke GN. Longitudinal follow-up of

unipolar depressives: an investigation of predictors of relapse. J Consult
Clin Psychol 1985;53:461-469

Keller MB, Lavori PW, Lewis CE, et al. Predictors of relapse in major
depressive disorder. JAMA 1983;250:3299-3304

Solomon DA, Leon AC, Endicott J, et al. Psychosocial impairment and
recurrence of major depression. Compr Psychiatry 2004;45:423-430
Riso LP, Miyatake RK, Thase ME. The search for determinants of
chronic depression: a review of six factors. J Affect Disord 2002;
70:103-115

. Szadoczky E, Rozsa S, Zambori J, et al. Predictors for 2-year outcome

of major depressive episode. J Affect Disord 2004;83:49-57

Mulder R, Joyce PR, Frampton CM, et al. Six months of treatment for
depression: outcome and predictors of the course of illness. Am J
Psychiatry 2006;163:95-100

Miller IW, Keitner GI, Ryan CE, et al. Treatment matching in the post-
hospital care of depressed patients. Am J Psychiatry 2005;162:
2131-2138

Sackeim HA. The definition and meaning of treatment-resistant
depression. J Clin Psychiatry 2001;62(suppl 16):10-17

Prien RF, Carpenter LL, Kupfer DJ. The definition and operational
criteria for treatment outcome of major depressive disorder: a review of
the current research literature. Arch Gen Psychiatry 1991;48:796-800

. Hamilton M. A rating scale for depression. J Neurol Neurosurg

Psychiatry 1960;23:56-62

Montgomery SA, Asberg M. A new depression scale designed to

be sensitive to change. Br J Psychiatry 1979;134:382-389

Frank E, Prien RF, Jarrett RB, et al. Conceptualization and rationale
for consensus definitions of terms in major depressive disorder:

J Clin Psychiatry 67:9, September 2006



47.

48.

49.

50.

SL

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

remission, recovery, relapse, and recurrence. Arch Gen Psychiatry
1991;48:851-855

Mallick R, Chen J, Entsuah AR, et al. Depression-free days as a summary
measure of the temporal pattern of response and remission in the treat-
ment of major depression: a comparison of venlafaxine, selective
serotonin reuptake inhibitors, and placebo. J Clin Psychiatry 2003;64:
321-330

Hasler G, Moergeli H, Schnyder U. Outcome of psychiatric treatment:
what is relevant for our patients? Compr Psychiatry 2004;45:199-205
Zimmerman M, McGlinchey JB, Posternak MA, et al. Differences
between minimally depressed patients who do and do not consider
themselves to be in remission. J Clin Psychiatry 2005;66:1134—1138
Parker G, Anderson IM, Haddad P. Clinical trials of antidepressant medi-
cations are producing meaningless results. Br J Psychiatry 2003;183:
102-104

Keitner GI, Posternak MA, Ryan CE. How many subjects with major
depressive disorder meet eligibility requirements of an antidepressant
efficacy trial? J Clin Psychiatry 2003;64:1091-1093

Zimmerman M, Mattia JI, Posternak MA. Are subjects in pharmacologi-
cal treatment trials of depression representative of patients in routine
clinical practice? Am J Psychiatry 2002;159:469-473

Thase ME, Entsuah AR, Rudolph RL. Remission rates during treatment
with venlafaxine or selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors. Br J Psychi-
atry 2001;178:234-241

Thase M, Haight BR, Richard N, et al. Remission rates following
antidepressant therapy with bupropion or selective serotonin reuptake
inhibitors: a meta-analysis of original data from 7 randomized controlled
trials. J Clin Psychiatry 2005;66:974-981

Barbui C, Hotopf M. Amitriptyline vs the rest: still the leading antide-
pressant after 40 years of randomized controlled trials. Br J Psychiatry
2001;178:129-144

Trivedi M, Fava M, Wisniewski SR, et al. Medication augmentation after
the failure of SSRIs for depression. N Engl J Med 2006;354:1243-1252
Hirschfeld RM, Montgomery SA, Aguglia E, et al. Partial response and
nonresponse to antidepressant therapy: current approaches and treatment
options. J Clin Psychiatry 2002;63:826-837

Klein N, Sacher J, Wallner H, et al. Therapy of treatment resistant de-
pression: focus on the management of TRD with atypical antipsychotics.
CNS Spectr 2004;9:823-832

Trivedi MH, Rush AJ, Crismon ML, et al. Clinical results for patients
with major depressive disorder in the Texas Medication Algorithm
Project. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2004;61:669—-680

Casacalenda N, Perry JC, Looper K. Remission in major depressive
disorder: a comparison of pharmacotherapy, psychotherapy, and control
conditions. Am J Psychiatry 2002;159:1354-1360

DeRubeis RJ, Hollon SD, Amsterdam JD, et al. Cognitive therapy vs
medications in the treatment of moderate to severe depression. Arch Gen
Psychiatry 2005;62:409-416

Ogrodniczuk JS, Piper WE, Joyce AS. Residual symptoms in depressed
patients who successfully respond to short-term psychotherapy. J Affect
Disord 2004;82:469-473

Fava GA, Rafanelli C, Cazzaro M, et al. Well-being therapy: a novel
psychotherapeutic approach for residual symptoms of affective disorders.
Psychol Med 1998;28:475-480

Hollon S, Jarrett R, Nierenberg A. Psychotherapy and medication in the
treatment of adult and geriatric depression: which monotherapy or com-
bined treatment? J Clin Psychiatry 2005;66:455-468

Evans M, Hollon SD, DeRubeis RJ, et al. Differential relapse following
cognitive therapy and pharmacotherapy for depression. Arch Gen Psychi-
atry 1992;49:802-808

Segal Z, Williams J, Teasdale J. Mindfulness-Based Cognitive Therapy
for Depression: A New Approach to Preventing Relapse. New York, NY:
The Guilford Press; 2002

Ryff CD, Singer B. Psychological well-being: meaning, measurement,
and implications for psychotherapy research. Psychother Psychosom
1996;65:14-23

Weissman M, Klerman GL, Prusoff BA, et al. Depressed outpatients:
results after treatment with drugs and/or interpersonal psychotherapy.
Arch Gen Psychiatry 1981;38:51-55

Markowitz J, Bleiberg KL, Christos P, et al. Solving interpersonal prob-
lems correlates with symptom improvements in interpersonal
psychotherapy: preliminary findings. J Nerv Ment Dis 2006;194:15-20
Friedman MA, Detweiler-Bedell JB, Leventhal HE, et al. Combined

J Clin Psychiatry 67:9, September 2006

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

71.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

9L

92.

Management of Persistent Depressive Symptoms

psychotherapy and pharmacotherapy for the treatment of major depres-
sive disorder. Clin Psychol Sci Pract 2004;11:47-68

Keller MB, McCullough JP, Klein DN, et al. A comparison of nefazo-
done, the cognitive behavioral-analysis system of psychotherapy, and
their combination for the treatment of chronic depression. N Engl J Med
2000;342:1462-1470

Thase ME, Greenhouse JB, Frank E, et al. Treatment of major depression
with psychotherapy or psychotherapy-pharmacotherapy combinations.
Arch Gen Psychiatry 1997;54:1009-1015

Blackburn IM, Bishop S, Glen Al et al. The efficacy of cognitive therapy
in depression: a treatment trial using cognitive therapy and pharmaco-
therapy, each alone and in combination. Br J Psychiatry 1981;139:
181-189

Weissman MM, Prusoff BA, Dimascio A, et al. The efficacy of drugs
and psychotherapy in the treatment of acute depressive episodes.

Am J Psychiatry 1979;136:555-558

Pampallona S, Bollini P, Tibaldi G, et al. Combined pharmacotherapy
and psychological treatment for depression. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2004;
61:714-719

Hollon SD, DeRubeis RJ, Evans MD, et al. Cognitive therapy and phar-
macotherapy for depression: singly and in combination. Arch Gen
Psychiatry 1992;49:774-781

Beck AT, Hollon SD, Young JE, et al. Treatment of depression with cog-
nitive therapy and amitriptyline. Arch Gen Psychiatry 1985;42:142—-148
Murphy GE, Simons AD, Wetzel RD, et al. Cognitive therapy and phar-
macotherapy: singly and together in the treatment of depression. Arch
Gen Psychiatry 1984;41:33-41

Robinson LA, Berman JS, Neimeyer RA. Psychotherapy for the treat-
ment of depression: a comprehensive review of controlled outcome
research. Psychol Bull 1990;108:30-49

Jindal RD, Thase ME. Integrating psychotherapy and pharmacotherapy
to improve outcomes among patients with mood disorders. Psychiatr
Serv 2003;54:1484-1490

Browne G, Steiner M, Roberts J, et al. Sertraline and/or interpersonal
psychotherapy for patients with dysthymic disorder in primary care:
6-month comparison with longitudinal 2-year follow-up of effectiveness
and costs. J Affect Disord 2002;68:317-330

de Jonghe F, Hendricksen M, van Aalst G, et al. Psychotherapy alone
and combined with pharmacotherapy in the treatment of depression.

Br J Psychiatry 2004;185:37-45

Boyer W, Bunt R. Selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors and serotonin-
norepinephrine reuptake inhibitors in treatment resistant-depression. In:
Amsterdam JD, Hornig M, Nierenberg AA, eds. Treatment-Resistant
Mood Disorders. Cambridge, England: Cambridge University Press;
2001:159-179

Thase ME. Therapeutic alternatives for difficult-to-treat depression:

a narrative review of the state of the evidence. CNS Spectr 2004;9:
808-816, 818-821

Nelson JC. Managing treatment-resistant major depression.

J Clin Psychiatry 2003;64(suppl 1):5-12

Rush AJ, Trivedi MH, Wisniewski SR, et al. Bupropion-SR, sertraline,
or venlafaxine-XR after failure of SSRIs for depression. N Engl J Med
2006;354:1231-1242

Price L, Carpenter L, Rasmussen S. Drug combination strategies. In:
Amsterdam JD, Hornig M, Nierenberg AA, eds. Treatment-Resistant
Mood Disorders. Cambridge, England: Cambridge University Press;
2001:194-222

Fava GA, Mangelli L. Assessment of subclinical symptoms and psycho-
logical well-being in depression. Eur Arch Psychiatry Clin Neurosci
2001;251(suppl 2):1147-1152

Shelton RC, Tollefson GD, Tohen M, et al. A novel augmentation strat-
egy for treating resistant major depression. Am J Psychiatry 2001;158:
131-134

Ostroff RB, Nelson JC. Risperidone augmentation of selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors in major depression. J Clin Psychiatry 1999;60:
256-259

Papakostas GI, Petersen TJ, Nierenberg AA, et al. Ziprasidone augmenta-
tion of selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs) for SSRI-resistant
major depressive disorder. J Clin Psychiatry 2004;65:217-221

Barbee JG, Conrad EJ, Jamhour NJ. The effectiveness of olanzapine,
risperidone, quetiapine, and ziprasidone as augmentation agents in
treatment-resistant major depressive disorder. J Clin Psychiatry 2004;65:
975-981

1420




Kei

93

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

tner et al.

. Lam RW, Wan DD, Cohen NL, et al. Combining antidepressants for
treatment-resistant depression: a review. J Clin Psychiatry 2002;63:
685-693

Nelson JC, Mazure CM, Jatlow PI, et al. Combining norepinephrine
and serotonin reuptake inhibition mechanisms for treatment of depres-
sion: a double-blind, randomized study. Biol Psychiatry 2004;55:
296-300

The UK ECT Review Group. Efficacy and safety of electroconvulsive
therapy in depressive disorders: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Lancet 2003;361:799-808

Prudic J, Olfson M, Marcus SC, et al. Effectiveness of electroconvul-
sive therapy in community settings. Biol Psychiatry 2004;55:301-312
Husain MM, Rush AJ, Fink M, et al. Speed of response and remission
in major depressive disorder with acute electroconvulsive therapy
(ECT): a consortium for research in ECT (CORE) report.

J Clin Psychiatry 2004;65:485-491

Loo C, Mitchell P. A review of the efficacy of transcranial magnetic
stimulation (TMS) treatment for depression, and current and future
strategies to optimize efficacy. J Affect Disord 2005;88:255-267
Grunhaus L, Schreiber S, Dolberg OT, et al. A randomized controlled
comparison of electroconvulsive therapy and repetitive transcranial
magnetic stimulation in severe and resistant nonpsychotic major
depression. Biol Psychiatry 2003;53:324-331

Fitzgerald P, Benitez B, de Castella B. A randomized, controlled trial
of sequential bilateral repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation for
treatment-resistant depression. Am J Psychiatry 2006;163:88-94
Nahas Z, Marangell LB, Husain MM, et al. Two-year outcome of va-
gus nerve stimulation (VNS) for treatment of major depressive epi-
sodes. J Clin Psychiatry 2005;66:1097-1104

Frank E, Kupfer DJ, Perel JM, et al. Three-year outcomes for
maintenance therapies in recurrent depression. Arch Gen Psychiatry
1990;47:1093-1099

Teasdale JD, Segal ZV, Williams JM, et al. Prevention of relapse/
recurrence in major depression by mindfulness-based cognitive
therapy. J Consult Clin Psychol 2000;68:615-623

Fava GA, Ruini C, Rafanelli C, et al. Six-year outcome of

cognitive behavior therapy for prevention of recurrent depression.

Am J Psychiatry 2004;161:1872-1876

Fava G, Ruini C, Rafanelli C. Sequential treatment of mood and
anxiety disorders. J Clin Psychiatry 2005;66:1392-1400

Baldessarini RJ, Ghaemi SN, Viguera AC. Tolerance in antidepressant
treatment. Psychother Psychosom 2002;71:177-179

Byme SE, Rothschild A. Loss of antidepressant efficacy during main-
tenance therapy: possible mechanisms and treatments. J Clin Psychi-
atry 1998;59:279-288

Solomon DA, Leon AC, Mueller TI, et al. Tachyphylaxis in unipolar
major depressive disorder. J Clin Psychiatry 2005;66:283-290
Kessing LV, Hansen MG, Andersen PK. Course of illness in depressive
and bipolar disorders: naturalistic study 1994-1999. Br J Psychiatry
2004;185:372-377

Powell P, Bentall RP, Nye FJ, et al. Patient education to encourage
graded exercise in chronic fatigue syndrome: 2-year follow-up of
randomized controlled trial. Br J Psychiatry 2004;184:142-146
Glasgow RE, Funnell MM, Bonomi AE, et al. Self-management
aspects of the improving chronic illness care breakthrough series:
implementation with diabetes and heart failure teams. Ann Behav
Med 2002;24:80-87

Goldstein MG. Supporting self-management to improve diabetes care.
Med Health R 12004;87:46-49

Norris S, Lau J, Smith SJ, et al. Self-management education for adults
with type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care 2002;25:1159-1171

Lorig KR, Holman H. Self-management education: history, definition,
outcomes, and mechanisms. Ann Behav Med 2003;26:1-7

Holman H, Lorig K. Patient self-management: a key to effectiveness
and efficiency in care of chronic disease. Public Health Rep

116.

117.

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.

123.

124.

125.

126.

127.

128.

129.

130.

131.

132.

133.

134.

135.

136.

137.

138.

2004;119:239-243

Dahl J, Wilson K, Nilsson A. Acceptance and commitment therapy and
the treatment of persons at risk for long-term disability resulting from
stress and pain symptoms: a preliminary randomized trial. Behav Ther
2004;35:785-801

Gutierrez O, Luciano MC, Rodriguez M, et al. Comparison between
an acceptance-based and a cognitive-control-based protocol for coping
with pain. Behav Ther 2004;35:767-783

Legorreta A, Leung K, Berkbigler D, et al. Outcomes of a population-
based asthma management program: quality of life, absenteeism, and
utilization. Ann Allergy Asthma Immunol 2000;85:28-34
Bodenheimer T, Lorig K, Holman H, et al. Patient self-management of
chronic disease in primary care. JAMA 2002;288:2469-2475

Corbin J, Strauss A. Unending Work and Care: Managing Chronic
Tllness at Home. San Francisco, Calif: Jossey-Bass; 1988

LeFort SM, Gray-Donald K, Rowat KM, et al. Randomized controlled
trial of a community-based psychoeducation program for the self-
management of chronic pain. Pain 1998;74:297-306

Mazzuca SA, Moorman NH, Wheeler ML, et al. The diabetes educa-
tion study: a controlled trial of the effects of diabetes patient education.
Diabetes Care 1986;9:1-10

Rollman B, Belnap BH, Mazumudar S, et al. A randomized trial to
improve the quality of treatment for panic and generalized anxiety
disorders in primary care. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2005;62:1332—-1341
Lewinsohn PM, Hoberman HM, Clarke GN. The coping with depres-
sion course: review and future directions. Can J Behav Sci 1989;21:
471493

Folkman S, Lazarus RS. Coping as a mediator of emotion. J Pers Soc
Psychol 1988;54:466-475

Badamgarav E, Weingarten SR, Henning JM, et al. Effectiveness of
disease management programs in depression: a systematic review.

Am J Psychiatry 2003;160:2080-2090

Cuijpers P. A psychoeducational approach to the treatment of depres-
sion: a meta-analysis of Lewinsohn’s “Coping with Depression” course.
Behav Ther 1998;29:521-533

Neumeyer-Gromen A, Lampert T, Stark K, et al. Disease management
programs for depression: a systematic review and meta-analysis of ran-
domized controlled trials. Med Care 2004;42:1211-1221

Swan J, Sorrell E, MacVicar B, et al. “Coping with depression™: an
open study of the efficacy of a group psychoeducational intervention
in chronic, treatment-refractory depression. J Affect Disord 2004;82:
125-129

Kuehner C. An evaluation of the “coping with depression course”

for relapse prevention with unipolar depressed patients. Psychother
Psychosom 2005;74:254-259

Fava GA. Well-being therapy: conceptual and technical issues.
Psychother Psychosom 1999;68:171-179

Schwenk TL, Evans DL, Laden SK, et al. Treatment outcome and
physician-patient communication in primary care patients with chronic,
recurrent depression. Am J Psychiatry 2004;161:1892-1901

Keitner GI, Ryan CE, Miller IW, et al. Role of the family in recovery
and major depression. Am J Psychiatry 1995;152:1002—-1008

Keitner GI, Miller IW, Fruzzetti AE, et al. Family functioning and
suicidal behavior in psychiatric inpatients with major depression.
Psychiatry 1987;50:242-255

Ryan CE, Epstein NB, Keitner G. Evaluating and Treating Families:
The McMaster Approach. New York, NY: Taylor & Francis; 2005
Datto CJ, Thompson R, Horowitz D, et al. The pilot study of telephone
disease management program for depression. Gen Hosp Psychiatry
2003;25:169-177

Lynch D, Tamburrino MB, Nagel R. Telephone counseling for patients
with minor depression: preliminary findings in a family practice setting.
J Fam Pract 1997;44:293-298

Thase ME. Treatment of recurrent depression: an alternate viewpoint.
CNS Drugs 2003;17:1119-1122

For the CME Posttest for this article, see pages 1477-1479.

1421

J Clin Psychiatry 67:9, September 2006



	Table of Contents
	Earn CME: This is Part of the September 2006 CME Activity

