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International comparison of physicians G

attitudes toward refusal of treatment
by patients with anorexia nervosa: a case-based
vignette study
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Abstract

Background: This study investigated the attitudes of physicians in Japan, the United Kingdom (UK), and the United
States (US) toward refusal of treatment for anorexia nervosa.

Methods: A questionnaire survey was administered to physicians treating patients with eating disorder (Japan,
n=55; UK, n=84; US, n=82) to evaluate their treatment strategies for fictitious cases of refusal of treatment for ano-
rexia nervosa.

Results: Foracute patients, 53 (96.3%) physicians in Japan, 65 (77.4%) in the UK, and 54 (65.9%) in the US chose
compulsory treatment if the patient’s family requested treatment, while 46 (83.6%) physicians in Japan, 53 (63.1%) in
the UK, and 47 (57.3%) in the US chose compulsory treatment if the family left the decision to the patient. For severe
and enduring anorexia nervosa, 53 (96.3%) physicians in Japan, 62 (73.8%) in the UK, and 57 (69.5%) in the US chose
compulsory treatment if the patient’s family requested treatment, while 38 (69.1%) physicians in Japan, 56 (66.7%) in
the UK, and 55 (67.1%) in the US chose compulsory treatment if the family left the decision to the patient.

Conclusions: Physicians in all three countries tended to choose compulsory treatment irrespective of disease dura-
tion or whether the patient’s family requested treatment or not. This may indicate that medical practitioners value the
ethical obligation of beneficence, giving priority to the protection of life. Attitudes toward refusal of treatment during
a life crisis tend to vary among medical professionals, particularly if the patient’s family does not request treatment.

Keywords: Anorexia nervosa, Treatment refusal, Compulsory treatment, Clinical ethics, Mental capacity, Decision-
making

Plain English summary

This study aimed to investigate the attitudes of physicians in Japan, the UK, and the US toward refusal of treatment
for anorexia nervosa. Physicians in all three countries received an anonymous questionnaire comprising four ficti-
tious cases for which they had to respond whether they would choose compulsory inpatient treatment or not.
The study revealed that in all three countries, compulsory treatment tended to be the prevalent choice in cases of
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life-threatening malnutrition, regardless of the patient’s age or duration of illness. Moreover, in all the three countries,
treatment tended to be forced if a family member requested treatment, and this trend was particularly strong in
Japan. The influence of family request was stronger for acute AN in the UK. and the U.S,, and for SE-AN in Japan.

Background

Refusal of treatment can be a challenge for the treat-
ment of eating disorders [1]. Obtaining informed con-
sent from the patient is a prerequisite for performing
certain therapeutic actions, such as hospitalization or
nasogastric tube feeding, and the refusal of treatment
by patients with eating disorders hampers treatment
initiation. Particularly, refusal of treatment by low-
weight patients with anorexia nervosa (AN) who need
urgent medical treatment makes the management of
such cases challenging. Furthermore, compulsory treat-
ment needed to save a patient’s life regardless of the
patient’s wishes entails ethical concerns. For example,
if a patient refuses treatment even when it is necessary,
prioritizing the protection of life would infringe the
patient’s self-determination. Legal disputes and ethical
debates have been raised on whether coercive treat-
ment should be administered to patients with AN who
refuse treatment. [2]. However, there are currently no
guidelines or definitive opinions on the subject.

In Japan, the United Kingdom (UK), and the United
States (US), patients with mental disorders who are at
risk of self-injury or other harm can be legally and for-
cibly hospitalized, even if they do not consent to inpa-
tient treatment [3]. In Japan, a system of hospitalization
for medical protection allows treatment to be adminis-
tered to a patient who is not in a condition to consent
to treatment, even if there is no fear of self-injury or
other harm; however, this is only done with the consent
of the patient’s guardian [4]. This system of hospitali-
zation for medical protection is different from those in
Western countries, which emphasize the patient’s right
to self-determination, as underscored by the require-
ment for informed consent.

The attitudes of medical professionals toward refusal
of treatment by patients with AN may possibly differ
between Japan, the US, and UK due to differences in
cultural [5] and legal [6] backgrounds. Various opinions
have been expressed on the compulsory treatment of
patients with AN who refuse treatment from the per-
spective of law and medical ethics [7]. However, the
priorities for physicians and the attitudes they adopt
when managing refusal of care by patients with life-
threatening AN are unclear. Thus, this study aimed to
evaluate the attitudes of expert physicians in Japan, the
UK, and the US on refusal of treatment by patients with
AN.

Methods

An anonymous self-administered questionnaire survey
was delivered by mail to 212 members of the Japanese
Society for Eating Disorders, while an anonymous web-
based questionnaire with similar questions created by
double translation was administered to eating disorder
specialists in the US and the UK. In the US, the web-
based survey was conducted among physicians registered
with MD.Linx (more than 415,000 doctors in total) who
are members of eating disorder-related societies, such as
the Academy of Eating Disorder and who practice eat-
ing disorder treatment. In the UK, the web-based survey
was conducted among doctors registered with Doctors.
net.uk (over 200,000 doctors in total) who are members
of eating disorder-related societies, such as the British
Eating Disorder Academy, and who practice eating disor-
der treatment. The web survey was conducted through a
survey company that solicited responses until more than
80 responses were collected, assuming the maximum
response rate in Japan was 40%. In both the US and the
UK, three announcements encouraging cooperation in
the survey were made over a six-week period.

Four fictitious vignette cases were used in the study,
each comprising a combination of two different patient
conditions (Case A and B) and two different reactions
of the patients’ families. The respondents were asked
whether they would choose compulsory inpatient treat-
ment or not (see Additional file 1). Case A is acute ano-
rexia nervosa and Case B is severe and enduring anorexia
nervosa defined by clinical severity, treatment failure or
resistance, and chronicity [8]

Statistical analysis
X° test was used to examine the differences in the physi-
cians’ responses in the three countries. If the x> test result
was significant, x> test or Fisher’s direct method was
used to analyze the differences in the responses between
two countries, and Bonferroni’s correction was applied.
p<0.01 was considered statistically significant.

McNemar’s test was used to test the tendency of indi-
vidual responses of physicians from each country to
change between Case A and Case B and to test whether
the individual responses changed depending on whether
the patient’s family requested treatment or not.

All analyses were two-tailed and p value <0.05 was con-
sidered statistically significant.
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Ethical considerations

This study was approved by the Ethics Committee of
the Faculty of Medicine, The University of Tokyo (No.
3938-1).

Results

General characteristics of the respondents

Fifty-five valid responses were obtained from physi-
cians in Japan who specialize in treating eating disorders
(25.9% response rate). The physicians included 21 psy-
chosomatic physicians, 24 psychiatrists, and 10 adoles-
cent medicine physicians. Psychosomatic physicians are
trained in internal medicine with additional psychiatric-
psychosomatic trainings and both psychosomatic physi-
cians and psychiatrists mainly treat eating disorders in
Japan. Most physicians had 10 to 19 years of experience,
while some had more than 30 years of experience. Most
physicians treated 50 to 99 patients in a year, while some
treated 150 to 199 patients in a year (Table 1).

Eighty-four valid responses were obtained from phy-
sicians in the UK. All respondents were psychiatrists.
Among the physicians who responded, 28.2% worked in
clinics that specialized in treating eating disorders, 24.7%
worked in hospitals that specialized in treating eating
disorders, and 57.0% worked in other medical facilities.
Most physicians had 10 to 19 years of experience, while
some had 20 to 29 years of experience. Most physicians
treated 20 to 49 patients for eating disorders per year,
while some treated 50 to 99 per year.

Eighty-one valid responses were obtained from phy-
sicians in the US. All respondents were psychiatrists.
Among the physicians who responded, 44.7% worked in
clinics that specialized in treating eating disorders, 16.5%
worked in hospitals that specialized in treating eating
disorders, and 38.8% worked in other medical facilities.

Table 1 Characteristics of the respondents
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Most physicians had 10 to 19 years of experience, while
some had 20 to 29 years of experience. Most physicians
treated 50 to 99 patients per year, while some treated 100
to 149 patients per year.

The total number of samples from the three countries
required for statistical analysis was 90, and this value was
calculated by setting the difference at 40 points in accord-
ance with previous studies [9], with a=0.05 and f=0.1
using POWER PROCEDURE of SAS.

Comparison of responses from Japan, the UK, and the US
For young patients with acute AN, 53 (96%) physicians
in Japan, 65 (77%) in the UK, and 54 (66%) in the US
indicated that they would choose compulsory inpatient
treatment if the patient’s family requested treatment. A
significant bias was present in the response rates in the
three countries. Bilateral comparison showed significant
differences between the responses from Japan and those
from the UK (p=0.003) and between those from Japan
and those from the US (p=1.3 x 107%) (Table 2).

Forty-six (84%) physicians in Japan, 53 (63%) in the UK,
and 47 (57%) in the US responded that they would choose
compulsory inpatient treatment if the patient’s family left
the decision to the patient. Additionally, a significant bias
was detected in the response rates in the three countries.
Bilateral comparison showed that there was a significant
difference between the responses from Japan and those
from the UK and between the responses from Japan and
those from the US (Table 2).

For older patients with severe and enduring AN, 53
(96%) physicians in Japan, 62 (74%) in the UK, and 57
(70%) in the US indicated that they would choose com-
pulsory inpatient treatment if the patient’s family wanted
to initiate treatment. A significant bias was found in
the response rates in the three countries. Bilateral

Years of experience as a clinician

<5years 5-9 years 10-19 years 20-29 years >30years
Japan (n=55) 0 8 19 12 16
UK (n=84) 2 8 50 18 6
US (n=82) 4 17 36 20 5

Number of AN patients examined in a year

<20 patients 20-49 patients 50-99 patient 100-149 patients 150-199 200-299 >300
patients patients patients
Japan (n=55) 0 8 19 12 16 0 0
UK (n=84) 0 46 21 8 2 3
us 0 0 41 22 4 8 7
(n=82)

UK United Kingdom, US United States of America, AN anorexia nervosa
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Table 2 The proportion of physicians in Japan, the UK, and the US who chose involuntary inpatient treatment in four situations

Acute patients with AN Severe and enduring patients with AN
Patient’s family Patient’s family did not McNemar’s test Patient’s Patient’s family did not McNemar’s test
requested request treatment P-value family request treatment P-value
treatment requested
treatment
Japan
(n=55)
cT 53 (96%)* 46 (849)“ p=.125 53 (96%)°" 38 (69%) p=12x10"*
RW 2 (4%) 9 (16%) 2 (4%) 17 (31%)
UK
(n=84)
cT 65 (77%)° 53 (63%)° p=.001 62 (74%)° 56 (67%) p=.063
RW 19 (23%) 31 (37%) 22 (26%) 28 (33%)
us
(n=82)
cT 54 (66%)° 47 (57%)¢ p=.022 57 (69%)° 55 (67%) p=.022
RW 28 (34%) 35 (43%) 25 (31%) 27 (33%)
¥ test x> =16.987; x> =14.656; df=2; p=.005 x> =16.556; ¥X(2)=0565;df=2; p=.754
Pvalue df=2; df=2;p=.002
p=21x10"*

CT choice of compulsory inpatient treatment, RW respect for patient’s wishes, UK United Kingdom, US United States of America

@ p=.003 by Fisher’s exact test

b p=1.3 x 10~* by Fisher’s exact test
¢p=.008 by x*=16.987; df =1
4p=4.9 x 10~ by Fisher’s exact test
€ p=.001, Fisher’s exact test
fp=49x10"*by x*=15.703; df =1

comparison showed that there was a significant differ-
ence between the responses from Japan and those from
the UK and between those from Japan and those from the
uUS.

Thirty-eight (69%) physicians in Japan, 56 (66%) in the
UK, and 55 (67%) in the US responded that they would
choose compulsory inpatient treatment if the patient’s
family left the decision to receive treatment to the
patient. No significant bias was present in the response
rates in the three countries.

Comparison of response trends in each country
For young patients with acute AN, no difference was
found between the tendency for individual physicians
in Japan to choose compulsory treatment if the patient’s
family wanted to initiate treatment and the tendency for
them to choose compulsory treatment if the family left
the decision to the patient. However, a significant dif-
ference was detected in the propensity of physicians in
the UK and in the US to choose compulsory treatment
(Table 2).

For older patients with severe and enduring AN, a sig-
nificant difference was revealed between the tendency
for individual physicians in Japan to choose compulsory

treatment if the patient’s family wanted to initiate treat-
ment and the tendency for them to choose compulsory
treatment if the family left the decision to the patient.
However, no significant difference was present in the
tendency for physicians in the UK and the US to choose
compulsory treatment.

No significant differences were found between the
choices of physicians for young and older patients if fam-
ily members requested treatment or if the patient’s fam-
ily members left the decision to receive treatment to the
patient.

Comparison based on years of physician experience

and number of case experiences

The differences in attitudes by years of experience and
number of cases treated were examined among phy-
sicians in the UK and the US, where the trends were
similar. No significant difference in attitude was found
between physicians with more than 20 years of experi-
ence and those with less than 10 years of experience.
Additionally, no significant difference in attitude was
demonstrated between physicians who saw more than
100 cases per year and those who saw less than 30 cases
per year (Table 3).
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Table 3 Differences in attitudes based on years of physician experience and number of case experiences

Patients with acute AN

Patients with severe and enduring AN

Patient’s family requested

Patient’s family did not

Patient’s family requested  Patient’s family

treatment request treatment treatment did not request
treatment

Physicians with less than 10 years of experience
(n=30)

cT 21 (70%) 21 (70%) 17 (57%) 17 (57%)

RW 9 (30%) 9 (30%) 13 (43%) 13 (43%)
Physicians with at least 20 years of experience (n =49)

cT 34 (69%) 30 (61%) 36 (73%) 37 (76%)

RW 15 (31%) 19 (39%) 13 (27%) 12 (24%)
Fisher's exact test p=1.00 p=476 p=.144 p=.089
Pvalue
Physicians treating less than 30 cases of patients with AN per year (n=37)

CcT 29 (78%) 22 (59%) 28 (76%)" 24 (65%)

RW 8 (22%) 15 (41%) 9 (24%) 13 (35%)
Physicians treating more than 100 cases of patients with AN per year (n=>57)

cT 38 (67%) 36 (63%) 40 (70%) 40 (70%)

RW 19 (33%) 21 (37%) 17 (30%) 17 (30%)
Fisher's exact test p=.251 p=.829 p=.641 p=.653
Pvalue

CT choice of compulsory inpatient treatment, RW respect for patient’s wishes

Discussion

This study was conducted to investigate the attitudes of
physicians in Japan, the UK, and the US toward refusal
of treatment for AN. To our knowledge, this is the first
report of an international investigation on the propensity
of physicians to choose compulsory treatment in cases
of refusal of treatment for eating disorders. This study
revealed that in Japan, the UK, and the US, compulsory
treatment tends to be the prevalent choice in cases of
life-threatening malnutrition, regardless of the patient’s
age or duration of illness. Compulsory treatment was
chosen more often when family members requested
treatment than when family members left the decision to
the patient. The results also indicated that the tendency
to choose compulsory treatment differed significantly
among physicians in all the three countries.

Refusal of treatment in life-threatening cases of malnu-
trition poses the ethical dilemma of whether the physi-
cian should prioritize the protection of the patient’s life
or the patient’s right to self-determination [10]. From the
perspective of the four principles of medical ethics [11],
it can be analyzed as an ethical issue of comparative con-
sideration between the principle of good conduct and the
principle of respect for autonomy. In the present study,
physicians from Japan, the UK, and the US often chose
the policy of compulsory treatment in life-threatening
cases of poor nutrition, regardless of the patient’s inten-
tion. The background of this attitude might be the idea

of prioritizing the protection of life as the medical inter-
est of the patient, which involves prioritizing the ethical
obligation of beneficence over the ethical obligation of
respect for autonomy [12-14].

There is no consensus on whether patients with AN are
capable of making decisions regarding treatment [12, 15].
However, one reason that the duty of beneficence may
take precedence over the patient’s self-determination is
the presumption that patients with AN who are under-
nourished are not in a condition to make sound decisions
[16, 17]. In a situation where the patient cannot make
appropriate decisions, it is common for family mem-
bers to speculate on the patient’s wishes on behalf of the
patient. In fact, the responses in the present study indi-
cated a greater tendency for the selection of compulsory
treatment when the patient’s family wanted treatment
than when they did not. This may be because the medical
practitioner believes the patient is not competent enough
to make sound decisions, and therefore, the physician
follows the opinion of a family member who is the sur-
rogate decision-maker. Conversely, over half of the physi-
cians in Japan, the UK, and the US responded that they
would choose compulsory treatment even if the patient’s
family did not wish to initiate it. In such situations, it is
probable that the medical care provider prioritized the
patient’s best interest, which is protection of life, but the
patient’s family did not consider the patient’s best interest
to be a priority [18]. In case of the refusal of treatment by
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patients who are experiencing life crises, Giordano [19]
advocated for “legitimate use of prudence, recognition
of the value of life, and common sense’, p 147 and stated
that “if there is a fairly good chance that the patient will
thank you for rescuing her, then you should rescue her’,
p 147. It has been reported that although patients with
AN may refuse treatment, they are glad to have received
coercive treatment after recovery [20]. However, this may
be a strong form of paternalism [21].

The possibility of cognitive and affective biases in clini-
cians’ decision-making for patients with AN who refuse
treatment cannot be ignored [22]. For example, self-serv-
ing concerns about the criticism by their colleagues and
being sued for negligence may also be a factor in their
conservative decisions (especially in the US) [23].

In the present study, the proportion of physicians who
preferred involuntary treatment was significantly higher
in Japan than in the US and the UK. This may be due in
part to the fact that awareness of patient self-determina-
tion occurred late in Japan [24] and attitudes are more
paternalistic, emphasizing the ethical obligation of benef-
icence [25]. The limited awareness of self-determination
in Japan may be closely linked to Japanese culture, which
is more family-centered than the more individualis-
tic British and American cultures [26], and this may be
another reason why the choice of compulsory treatment
is prevalent in Japan, particularly if the patient’s fam-
ily members request treatment. Moreover, Japanese law
makes it easier to provide inpatient treatment when a
patient refuses treatment despite having life-threatening
malnutrition [4]. In Japan, a person who is not in a con-
dition to be hospitalized voluntarily and is not at risk of
self-injury or other harm can still be hospitalized after
examination by a doctor and with family consent. The
tendency for a patient’s family to influence the treatment
plan in Japanese medicine has been reported previously
[9].

In the present study, the number of physicians in the
UK and the US who chose compulsory treatment for
young patients was significantly lower when the deci-
sion was left to the patient than when the patient’s family
wanted to initiate treatment. The reason for this may be
that when the decision to initiate treatment is left to the
patient, compulsory treatment may deteriorate the thera-
peutic relationship and make it difficult to continue treat-
ment in the future. Although young patients with acute
AN are less likely to be in mortal danger than are older
patients with chronic AN [27], ensuring that treatment
can be continued may be in their best interest. Further-
more, compulsory hospitalization may only have a lim-
ited therapeutic effect [28].

The differences between Cases A and B were in the
patient’s age and disease duration. Case B was more
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severe because of the longer disease duration. Although
some patients appreciate having received coercive treat-
ment after recovery [20], some severely ill patients have
been reported to oppose coercive treatment even after
they have recovered [29]. For patients with severe AN
with a long disease duration, the long-lasting fear of obe-
sity may have been pathologically internalized as an iden-
tity; thus, refusing treatment may have reached the point
of being a belief for the patients. In the present study, the
proportion of physicians in all three countries who did
not choose compulsory treatment for older patients with
long disease duration was higher than that of physicians
who did not choose compulsory treatment for younger
patients. This trend of physicians not choosing compul-
sory treatment was also noted when family members left
the decision to receive treatment to the patient; however,
the result was not statistically significant. This trend may
indicate that in the case of patients having severe and
enduring AN with long disease duration, their morbid
attitudes may have been interpreted as beliefs related to
their identities. Thus, the physicians may have respected
the patient’s self-determination. Furthermore, even if
a life-threatening AN crisis is averted for patients with
severe and enduring disease, the crisis is likely to recur
[30]. This may be a reason why some respondents in the
present study considered involuntary treatment futile
from a long-term perspective.

In the UK and the US, where the trends were relatively
similar, attitudes toward refusal of treatment among phy-
sicians with many or few years of experience as clinicians
and among physicians who saw many or few patients
was examined, and no significant differences were found.
Attitudes toward refusal of treatment reflect ethical val-
ues, and these results suggest that these values may be
intrinsically present in each physician, rather than being
developed by their experience as physicians.

Strengths and limitations

Ethical issues in clinical practice are difficult to resolve
with normative theory alone. When responding norma-
tively to ethical issues in clinical practice, it is important
to consider what should be done after understanding the
current situation through empirical data. This is the first
published international survey of physicians’ attitudes
toward refusal of treatment by patients with AN, and
the data presented here could be used as reference when
considering treatment refusal in patients with AN from
the perspective of empirical bioethics [31]. However, this
study has some limitations. First, the attitude toward
a fictitious vignette case may differ from the attitude
when confronted with an actual case of refusal of treat-
ment in the course of clinical practice due to mental con-
flict. Second, the questionnaire was based on simulated
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cases; thus, the effect of the inpatient facilities and eth-
ics policies of the respondents’ institutions on individual
responses during actual cases was not reflected in this
study. Third, owing to the small size of the study sam-
ple, the generalizability of the survey is difficult to esti-
mate. Fourth, the response rate (40%) in Japan was lower
than expected, possibly because a reminder was not
sent to the participants. Fifth, since the survey was con-
ducted using questionnaires delivered by mail in Japan,
whereas web-based questionnaires were used instead in
the UK and in the US, it is possible that differences in
the survey method might have affected the results. Sixth,
although a dual translation was used, the translation of
the vignette cases may have altered some nuances, bias-
ing the responses. Despite these limitations, this study is
significant as it is the first published international survey
conducted to compare the attitudes of medical practi-
tioners toward refusal of treatment by patients with eat-
ing disorders.

In the future, it will be necessary to investigate whether
physicians in practice recognize the mental capacity
of patients with severe AN because mental capacity is
directly related to the degree of demand to accept the
patient’s refusal of treatment. Additionally, an examina-
tion of how the mental capacity of patients with AN who
refuse treatment is assessed and what type of treatment
is provided when compulsory treatment is not chosen
would also be helpful in the development of practical
guidelines. Moreover, the degree of invasive treatment
following compulsory hospitalization is a complex issue
involving the principles of respect for autonomy, the
principle of no harm, the principle of beneficence, and
the law [2]. Therefore, it would make sense to investigate
and analyze what is actually done in practice to guide
decisions in case of refusal of treatment.

Conclusions

Ideally, the response to refusal of treatment by patients
with AN should be to protect life while respecting the
patient’s autonomy from an ethical standpoint. However,
the approach for striking this balance is unclear. The pre-
sent study revealed that the attitudes and choices of phy-
sicians toward refusal of treatment for anorexia nervosa
tend to vary, particularly if the patient’s family members
left the decision to receive treatment to the patient. Since
the patient’s condition and surrounding circumstances
differ from case to case, it is difficult to determine a uni-
form response in advance. Therefore, the development of
guidelines for shareable broad ethical ideas and decision-
making procedures may be useful. Keeping the decision-
making process uniform and fair, through guidelines,
would satisfy procedural justice [32]. However, as dem-
onstrated by the differences in the attitudes of physicians
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in each country in the present study, it is important to
consider the background of each country while ensur-
ing that the important ethical arguments are included in
the guidelines. This is because guidelines based just on
ethical idealism will be confusing in actual clinical prac-
tice. The issue of treatment refusal by patients with AN
involves not only a clinical perspective but also ethical
and cultural aspects. The results of this study may assist
in examining multiple aspects of treatment refusal by
patients with AN.

Abbreviations
UK: United Kingdom; US: United States; AN: Anorexia nervosa.

Supplementary Information

The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.
org/10.1186/540337-022-00613-x.

[ Additional file 1. Vignette cases of patients with severe AN. }

Acknowledgements
I'am grateful to Shiho Urakawa and Yukari Yamamoto for assistance with
conduct of the study.

Author contributions

I, Yoshiyuki Takimoto, contributed to the study conception, design, data collec-
tion and analysis, and wrote the manuscript. The author read and approved
the final manuscript.

Funding
This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP 25500002.

Availability of data and materials
The data that supports the findings of this study are available from the cor-
responding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate

This study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the Faculty of Medicine,
The University of Tokyo (No. 3938-1). All subjects provided consent to partici-
pate in the study.

Consent for publication
All subjects provided consent to have their data published.

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

Author details

'Department of Biomedical Ethics, Faculty of Medicine, The University

of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan. 2Department of Psychosomatic Medicine and Stress
Science, Faculty of Medicine, The University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan.

Received: 15 April 2022 Accepted: 19 June 2022
Published online: 23 June 2022

References

1. Ferndndez-Herndndez JL, Herranz-Herndndez P, Segovia-Torres L. Mental
Health Professionals’ attitudes towards mental competency and invol-
untary commitment in anorexia nervosa: construction, validation and


https://doi.org/10.1186/s40337-022-00613-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40337-022-00613-x

Takimoto Journal of Eating Disorders

20.

21

22.

23.

(2022) 10:86

results of the Acinovan Questionnaire. Rev Colomb Psiquiatr (Engl Ed).
2021;50034-7450:30125-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rcp.2020.11.010.
Ramasamy RS. Involuntary treatment of minors with severe and enduring
anorexia nervosa. J Am Acad Psychiatry Law. 2021;49:361-70. https://doi.
org/10.29158/JAAPL.210004-21.

Saya A, Brugnoli C, Piazzi G, Liberato D, Di Ciaccia G, Niolu C, et al. Criteria,
procedures, and future prospects of involuntary treatment in psychia-
try around the world: a narrative review. Front Psychiatry. 2019;10:271.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00271.

Fukuo Y. The revised system of hospitalization for medical care and
protection Seishin Shinkeigaku Zasshi. 2014;116:289-97. Japanese.
Kishikawa U, Ueda Hm Whitehouse PJ, Moriya A, Murata N, Fukui K. Doc-
tors' attitudes toward ethical issues on dementia in Japan and the USS.:
comparative analysis based on the result of the same vignette (2000)
Seishin Igaku (Clinical Psychiatry). 2000;42. Japanese. doi:https://doi.org/
10.11477/mf.1405902249

Tsoh J, Peisah C, Narumoto J, Wongpakaran N, Wongpakaran T, O'Neill N,
et al. Comparisons of guardianship laws and surrogate decision-making
practices in China, Japan, Thailand and Australia: a review by the Asia
Consortium, International Psychogeriatric Association (IPA) capacity task-
force. Int Psychogeriatr. 2015;27:1029-37. https://doi.org/10.1017/51041
61021400266X.

Elzakkers IF, Danner UN, Hoek HW, Schmidt U, van Elburg AA. Compulsory
treatment in anorexia nervosa: a review. Int J Eat Disord. 2014;47:845-52.
https://doi.org/10.1002/eat.22330.

Touyz S, Le Grange D, Hubert Lacey J, Hay P. Managing severe and endur-
ing anorexia nervosa: a clinician’s guide. Routledge; 2016

Ruhnke GW, Wilson SR, Akamatsu T, Kinoue T, Takashima Y, Goldstein

MK, et al. Ethical decision making and patient autonomy: a compari-

son of physicians and patients in Japan and the United States. Chest.
2000;118:1172-82. https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.118.4.1172.

Carney T. Anorexia: a role for the law in therapy? Psychiatr Psychol Law.
2009;16:41-59. https://doi.org/10.1080/13218710802553136.

. Beauchamp TL, Childress JF. Principles of biomedical ethics. New York, NY:

Oxford University Press; 2019.

Silber TJ. Treatment of anorexia nervosa against the patient’s will: ethical
considerations. Adolesc Med State Art Rev. 2011;22:283-8.

Hébert PC, Weingarten MA. The ethics of forced feeding in anorexia
nervosa. CMAJ. 1991;144:141-4.

MacDonald C. Treatment resistance in anorexia nervosa and the
pervasiveness of ethics in clinical decision making. Can J Psychiatry.
2002;47:267-70. https://doi.org/10.1177/070674370204700308.
Ferndndez-Herndndez JL, Herranz-Herndndez P, Segovia-Torres L.

Refusal of treatment for anorexia nervosa: mental health professionals’
opinion on willingness and role stress. Rev Colomb Psiquiatr (Engl Ed).
2021;50034-7450(21):00046-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rcp.2021.01.005.
van Elburg A, Danner UN, Sternheim LC, Lammers M, Elzakkers I. Mental
capacity, decision-making and emotion dysregulation in severe enduring
anorexia nervosa. Front Psychiatry. 2021;12: 545317. https://doi.org/10.
3389/fpsyt.2021.545317.

Sato Y. Autonomy and anorexia nervosa. Lancet. 2003;362:1937. https://
doi.org/10.1016/50140-6736(03)14977-X.

Tan JO, Doll HA, Fitzpatrick R, Stewart A, Hope T. Psychiatrists' attitudes
towards autonomy, best interests and compulsory treatment in anorexia
nervosa: a questionnaire survey. Child Adolesc Psychiatry Ment Health.
2008;2:40. https://doi.org/10.1186/1753-2000-2-40.

Giordano S. Anorexia and refusal of life-saving treatment: the moral
place of competence, suffering, and the family. Philos Psychiatr Psychol.
2010;17:143-54. https://doi.org/10.1353/ppp.0.0286.

Guarda AS, Pinto AM, Coughlin JW, Hussain S, Haug NA, Heinberg LJ. Per-
ceived coercion and change in perceived need for admission in patients
hospitalized for eating disorders. Am J Psychiatry. 2007;164:108-14.
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.2007.164.1.108.

Yager J, Kay J, Kelsay K. Clinicians’ cognitive and affective biases and the
practice of psychotherapy. Am J Psychother. 2021;74:119-26. https://doi.
org/10.1176/appi.psychotherapy.20200025.

Bassford HA. The justification of medical paternalism. Soc Sci Med.
1982;16:731-9. https://doi.org/10.1016/0277-9536(82)90464-6.

Aasland OG, Farde R. Impact of feeling responsible for adverse events on
doctors’personal and professional lives: the importance of being open to

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

Page 8 of 8

criticism from colleagues. Qual Saf Health Care. 2005;14:13-7. https://doi.
0rg/10.1136/qshc.2002.003657.

Morikawa I. Patients'rights in Japan: progress and resistance. Kennedy
Inst Ethics J. 1994;4:337-43. https://doi.org/10.1353/ken.0.0154.

Hayashi M, Hasui C, Kitamura F, Murakami M, Takeuchi M, Katoh H, et al.
Respecting autonomy in difficult medical settings: a questionnaire study
in Japan. Ethics Behav. 2000;10:51-63. https://doi.org/10.1207/S1532
7019EB1001_4.

Nagai H. Blood ties and trust: a comparative history of policy on

family consent in Japan and the United States. Monash Bioeth Rev.
2017;34:226-38. https://doi.org/10.1007/540592-017-0069-3.

Speciani M, Barak Y, Damanhuri H, De Ronchi D, Panariello F, Atti AR. A
perspective on chronic and long-lasting anorexia nervosa. Front Psychia-
try. 2021;12: 756669. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.756669.

Ward A, Ramsay R, Russell G, Treasure J. Follow-up mortality study of
compulsorily treated patients with anorexia nervosa. Int J Eat Disord.
2015;48:860-5. https://doi.org/10.1002/eat.22377.

Tan DJ, Hope PT, Stewart DA, Fitzpatrick PR. Competence to make treat-
ment decisions in anorexia nervosa: thinking processes and values. Philos
Psychiatr Psychol. 2006;13:267-82. https://doi.org/10.1353/ppp.2007.
0032.

Di Lodovico L, Duguesnoy M, Dicembre M, Ringuenet D, Godart N,
Gorwood P, et al. What distinguish patients with compulsory treat-

ment for severely undernourished anorexia nervosa. Eur Eat Disord Rev.
2021;29:144-51. https://doi.org/10.1002/erv.2790.

Buchbinder M, De Vries R. The ought and is of conscience: the value of
empirical bioethics for reframing normative analysis. AJOB Empir Bioeth.
2020;11:27-9. https://doi.org/10.1080/23294515.2019.1706207.
O'Donoghue B, Lyne J, Hill M, Larkin C, Feeney L, O'Callaghan E. Physical
coercion, perceived pressures and procedural justice in the involuntary
admission and future engagement with mental health services. Eur
Psychiatry. 2011;26:208-14. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2010.01.014.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

Ready to submit your research? Choose BMC and benefit from:

fast, convenient online submission

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

rapid publication on acceptance

support for research data, including large and complex data types

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations

maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year

K BMC

At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rcp.2020.11.010
https://doi.org/10.29158/JAAPL.210004-21
https://doi.org/10.29158/JAAPL.210004-21
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00271
https://doi.org/10.11477/mf.1405902249
https://doi.org/10.11477/mf.1405902249
https://doi.org/10.1017/S104161021400266X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S104161021400266X
https://doi.org/10.1002/eat.22330
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.118.4.1172
https://doi.org/10.1080/13218710802553136
https://doi.org/10.1177/070674370204700308
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rcp.2021.01.005
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.545317
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.545317
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(03)14977-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(03)14977-X
https://doi.org/10.1186/1753-2000-2-40
https://doi.org/10.1353/ppp.0.0286
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.2007.164.1.108
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.psychotherapy.20200025
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.psychotherapy.20200025
https://doi.org/10.1016/0277-9536(82)90464-6
https://doi.org/10.1136/qshc.2002.003657
https://doi.org/10.1136/qshc.2002.003657
https://doi.org/10.1353/ken.0.0154
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327019EB1001_4
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327019EB1001_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40592-017-0069-3
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2021.756669
https://doi.org/10.1002/eat.22377
https://doi.org/10.1353/ppp.2007.0032
https://doi.org/10.1353/ppp.2007.0032
https://doi.org/10.1002/erv.2790
https://doi.org/10.1080/23294515.2019.1706207
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2010.01.014

	International comparison of physicians’ attitudes toward refusal of treatment by patients with anorexia nervosa: a case-based vignette study
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Statistical analysis
	Ethical considerations

	Results
	General characteristics of the respondents
	Comparison of responses from Japan, the UK, and the US
	Comparison of response trends in each country
	Comparison based on years of physician experience and number of case experiences

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


