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Abstract

Objective: While exposure therapy (ET) has the potential to help people tolerate intense situation-specific emotions and
change avoidance behaviours, no smartphone solution exists to guide the process of in-vivo ET. A geolocation-based smart-
phone software component was designed and developed to instrumentalize patient guidance in in-vivo ET and its psycho-
logical validity was assessed by a group of independent psychology experts.

Methods: A team of computer scientists and psychologists developed the ET Component for in-vivo ET using geolocation-
based technology, following the process-centred design methodology. The ET Component was integrated into the
SyMptOMS-ET Android application, which was developed following the co-design methodology. Next, nine independent
psychology experts tested and evaluated the ET Component and the SyMptOMS-ET app in the field, following the think-
aloud methodology. Participants also completed the Mobile Application Rating Scale (MARS) instrument to quantitatively
evaluate the solutions.

Results: We present the SyMptOMS-ET app’s main features and the ET Component exposure workflow. Next, we discuss the
feedback obtained and the results of the MARS instrument. Participants who tested the app were satisfied with the ET
Component during exposure scenarios (score of u4.32 out of 5 [¢0.28] on MARS quality aspects), agreed on the soundness
of the theoretical foundations of the solutions developed (score of u4.57 [¢0.48] on MARS treatment support aspects), and pro-
vided minor think-a-loud comments to improve them.

Conclusions: The results of the expert evaluation demonstrate the psychological validity of the ET Component and the
SyMptOMS-ET app. However, further studies are needed to discern the acceptability and efficacy of the mHealth tool in
the target population.
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Introduction

From 1990 to 2019 the disability-adjusted life years
associated with anxiety disorders in 204 countries were

28.68 million (95% uncertainty interval: 19.86, 39.32).!
outbreak of COVID-19, the

number of cases of anxiety disorders has dramatically

Following the global
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increased by more than 25% worldwide, totalling more
than 76 million additional cases worldwide.” Unfortunately,
despite the high prevalence and costs of anxiety disorders
and even though efficient screening tools and evidence-based
psychological treatment exist, there exists a treatment gap: an
important percentage of individuals are underdiagnosed and
undertreated. For example, Ford et al. estimated a treatment
gap of 57.5% for generalized anxiety disorder. Even though
the pandemic did not trigger this situation — it accelerated
it* — it inevitably led to greater demand for therapeutic assist-
ance in already globally saturated and under-resourced health
systems. For example, the WHO reports 13 therapists for
every 100,000 inhabitants,” with countries barely dedicating
a 2% of their budgets to these treatments.”

To help alleviate this treatment gap, digital tools have
been proposed (e.g. Agyapong et al.®), showing promising
initial results in helping trained and untrained people
access mental healthcare resources.”® Some of the advan-
tages of these tools include low costs, widespread avail-
ability and low stigma.” From the patient’s perspective, the
smartphone is the preferred digital medium'® to provide
mental health treatment. In this sense, mHealth tools have
not only been seen as a mechanism to support therapy but
also as a way to make it more accessible and effective,'!
with potential cost reductions'* and faster access to relevant
information."?

Anxiety disorders in adults include specific phobias (e.g.
claustrophobia), panic, agoraphobia, social anxiety, and
generalized anxiety disorder.'* Common in these disorders
are the negative reactions to the emotional experience (i.e.
anxiety) and the intention to avoid any stimulus that triggers
anxiety symptoms, which tend to be provoked by specific
places (situational avoidance) where an intense emotional
reaction occurred or where affected people think it is
more likely to happen.'> For such disorders, exposure
therapy (ET) is an effective tool for increasing tolerance,
reducing anxiety levels, and changing maladaptive
beliefs.'®'® The cognitive and behavioural mechanisms
of change in ET explain the efficacy of this component,
as irrational beliefs and avoidance or safety behaviours
that may be maintaining the anxiety disorder are modi-
fied.>® Additionally, there are neurobiological mechanisms
that support ET, such as a reduction in the activity of brain
areas related to emotional fear responses (e.g. insula, amyg-
dala, and anterior cingulate cortex) and an increase in the
prefrontal cortex, which regulates emotional responses.’

The American Psychology Association defines ET as ‘a
psychological treatment that was developed to help people
confront their fears’.?! Fear is a natural emotion that pre-
pares our body for something we perceive as harmful.
Although it is generally regarded as negative, fear serves
a useful purpose and helps us to survive. Nevertheless,
the verb ‘perceive’ is key here: anxiety disorders originate
from the perception that something is harmful, but in
reality, it is not. This distortion could have been generated

by a past negative or traumatic experience that should not
be extrapolated to similar situations.

In these cases, ET is a well-proven means for psycholo-
gists to help their patients tolerate intense emotions such as
anxiety and reduce avoidance and discomfort towards
stimuli that trigger an emotional response. Together with
the patient, the psychologist builds an exposure hierarchy,
which contains a list of stimuli that the patient avoids.
They can be places, situations, objects, people, animals,
or anything else that makes patients feel uncomfortable
and triggers an intense anxiety response. Depending on
the patient’s assessed condition and the perceived useful-
ness, convenience and feasibility of the treatment, a therap-
ist establishes an exposure plan, determining how the
patient progresses from one situation to another and how
the exposure is conducted (means of exposure or delivery
strategies). During treatment, patients must be repeatedly
exposed to the agreed situations, hereby progressively
becoming accustomed to them and, therefore, advancing
in the exposure hierarchy.*

There are several means to carry out an exposure:
in-vivo, imaginal, based on virtual reality (VR) or intero-
ceptive.23 This work focuses on the first, in-vivo exposure,
in which patients are exposed to situations feared in real
life. For example, going to a high bridge (fear of heights),
attending a party (social anxiety), open spaces (agorapho-
bia), being far away from a hospital or home (panic
disorder), or with spiders in captivity (phobia). During
in-vivo exposure, patients can benefit from the presence
of their psychologist, to guide them and provide appropriate
instructions and feedback based on patients’ perceived feel-
ings and reactions. Although it is highly effective, consider-
ing that exposure sessions last on average between 60 and
90 min, these consume a lot of time and resources of psy-
chologists,”* who are already over-demanded and under-
staffed.? Therefore, the premise of our research is that, by
harnessing the full potential of smartphones, it should be
possible to guide ET practice remotely and in a fully instru-
mented manner, relegating the presence of therapists to only
the most challenging and complex situations.

In the literature, there are examples of mHealth applica-
tions containing ET components. However, they generally
act as a diary rather than as a guide during exposure.
For example, in cognitive-behavioural therapy (CBT)
Assistant® patients create their exposure hierarchies and
fill in a diary through the app to report what happened
after exposure to any given situation. Zemedy?® offers ET
as a self-applied therapy. While the app has more advanced
features, such as a chatbot and multimedia content, the
behaviour of the ET component is comparable to that of
CBT Assistant (i.e. an exposure diary). Other examples of
self-applied therapy apps add reminders for patients to
begin their exposures (e.g. SmartCAT>’ and MindClimb?®),
similar to how PE Coach?® does for in-person sessions.
Some applications allow ET to be performed using
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smartphone-based augmented reality (AR).>*?! Yet, the
smartphone is merely a technological aid for the AR and
the therapist must still physically accompany and guide
the patient through the exposure. These apps offer some
peripheral assistance for (in-vivo) ET, but no guidance or
assistance to the patient during exposure. Therefore, to the
best of our knowledge, there is no mHealth application
that offers patient guidance during in-vivo exposure, as con-
firmed by Denecke et al.>? in a 2022 literature review.

In this article, we present a fully instrumented geolocation-
based ET software component (ET Component) that sys-
tematically monitors patients (ecological momentary
assessment) and guides them through the entire exposure
process (ecological momentary intervention) during the
psychological treatment for anxiety disorders. Disorders
for which the SyMptOMS-ET application may be particu-
larly suitable are those in which the location of the places
recommended for exposure sessions plays a relevant role.
Within the range of anxiety disorders, specific phobias,
agoraphobia or social phobia hereby stand out as especially
relevant to be considered for the app. The ET Component
has been co-designed and developed by a multidisciplinary
team of computer scientists and psychologists (the authors).
We here marry the technical and computational skills neces-
sary for reliable application implementation with psycho-
logical expertise for modelling the complicated workflow
and psychological guidance of ET. The ET Component
was integrated into the SyMptOMS-ET app, which was
conceived and designed as a complement to traditional
therapy sessions. The SyMptOMS-ET app and its ET
Component are presented in ‘Results’. Both tools were vali-
dated through simulations to ensure technical correctness
and robustness, followed by field testing with a committee
of independently recruited psychology experts to determine
compliance with the theoretical principles of ET and to
evaluate our digital adaptation of ET. The results of the
Mobile App Rating Scale (MARS) instrument™ are also
presented in ‘Results’, followed by a discussion based on
the MARS results and expert feedback in ‘Discussion’.

Methods

This study falls into the category of healthcare system
improvement studies.** The theory behind the improvement
(co-design) along with its technical materialization (devel-
opment) are first introduced in the ‘Design and develop-
ment’ section. Both were done in iterations. Next, in the
‘Evaluation process’ section, a full evaluation is pursued,
including software engineering methods to verify the tech-
nical correctness of the SyMptOMS-ET app combined with
an expert-based mixed-methods pre-clinical evaluation
methodology, following recommended practices.*® Finally,
supporting tools for statistical analysis are indicated in the
‘Statistical analysis’ section.

Design and development

The design and development process was iteratively carried
out in four phases. The first two focused on the design of the
ET Component, including the adaptation of the ET process
(‘Phase 1 — ET Component design specification’) and
content (‘Phase 2 — Psychoeducational and intervention
content generation’) for delivery via smartphones, while
the other two covered the SyMptOMS-ET app design, inte-
grating and complementing the ET Component with a visual
and interactive design (‘Phase 3 — SyMptOMS-ET app
design’), and providing an implementation (‘Phase 4 —
SyMptOMS-ET app development’).

Phase 1 - ET component design specification. Our multidis-
ciplinary team of three psychologists and four computer
scientists brainstormed to mutually understand each other’s
field and co-design a fully instrumentalized mobile ET solu-
tion. The design consisted of two key components: (a) for-
malizing and adapting the classical ET process to be
suitable for automated, mobile delivery and (b) identifying
technical (smartphone) features to support the adapted ET
process. Whereas the general framework for exposure is
well defined in the literature, in practice, therapists use
many visual and implicit cues from the patient (e.g. facial
expressions and hesitation) to guide an in-vivo exposure.
Capturing this implicit knowledge and devising a digital
equivalent, that is, determining possible execution paths
throughout an exposure, was critical to success.
Considering the exposure as a closed process, which the
patient must carry out but resists doing so, we used the
process-centred design methodology>® as a guiding frame-
work. Originating from the field of business applications,
process-centred design involves information technologists
and business process experts who digitize business pro-
cesses and hereby prioritize company goals over employee
comfort to achieve greater productivity or performance.
Applied to our healthcare scenario, we used it to adapt
the ET process to a software format, whereby correct exe-
cution of the ET process determines the success of the treat-
ment,>” even though patients instinctively prefer to avoid
exposure to feared situations. Using online whiteboards
and collaborative writing tools and through multiple itera-
tions, we thus formalized the ET process, basing ourselves
on the existing literature,”>****% and hereby focusing on
the overall ET workflow and the codification of informal
cues, as follows.

The ET process was first limited to a timeframe (60 to
90 min) based on the existing literature recommendations>*
and divided into three phases: pre-, during- and post-
exposure. For each phase, entry, internal decision and exit
points were identified. For example, for pre-exposure, a
patient entering the vicinity of the exposure area is an
entry point, whereas a patient hesitating and leaving the
vicinity of the area (abandonment) or entering the area
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and starting the exposure (initialize exposure) are two exit
points. Examples of internal decision points are sending a
motivational message or psychoeducational content, allow-
ing the patient a brief escape (i.e. exiting and re-entering the
exposure area shortly after), extending the duration of
exposure, etc. Finally, in close relation to the internal deci-
sion points (and, consequently, the possible execution
paths), for each phase, the optimal points of interaction
with the patient were determined. For example, in pre-
exposure, prompt a baseline assessment at the start of
exposure or encourage starting after 10 min of inaction.
The frequency of recurrent patient interactions is key:
they should be fine-grained enough to allow for meaningful
decision points, but not too frequent as to disturb or distract
the patient from emotional responses. To determine the
optimal frequency, an experiment was undertaken with
healthy subjects, whereby different notification frequencies
were tested, determined by the Fibonacci sequence in
minutes. Recurring notifications of 1, 2 and 3 min were
reported as exhausting, while every 5 and 8 min were
reported as acceptable. Although a 5-min frequency pro-
vided more detailed feedback, it was observed that people
were more aware of the phone, being a possible source of
distraction during exposure. For this reason, the team’s psy-
chologists determined the frequency of 8 min was optimal.
A detailed description of the ET process and its digital
adaptation is given in ‘Results’.

With the formalized ET process in place, the design
focused on determining technological means to execute
the process on a mobile device. Four dimensions were con-
sidered: presence detection w.r.t. the exposure area, subject-
ive assessment of the patient’s state, change detection in the
patient’s behaviour, and reaction to detected and reported
patient’s states. For presence detection, it was determined
that the phone’s location (i.e. Global Positioning System
(GPS) coordinates) combined with geofencing analysis is
suitable for detecting the relative position of patients to
exposure areas. For subjective assessment, essential to
guide exposure, active sensing was chosen to capture the
levels of anxiety discomfort and tolerance. Rather than
in-app assessments, whereby the patient keeps the app
open and is alerted when the assessment is requested, we
opted for the smartphone system notifications to deliver
in-app assessments. This allows the patients to close the
app (i.e. it runs as a background service) and put the
phone aside between evaluations, reducing the risk of
distractions resulting from phone use. For change detec-
tion, a mix of technologies was selected, using physical
activity detection mechanisms available on smartphones
in combination with phone location acquisition (with geo-
fencing analysis) to detect significant movements. Finally,
for reacting to the detected and reported changes in the
patient’s condition, we favoured a traditional rule-based
system over machine learning techniques, due to its
greater explicability and predictability, and also due to

the lack of data on previous exposures conducted under
similar conditions.

Phase 2 - Psychoeducational and intervention content
generation. Based on the ET literalture,zz’%’39 the team of
psychologists initially agreed upon and proposed the psy-
choeducational content to be included, along with its adap-
tation to the smartphone format. The rest of the team
reviewed the content to ensure that it was sufficiently under-
standable for a non-expert audience. The content was orga-
nized into three groups: always-available psychoeducational
content, notification content, and timely delivered interven-
tion content (linked to the notifications). The same collabora-
tive tools that were used for the ET Component design phase
were employed, where the initial document proposal was col-
laboratively refined.

For always-available psychoeducational content, the
existing theoretical ET background and the experience
of the psychologist team were considered. It contains all
relevant theoretical concepts, written to be understood
by non-experts and viewed at any time by the patient.
For the notification content, the challenge was to fit the
title and content of the notifications to a line of text on
the phone’s lock screen, making them understandable at
a glance without expanding them and, at the same time,
imperative and empathic to the patient’s feelings. Lastly,
to specify timely delivered intervention content (linked
in notifications), anticipating the possible patient context
before each intervention (i.e. the patient’s state and that
of the surroundings) was crucial to elaborate personalized
content that helped the patient in every envisioned situation
through step-by-step guidelines. Supplemental material
includes a document with both original and translated ver-
sions of all the psychoeducational, notification and timely
delivered intervention contents.

Phase 3 - SyMptOMS-ET app design. The next step was to
tie the above pieces together, presenting them through a
smartphone application interface: the SyMptOMS-ET app
design. In this phase, a selection of required features was
agreed on to be included in the smartphone app, wrapping
the ET Component, to deliver the greatest possible value
to the patient. Here, the co-design methodology®® was
key for initially conducting a brainstorming session to iden-
tify relevant app features, followed by a cycle of visual and
interaction design sessions. In addition to the previous
online collaborative tools, the Figma tool*' for designing
high-fidelity wireframes and no-code screen flows was
key to facilitating the flow of information in the co-design
methodology.

Next, one of the team members, a design expert, created
the first high-fidelity proposal of the app’s screens and its
navigation flow using Figma. The proposal was then
shared and refined in collaboration with the rest of the
team members. As a result, an interactive graphic
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representation of the screens and navigation flow of the
final mobile app was obtained. The supplemental material
includes a dossier listing all application screens and
features.

Phase 4 - SyMptOMS-ET app development. Taking the above
design and functional specifications, the behaviour-driven
development (BDD) methodology** was used to develop
the ET Component and the container SyMptOMS-ET app.
Extracted user stories were added to a Kanban backlog for
iterative development, to periodically present functionality
increments to all team members and incorporate feedback
as the app development progressed.*> Technology-wise,
the Android platform was chosen due to its support for back-
ground context sampling and arbitrary code execution, while
TypeScript** with the Angular web framework® and the
NativeScript*® mobile development framework was the
application technology stack of choice.

The first challenge to address was the documented issue
of unreliable execution of background tasks (e.g. sensor
measurements).”” We systematically explored and tested
the behaviour of various Android devices (i.e. different
brands and operative system (OS) versions) and existing solu-
tions (e.g. Android WorkManager, Firebase JobDispatcher
and Evernote Android-Job), but none showed reliable
behaviour over prolonged time periods. Therefore, we
defined a set of guidelines for improving systematic back-
ground scheduling on Android devices and coded these
guidelines into a software library called NativeScript Task
Dispatcher (NTD), which harnesses the Android system’s
low-level scheduling mechanisms (alarms). NTD was
extensively evaluated experimentally to demonstrate the
reliability and efficiency of its background task scheduling
mechanism.*® Exploiting the systematic sensor measure-
ments and event-driven nature of the NTD, we thus com-
posed background execution workflows such as those
required by the ET Component, for example, to detect
user movement and trigger actions for systematic collection
of location data, which was then analyzed to calculate rela-
tive proximity to an exposure area (geofencing) and, if
required, deliver a baseline (pre-exposure) assessment.
Widely used tasks were generalized, implemented, pack-
aged, and made available as modules of the context-aware
AwarNS Framework,*’ to serve not only the ET Component
but also other types of mobile (health) applications. The
AwarNS Framework implements the sense—analyse—act
paradigm on top of the NTD for context sampling and infor-
mation processing and provides primitives and modules
for context-aware applications. Remarkable features are
support for location-based and inertial sensors (e.g. gyro-
scope and accelerometer) and active sensing; custom,
geofencing and machine learning data analysis; and persist-
ence and notification delivery. AwarNS also allows the
implementation of custom, application-specific tasks used
in the SyMptOMS-ET app, for example, custom tasks in

the ET Component such as handling geofence change
events and processing patient answers to assessments.

In the SyMptOMS-ET app, interoperable software layers
enabled the communication between Angular and the
AwarNS Framework in such a way that crucial user inter-
face (UI) actions were propagated as AwarNS events for
background processing (e.g. assessment answers and
manual exposure finalization), and AwarNS events trig-
gered Ul changes (i.e. a notification tap opening a specific
Ul view). The SyMptOMS-ET app interacts with the
SyMptOMS server to enable secure user authentication,
patient profile retrieval, and data upload for remote analysis
and visualization (through a web dashboard for therapists).
Figure 1 schematically shows these software components
and the interaction between them, which constitutes the
SyMptOMS-ET app (including the ET Component) that
is further described in ‘Results’ Section.

Evaluation process

The correct functioning, robustness, and technical specifi-
cations of the SyMptOMS-ET app were constantly verified
during its development, using automated software testing
tools according to the BDD methodology. Manual testing
was done in the lab at the end of each Kanban iteration
before each feature increment was shown to the rest of
the team. Simulation tests were performed in which, for
example, environment-related events (e.g. exposure area
detection, patient physical activity changes, etc.) were
replaced by UI actions that generated equivalent events
(available only in the app’s development version).

Following the recommendations prior to a clinical
trial,> field tests were carried out with a set of independent
psychology experts to validate the process-centred design
approach and evaluate the decisions made regarding the
digital adaptation of the exposure technique in the ET
Component. Participant recruitment was conducted by the
team of psychologists according to the following eligibility
criteria: people with experience in the treatment of at least
one patient, fluent in Spanish (the language used in the
app) and with intermediate knowledge of English (to under-
stand the MARS instrument questions). Participants were
contacted by email and were delivered a written informed
consent form via Google Forms, which also served to
collect sociodemographic data. All participants signed the
form. The study was approved by the Ethics Committee
of the Universitat Jaume I of Castellén (expedient no.
CD/78/2022). As a result of the recruitment, nine independ-
ent psychology experts tested and validated the functional-
ity of the ET Component by using the SyMptOMS-ET app.
Participants belonged to three public universities and one
private psychology office, all located in Spain. For demo-
graphics and other professional characteristics of the parti-
cipants, see Table 1.
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Figure 1. SyMptOMS-ET mobile app software components interaction diagram. At the bottom, the NativeScript Framework is an

abstraction layer on top of the mobile 0S SDK (Android). The NTD, AwarNS and Angular (Ul) are built on top of NativeScript, to access 0S
features. The NTD schedules background tasks. AwarNS defines concrete tasks for context sampling. The ET Component extends AwarNS
with tasks specific to the exposure process. Angular uses NativeScript for native Ul drawing and AwarNS to start background workflows,
react to notification interactions and recover data analysis results. AwarNS and Angular interact with the SyMptOMS Server for secure user
authentication, patient profile retrieval and data upload. 0S: operative system; SDK: source development kit; NTD: native task scheduler; Ul:

user interface.

Exposure places were agreed upon between the team of
psychologists and the participants and added to the
SyMptOMS-ET app by the authors. A Xiaomi Poco X3
Pro (M2102J20SG) on Android 11 was used for testing,
with the SyMptOMS-ET app preinstalled and configured.
The smartphone’s built-in screen recording tool was config-
ured to use the phone’s microphone to capture users’
speech. All the data captured by the SyMptOMS-ET app
was uploaded to a remote server for further analysis and post-
processing. Before starting, participants were asked to follow
the think-aloud method,” to make their thoughts explicit
while using the app and record their reflections. During field
testing, participants assumed the role of patients and, along
with a set of action instructions (focusing on the what rather
than how), followed three typical exposure scenarios at desig-
nated places nearby their workplaces:

o The patient successfully completes an exposure. During
exposure, the patient reports a peak anxiety level, but
can significantly reduce it, that is, a drop of 3 units on

a 0 to 10 Subjective Units of Distress Scale (SUDS),>!
before reaching 60 min of exposure. Therefore, the
exposure finishes without further extension.

o The patient already feels comfortable with the
dreaded situation. The patient shows signs of low
discomfort during the pre-exposure evaluation and
also during the first couple of assessment reports.
Therefore, the exposure finishes early, and it is con-
sidered successful.

o The patient’s discomfort is greater than indicated when
building the hierarchy. The patient initially suffers from
severe anxiety and prematurely leaves the area, therefore
abandoning the exposure.

Upon completion, participants were given a graphic dossier
detailing all the app’s features to explore (available as sup-
plemental material) and a paper copy of an adapted version,
tailored to the needs of the study following the instructions
present in the template of the evaluation instrument, of the
MARS™ (validated by Terhorst et al.>®) to be filled in in
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Table 1. Demographic and professional characteristics of the nine participants.

1 Male 37 PhD 6-9 years

2 Female 34 PhD 6-9 years

3 Female 40 PhD 10-15 years
4 Male 28 MD <1 year

5 Female 44 MD 15+ years
6 Female 35 PhD 6-9 years

7 Female 27 PhD <1 year

8 Male 45 MD 3-5 years

9 Female 25 MD <1 year

ET: exposure therapy; ICT: information and communication technology.

order to evaluate the SyMptOMS-ET app and the ET
Component. The field tests yielded the following results:
a dataset containing all the quantitative and qualitative
data collected by the app, screen interaction and audio
recordings, notes on think-a-loud thoughts, and the
MARS instrument responses. After the tests, relevant high-
lights were extracted from the screen and audio recordings,
and the results of the MARS forms were statistically ana-
lysed as described next. The exposure instructions, the
graphical dossier and the adapted MARS instrument are
all available as supplemental material.

Statistical analysis

The quantitative scores obtained through the MARS evalu-
ation instrument were anonymized and statistically ana-
lysed using R 4.3°% Quarto 1.4°* and R Studio
2024.04.1.°° Following the instructions present in the
MARS instrument, mean (¢) and standard deviation (o)
for each dimension evaluated were calculated. From the
aggregated measures of each dimension, y and ¢ were
again computed on each MARS section (A—F). Finally,
overall 4 and o were obtained using the aggregate values
from sections. Complementary boxplots were also gener-
ated (see ‘After exposure: Expert ratings’).

Results

Before exposure: SyMptOMS-ET app set up

The resulting SyMptOMS-ET app is a wrapper of the fully
instrumented geolocation-based ET Component, designed

15+ 15+ 5 15+
15+ 15+ 3 15+
15+ 3-5 4 6-9
1-2 1-2 3 -

15+ 15+ 4 15+
15+ 10-15 4 15+
10-15 - 3 3-5
15+ 6-9 3 3-5
15+ 1-2 2 1-2

as a complementary instrument to face-to-face therapy,
guiding patients through in-vivo exposures. As such, the
app is installed and configured during an in-person
therapy session, after introducing the ET treatment and its
benefits to the patient. At this point, the therapist and the
patient agree on an exposure plan, that is, the exposure hier-
archy and its situations. Items in the exposure hierarchy are
georeferenced situations, that is, in this case, specific places,
areas or zones represented by their geographic perimeters
(geographic polylines).

The app connects to a web dashboard, where therapists
can create patient profiles (app accounts). Within a
profile, therapists can set up exposure hierarchies whose
items (places such as parks, squares, shopping malls,
bridges, public transport stations, etc.) directly cause an
intense anxiety response in the patient. Therapists can
also generate one-time passwords, which are provided to
patients for use in the mobile app, thus linking a patient
profile to a particular app installation. For privacy
reasons, patient profiles only contain their medical file iden-
tifier and details of their exposure hierarchies, excluding
any personal information.

Once the app is configured, the ET Component works
silently in the background according to the workflow
shown in Figure 2. It periodically captures the patient’s
location. When near an exposure area (100m or less to
the edge of the area), patients are asked to confirm their
intention to begin exposure. After confirmation, they are
prompted with a baseline assessment (i.e. pre-exposure dis-
comfort [0 (none) to 10 (maximum)], tolerance [0 (none) to
10 (a lot)] and beliefs of what will happen during the
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Figure 2. Pre-exposure flowchart.

exposure [free text input]), along with additional instruc-
tions for starting the exposure. Once the app detects the
patient entering the exposure area, it delivers a text guide
so the patient knows what to expect during the exposure.
All prompts and instructions provided by the app before,
during and after the exposure occur in the form of notifica-
tions that link to static content or interactive views of the

app.

During exposure: SyMptOMS-ET app

During exposure, patients can visit the places of their
exposure hierarchy for time-limited in-vivo exposures,
whereby the SyMptOMS-ET app guides them through peri-
odic assessments via notification-based (mini-)question-
naires and timely, location-based interventions such as
action guidelines and psychological content. The overall
exposure workflow is shown in Figure 3. Internally, the
app ‘monitors’ the patient’s location through background
GPS tracking, and stores their responses to the recurring
assessments to adapt the app’s behaviour accordingly. For
example, patients receive regular notifications (every 8 min)
to evaluate current anxiety discomfort [0-10] and tolerance
[0-10] levels. These collected values are combined with

Enters exposure
area

Did
preexporsure
procedure?

Ask for exposure
intention

l Yelzs
v

<«—No—

N Willing to~, v, Deliver exposure
expose?, instructions
Ask for feedback
Recurrent Exposure
Exposure assessments duration limitation
finishes

<« —>

Patient interaction
with exposure
user interface

Location change
detection

Figure 3. General exposure flowchart. Further details of exposure
flowcharts are shown in Figures 4 to 7.

pre-exposure values to detect ongoing trends, which are
used by the ET Component to shorten the duration of the
exposure or deliver specific coping instructions, affirma-
tively supportive (reward) or motivational (reinforcement)
messages as follows (see Figure 4):

o If the patient’s discomfort level reported at the baseline
assessment is 3 or less and that trend prevails during the
next two assessments during exposure, the situation is
considered overcome and the patient is rewarded and
told they can leave the exposure area. The exposure is
considered successfully concluded.

e During exposure, after a consecutive series of reports of
high discomfort (8+ three times, 9+ two times or a
single 10), the app considers that the patient suffers
from high anxiety and delivers coping instructions.
Such instructions are only delivered once during a
series of high anxiety reports, to avoid overwhelming
the patient.

e During exposure, every two assessment reports, and
whenever the last discomfort level is <8, the patient
receives an affirmative support message. Messages are
randomly chosen from a preestablished list to avoid
repetition.

e During exposure, every two assessment reports, and
whenever the last discomfort level is >8 and as long
as it is not under a consecutive series of high anxiety
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Figure &. Evaluation of patient responses to assessments delivered
during the exposure flowchart.

reports (see second bullet above), the patient receives a
motivational message.

After one hour of exposure (Figure 5), the ET Component
determines whether or not it can be concluded based on the
patient’s evolution:

e If the patient’s last reported discomfort level is <5,
the patient is rewarded and told they can leave the expos-
ure area. The exposure is considered successfully
concluded.

o If the patient’s last reported discomfort level is >5, it is
compared to the highest reported value, and only if
there is a reduction of 3 or more units (e.g. started
with an 8, finished with a 5), the patient is given a set
of guidelines to consider for the next exposure and is
told they can leave. The exposure is considered success-
fully concluded.

After 1 hour
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duration limitation

Deliver reward for

A ast anxiety: —Ves completing
value <57 / exposure with low
/ anxiety level
No
8 Deliver reward for
Grant first 15
minutes exposure [«-No— ook ot —Yes» STy —
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— . -
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After 15 Last anxiety., SRV reinforcement for | |
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No
v
After 15 _Grant last 15
minutes minutes exposure
extension
Deliver Conclude
instructions for exposure as |«
next exposure successful

ENoe Deliver post-
Xpost exposure After 1 minute
finishes :

questions

Figure 5. Global exposure evaluation after fixed elapsed times to
limit its duration flowchart.

e Otherwise, the patient is given a set of guidelines to cope
with the anxiety and told to stay 15 min more, extending
the total exposure duration to 75 min.

If the exposure time extends for 15 min, the ET
Component re-evaluates the patient’s evolution. This time,
if the patient’s last reported discomfort level is <8, the
patient is rewarded for the effort and given a series of guide-
lines for the next exposure; otherwise, another 15 min exten-
sion is granted. Once the second time extension has elapsed,
the patient is rewarded for staying 30 min longer in the expos-
ure area and is advised to practice more emotional regulation
skills, which are part of the psycho-education provided in the
accompanying face-to-face therapy sessions, with general
guidelines being included in the always-available content of
the app. The exposure is considered successfully concluded.

In addition to the patient’s responses to periodical
assessments, the ET Component also analyses changes in
the patient’s location. Specifically, the same mechanism
for detecting proximity or presence in an exposure area is
used to detect if the patient leaves the area (i.e. crosses
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Figure 6. Exposure abandon detection mechanism flowchart.

the exposure boundary) or escapes from the exposure (i.e.
moves far away from the exposure boundary). When escap-
ing (Figure 6), the app asks the patient to confirm whether
the escape was intentional or not (e.g. poor GPS accuracy
and some event beyond the control of the patient occurred).
If the escape is confirmed, the app offers psychoeducational
content on the topic of emotional avoidance to convince the
patient to return to the exposure area. If despite this, the
patient still abandons the exposure area, then they are
asked to provide feedback on the reason and the exposure
is labelled as terminated without success.

Note that this feedback is also requested if the patient
manually ends the exposure and the last recorded discomfort
level is <8. Otherwise, guidelines are delivered to prevent sen-
sibilization and dissuade the patient from leaving (see
Figure 7). The final instance for requesting this feedback is
when the patient does not intend to perform an exposure
while near an exposure area (see Figure 2).

Upon successful completion of an exposure, the app
offers two final questions: confirmation or denial of pre-
exposure beliefs and attention or distraction to what was
happening during the exposure. Through the main applica-
tion view (progress), the patient can consult the evolution of
the anxiety level during the exposure and compare it with
previous exposures (in the same place and other places).
All the computations required before, during and after the
exposure are performed on the mobile device, therefore
exposures can be conducted offline. Figure 8 shows an

Interacts
with Ul
actions

Patient interaction with
exposure user interface

WY oot Deliver
Yes— ?/Zlua:f?y —No sensibilisation
psychoeducation

Ask to confirm
manual finalisation

Manually
finishes?

Yes

Ask for feedback

Exposure
finished

Figure 7. Behaviour of always-accessible user actions during the
exposure flowchart.

illustration that summarizes the SyMptOMS-ET app fea-
tures described above, and others such as the panic button
and textual psychoeducational content and coping strat-
egies, among others (see supplemental material for a
detailed list of features and content). The SyMptOMS-ET
app is open source and publicly accessible.>®

After exposure: Expert ratings

Regarding the specific aspects of the ET Component, all the
participants were impressed with how responsive the app
was during the exposure to what they reported through
the app interface (e.g. discomfort and tolerance level) and
what they did (regarding changes in position relative to
the exposure area). This is later confirmed by the average
score obtained in section B (Functionality) of the MARS
instrument. Overall, there were no negative comments
regarding how the ET Component behaves and the
content of the messages it delivers to the patient. Only
one suggestion was given to improve the ET process:
provide specific additional content in case the patient
reports a high level of anxiety (8 or more) during the base-
line assessment. Regarding the SyMptOMS-ET app, some
suggestions to improve or add new features were:

e Add an extra question after the exposure, inquiring into
the use of safety behaviours (e.g. going with a relative,
an amulet, etc.).
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Figure 8. SyMptOMS-ET smartphone application feature highlights.

e Include illustrations and animations in affirmative
support and motivational messages.

e Improve the presentation of the content, splitting textual
content into different screens to space its delivery and
using multimedia content to ease delivery.

e Emphasize more that the phone must be put aside during
the exposure and only be used to respond to the deliv-
ered notifications.

The evaluation conducted using the MARS instrument
reported the following results. In the ‘App Classification’
section, participants mainly identified the app focuses as:
‘Anxiety/Stress’ first, ‘Behavior Change’ second and
‘Reduce negative emotions’ third. In terms of theoretical
background, ‘Monitoring/Tracking’ was the first pick, fol-
lowed by ‘Assessment’, ‘Feedback’, ‘Information/
Education’, ‘Advice/Tips/Strategies/Skills training’ and
‘CBT — Cognitive (thought challenging)’. Moving to the
‘App Quality Ratings’, overall, the app was rated with a
mean 4.32 score out of 5 (¢ = 0.28), which is the average
of the mean engagement (Section A), functionality
(Section B), aesthetics (Section C) and information

(Section D) scores. Details on the results obtained, jointly
with the ‘App Subjective Quality’ (Section E) and
‘App-specific’  (Section F) scores, are summarized in
Figure 9 and described below.

All the data captured by the app during the tests and the
detailed anonymized MARS instrument responses are pub-
licly available.”’

Discussion

Principal findings

The results of the test conducted by independent psychology
experts showed a good reception of the SyMptOMS-ET app
and the ET Component. The overall lack of negative com-
ments indicated that the co-design and process-centred meth-
odologies were successful in producing a result that generally
matched the experts’ expectations for an app implementing
an ET component. Using quantitative and qualitative
methods provided a better understanding of the quantitative
scores and deeper insight into possible improvement areas.”®
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Figure 9. Results obtained from the answers to each of the six sections of the Mobile Application Rating Scale (MARS) instrument. All items
are rated using a Likert scale from 1 to 5, with two exceptions: (E2) Expected usage times in the next 12 months, with possible answers: 1
(none), 2 (1-2 times), 3 (3-10 times), & (10-50 times) and 5 (>50 times); and (E3) willing to pay for its use, with possible answers: 1 (no), 3

(maybe) and 5 (yes).

Firstly, the experts correctly understood and identified
the focus and theoretical background of the app, as indicated
by the positive evaluation of the MARS’s Information (D)
and App-specific (F) sections (see Figure 9). This implies
that the relevant clinical and research background was
adequately incorporated, improving over other applications

evaluated in the literature,5 9 and that all the critical paths of
the ET process were covered and that the envisaged thera-
peutic ET strategies were appropriately implemented and
adapted to the smartphone capabilities. Involving experts
from the beginning set a difference in achieving this
scoring in these sections (4.53 in ‘Information’ and 4.57
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in ‘App-specific’), which tend to score the lowest in the
studies where they are reported.’”® Secondly, the overall
appreciation for the app was high, with an average app
quality score (4.32 out of 5.00), involving both application
aspects and the ET Component, with a strong agreement
among all the participants (6 = 0.28). This suggests that
aspects related to content (ET Component), presentation
and usability (SyMptOMS-ET app) received high user satis-
faction. In this sense, MARS app quality scores generally
show high inter-rater reliability and internal consistency
levels.”® Nevertheless, specific presentation and usability
issues were still subject to improvement, particularly some
suggestions for adding multimedia motivational messages
and content to the SyMptOMS-ET, which corresponds
with one of the design features to improve user engagement
identified through a systematic review and thematic synthe-
sis by Wei et al.%" In what follows, we discuss each section
of the MARS instrument.

For application Engagement (Section A, Figure 9), the
quantitative results are consistent with the qualitative feed-
back obtained from the think-aloud method, which indi-
cated a general appreciation for the good functioning of
the location-based ET Component, and the capacity of the
app to mimic therapist-guided exposures, with detailed
support for 15 decision points and 136 paths through the
clinical exposure.>® This has been before a point of struggle
with existing apps targetting anxiety disorders.>® Only the
‘customization’ aspect scored relatively lower (mean of
3.4 out of 5). Even though patients generally value custom-
ization options or they even may be essential,®* this lower
score corresponds with the general tendency as found by
a recent review of mental health apps, where ‘customiza-
tion’, ‘interactivity’ (Section A), ‘credibility’ and ‘goals’
(Section D) were generally found to be the lowest scoring
quality items (Sections A to D).*> Even though the
current implementation of the ET process allows custom-
ization of the exposure hierarchy and its places (coordi-
nates, detection, and vicinity radius) for each patient, we
acknowledge that the defined ET process in terms of expos-
ure decision points and paths is currently closed for further
adaptation/customization. This is in line with recent
meta-reviews of mHealth solutions in which app content
is personalized more frequently than app functionalities.**

For Functionality (Section B, Figure 9), based on experts’
qualitative feedback and comments, we conclude that the
main reason behind the high score in ease of use, navigation
and gestural design was the notification-based interaction
design, which, unlike traditional apps, attracted attention
and directly prompted the patient to perform certain
actions, which is indeed suggested by a recent research com-
munity call to develop better mHealth solutions that include
personalisation techniques and tools to improve feedback to
users as well as engagement.** Experts did not make any
further (negative) comments about the lower performance
rating during the think-aloud method, but from observation

during the test, noticeable pauses were discerned between
a notification tap and the app screen displaying the corre-
sponding content, which might be a possible explanation.
Code inspection revealed that this delay was caused by an
external library used to send notifications, which was subse-
quently replaced. Other studies were rated as having poor
performance due to serious technical issues such as app freez-
ing and long app loading,%>°® which is not the case for the
SyMptOMS-ET app. Indeed, its functionality mean (4.42)
is consistent with other studies in which users reported no
technical problems when using the app.®’

For the Aesthetics scores (Section C, Figure 9), the
ratings on layout, graphics, and visual appeal reflected
that the collaborative design methodology produced gener-
ally understandable and visually pleasing UI compositions,
in line with the app’s purpose. Nevertheless, the think-aloud
method yielded some suggestions for improvement regard-
ing the user interface, such as including graphics/multi-
media in content (instead of only text) and emphasizing
certain instructions, which align with the advice of Knitza
et al.°® in the development of mHealth apps for other
health conditions. Here, the mixed-methods approach pro-
vided further insight into an otherwise high average score
(4.15), by knowing exactly which UI interface aspects
could be improved (e.g. to include illustrations, animations,
split content, complement with videos, etc.).58

Concerning the Information scores (Section D, Figure 9),
we consider the obtained results a logical consequence of our
iterative co-design, process-centred methodology, where we
worked together with domain experts to gradually come to
a novel, state-of-the-art delivery of well-proven ET therapeu-
tical content. This is a significant improvement to other pre-
viously evaluated applications aimed at anxiety disorders,
which scored lowest in the Information and Engagement sec-
tions.”” However, there is room for improvement in visualiz-
ing information (e.g. videos and animations), as suggested by
the experts’ comments.

Moving on to the Subjective quality evaluation (Section
E, Figure 9), results are generally favourable, even though
therapists think there is still room for improvement, as pre-
viously discussed. This is also confirmed by the feedback
provided during the think-aloud method, where participants
shared possible improvement points.”® Note that participants
rated the app and the ET Component together, as there was
no possibility to separate the ET process from the app.

Overall, the score obtained in app-specific aspects (Section
F, Figure 9) showed that external experts considered the
SyMptOMS-ET app and the ET Component promising for
patients with place-specific situational anxiety. Here, involv-
ing psychology experts from the beginning was key for
making a difference when comparing the results obtained
by the SyMptOMS-ET app with those obtained by other
digital health applications, commercially developed or devel-
oped without this close technician—psychologist relationship,
and evaluated using the MARS instrument as well.**%%%°
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Limitations

Despite the good results achieved by the SyMptOMS-ET
app and the ET Component during the evaluation, this
study is subject to some limitations. Technically speaking,
the ET Component is not fully independent and can cur-
rently not be directly included in any custom app. It builds
upon the NTD and AwarNS framework, and we recommend
researchers who wish to use it to use the open-source
SyMptOMS-ET app’° as a template to build their own appli-
cations. Hereby, any contextual-aware feature from the
underlying AwarNS Framework® can be reused. Next,
from a psychological point of view, the ET Component is
capable of handling the most common exposure scenarios;
however, the therapist’s assistance is still needed for excep-
tional cases such as extreme anxiety or comorbid conditions.
For those cases, the SyMptOMS-ET app offers the panic
button feature to communicate with the therapist.

Regarding the evaluation procedure, only experts resid-
ing in Spain participated in the study. Therefore, their opi-
nions could be influenced by cultural biases, having only
dealt with patients from this country. Their opinions
could also have been influenced by the specific characteris-
tics of the Spanish National Health System, which is cur-
rently saturated and needs these types of tools to alleviate
the burden on its professionals.

Finally, it needs to be mentioned that this study, accord-
ing to recommended practice,’® employed independent psy-
chologists to evaluate the app, both from the viewpoint of
the therapist and enacting the patient’s role. Patients are
to be involved in the next step, conducting clinical trials
to further assess the acceptability, usability and effective-
ness of the app.

Conclusions

In this article, we presented the SyMptOMS-ET app along
with its built-in ET Component, which fully instrumentalizes
ET based on passive (i.e. geolocation through GPS) and
active sensing (i.e. use prompts for anxiety level discomfort
and tolerance). Its functionality and content are supported
by well-established ET theory and literature, as recognized
by an external committee of psychology experts who tested
the app in the field and validated the adaptation of the
therapy to a smartphone-based digital medium.

The SyMptOMS-ET app conveniently wrapped the ET
Component to enable self-guided in-vivo exposures. With
it, therapists configure the SyMptOMS-ET app with place
hierarchies for their patients before exposure. During expos-
ure, patients can spatially explore their treatment exposure
places through the app interface, which mimics the trad-
itional exposure hierarchy. When visiting a place, the app
guides patients through the in-vivo exposure, periodically
prompting and evaluating their emotional state and interven-
ing when necessary. Exposures are limited to 60 min, which

can be extended up to 90min depending on how the
patient’s condition evolves during the exposure. After
exposure, patients can check their progress by inspecting
graphs of their previous exposures. The app also offers
other treatment-relevant functionalities, such as psychoedu-
cational content and a panic button that can optionally be
activated. As Denecke et al.*? recently stated, the future of
cognitive behavioural therapy in mobile mental health
apps is the integration and testing of psychological theories
to improve the impact of mobile health apps and adherence
to mobile mental health interventions. In line with this
vision, the SyMptOMS-ET app systematically monitors a
patient (momentary ecological assessment) and guides
them through the entire exposure process (momentary eco-
logical intervention), fully respecting the theoretical founda-
tions of ET and adapting its principles to the needs of the
smartphone-based monitoring and delivery tools.

As future work, the next logical step is to carry out user
acceptance tests with patients to detect areas of improvement
from the patient’s perspective and compare them with those
identified by experts, as preparatory steps before evaluating
efficacy through clinical trials.

Finally, beyond the design and development of the
SyMptOMS-ET app (and other mHealth apps), we can
summarize our experiences into the following two recom-
mendations for mobile mental health developers: (a) partici-
pation of mental health experts in the design process is
essential to successfully translate traditional mHealth pro-
cesses to technology-based processes, to understand and
codify the intrinsic implicit cues used by therapists during
interventions, and to adapt psychological content to the
target device, (b) careful consideration and alignment of
the smartphone’s advanced features and computational pos-
sibilities with the key characteristics of the intervention has
the potential to significantly enhance the treatment delivery.

Acknowledgments: We thank all the clinical psychologists
who evaluated the SyMptOMS-ET app for making this study
possible.

Code availability: The resulting code of the SyMptOMS-ET app
and the ET Component is available with a permissive license at
Zenodo.”®

Contributorship: All authors researched literature and conceived
the study. AGP, LDS, JO, JBL and SC were involved in protocol
development. AGP, CG and SC gained ethical approval. JO and
JBL were in charge of participant recruitment. AGP, MMS and
CG performed the data analysis. AGP wrote the first draft of the
manuscript. All authors reviewed and edited the manuscript and
approved the final version of the manuscript.

Data availability: The anonymized responses to the MARS
instrument form and the data collected and uploaded by the app
during the experiment are openly available at Zenodo.>”




Gonzalez-Pérez et al.

15

Declaration of conflicting interests: The authors declared no
potential conflicts of interest with respect to the research,
authorship, and/or publication of this article.

Ethical approval: The Ethics Committee of the Universitat Jaume
I of Castellén approved this study (expedient no. CD/78/2022).

Funding: The authors disclosed receipt of the following financial
support for the research, authorship, and/or publication of this
article: AGP and MMS were funded by the Spanish Ministry of
Universities (grants FPU17/03832 and FPU19/05352). This work
was supported by grant PID2020-120250RB-100 (SyMptOMS-ET)
funded by MICIU/AEI/10.13039/501100011033, and by grants
PID2022-14044750B-C21 (SyMptOMS-JIT) and PID2022-
14044750B-C22 (SyMptOMS-JIT) funded by MICIU/AEY/
10.13039/501100011033 and by ERDF/EU.

Guarantor: SC.

ORCID iD: Alberto Gonzilez-Pérez
0002-9016-9357

https:/orcid.org/0000-

Supplemental material: Supplemental material for this article is
available online.

References

1. Yang X, Fang Y, Chen H, et al. Global, regional and national
burden of anxiety disorders from 1990 to 2019: results from
the global burden of disease study 2019. Epidemiol
Psychiatr Sci 2021; 30: e36.

2. World Health Organization. World mental health report:
Transforming mental health for all. Geneva: World Health
Organization, 2022.

3. Ford E, Campion A, Chamles DA, et al. “You don’t immedi-
ately stick a label on them”: a qualitative study of influences
on general practitioners’ recording of anxiety disorders. BMJ
Open 2016; 6: e010746.

4. Santomauro DF, Herrera AMM, Shadid J, et al. Global preva-
lence and burden of depressive and anxiety disorders in 204
countries and territories in 2020 due to the COVID-19 pan-
demic. Lancet 2021; 398: 1700-1712.

5. WHO. Mental health atlas 2020. Geneva: World Health
Organization, 2021.

6. Agyapong VIO, Hrabok M, Vuong W, et al. Closing the psy-
chological treatment gap during the COVID-19 pandemic
with a supportive text messaging program: protocol for imple-
mentation and evaluation. JMIR Res Protoc 2020; 9: €19292.

7. Feijt M, De Kort Y, Bongers I, et al. Mental health care goes
online: practitioners’ experiences of providing mental health
care during the COVID-19 pandemic. Cyberpsychol Behav
Social Netw 2020; 23: 860-864.

8. Naslund JA, Shidhaye R and Patel V. Digital technology for
building capacity of non-specialist health workers for task-
sharing and scaling up mental health care globally. Harv
Rev Psychiatry 2019; 27: 181.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

. Firth J, Torous J, Nicholas J, et al. The efficacy of

smartphone-based mental health interventions for depressive
symptoms: a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials.
World Psychiatry 2017; 16: 287-298.

Granger D, Vandelanotte C, Duncan MJ, et al. Is preference
for mHealth intervention delivery platform associated with
delivery platform familiarity? BMC Public Health 2016; 16:
1-7.

Price M, Yuen EK, Goetter EM, et al. mHealth: a mechanism
to deliver more accessible, more effective mental health care.
Clin Psychol Psychother 2014; 21: 427-436.

Iribarren SJ, Cato K, Falzon L, et al. What is the economic
evidence for mHealth? A systematic review of economic
evaluations of mHealth solutions. PLoS ONE 2017; 12:
e0170581.

Kim J, Marcusson-Clavertz D, Yoshiuchi K, et al. Potential
benefits of integrating ecological momentary assessment
data into mHealth care systems. Biopsychosoc Med 2019;
13: 1-6.

American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and statistical
manual of mental disorders: DSM-5. Washington, DC:
American Psychiatric Association, 2013.

Bullis JR, Boettcher H, Sauer-Zavala S, et al. What is an emo-
tional disorder? A transdiagnostic mechanistic definition with
implications for assessment, treatment, and prevention. Clin
Psychol Sci Pract 2019; 26: 20.

Carpenter JK, Andrews LA, Witcraft SM, et al. Cognitive
behavioral therapy for anxiety and related disorders: a meta-
analysis of randomized placebo-controlled trials. Depress
Anxiety 2018; 35: 502-514.

Kaczkurkin AN and Foa EB. Cognitive-behavioral therapy
for anxiety disorders: an update on the empirical evidence.
Dialog Clin Neurosci 2015; 17: 337-346.

Schroder D, Wrona KJ, Miiller F, et al. Impact of virtual
reality applications in the treatment of anxiety disorders: a
systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized-
controlled trials. J Behav Ther Exp Psychiatry 2023; 81:
101893.

van Loenen I, Scholten W, Muntingh A, et al. The effective-
ness of virtual reality exposure-based cognitive behavioral
therapy for severe anxiety disorders, obsessive-compulsive
disorder, and posttraumatic stress disorder: meta-analysis.
J Med Internet Res 2022; 24: €26736.

Knowles KA and Tolin DF. Mechanisms of action in expos-
ure therapy. Curr Psychiatry Rep 2022; 24: 861-869.

APA. What is exposure therapy? 2017. https:/www.apa.org/
ptsd-guideline/patients-and-families/exposure-therapy.
Barlow DH, Farchione TJ, Sauer-Zavala S, et al. Unified
protocol for transdiagnostic treatment of emotional disor-
ders: Workbook. New York: Oxford University Press, 2017.
Carl E, Stein AT, Levihn-Coon A, et al. Virtual reality exposure
therapy for anxiety and related disorders: a meta-analysis of ran-
domized controlled trials. J Anxiety Disord 2019; 61: 27-36.
Foa EB, Zandberg LJ, McLean CP, et al. The efficacy of
90-minute versus 60-minute sessions of prolonged exposure
for posttraumatic stress disorder: design of a randomized con-
trolled trial in active duty military personnel. Psychol Trauma
Theory Res Pract Policy 2019; 11: 307.

Michelle TQY, Jarzabek S and Wadhwa B. CBT assistant:
mHealth app for psychotherapy. In: 2014 IEEE global



https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9016-9357
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9016-9357
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9016-9357
https://www.apa.org/ptsd-guideline/patients-and-families/exposure-therapy
https://www.apa.org/ptsd-guideline/patients-and-families/exposure-therapy
https://www.apa.org/ptsd-guideline/patients-and-families/exposure-therapy

16 DIGITAL HEALTH
humanitarian technology conference-South Asia Satellite challenges, and lessons. Int J Ment Health Nurs 2021; 30:
(GHTC-SAS), Trivandrum, India, 26 September-27 1693-1702.

September 2014. pp.135-140. New York: IEEE. 41. Figma. The collaborative interface design tool, 2022. https:/

26. Hunt M, Miguez S, Dukas B, et al. Efficacy of zemedy, a www.figma.com/.
mobile digital therapeutic for the self-management of irritable ~ 42. Wynne M, Hellesoy A and Tooke S. The cucumber book:
bowel syndrome: crossover randomized controlled trial. JMIR behaviour-driven development for testers and developers.
mHealth uHealth 2021; 9: €26152. Raleigh, North Carolina: Pragmatic Bookshelf, 2017.

27. Pramana G, Parmanto B, Kendall PC, et al. The smartcat: an ~ 43. Thabrew H, Fleming T, Hetrick S, et al. Co-design of ehealth
m-Health platform for ecological momentary intervention interventions with children and young people. Front
in child anxiety treatment. Telemed e-Health 2014; 20: Psychiatry 2018; 9: 481.

419-427. 44. TypeScript. Javascript with syntax for types, 2022. https:/

28. Newton A, Bagnell A, Rosychuk R, et al. A mobile phone- www.typescriptlang.org/.
based app for use during cognitive behavioral therapy for  45. Angular, 2022. https:/angular.io/.
adolescents with anxiety (MindClimb): user-centered 46. NativeScript, 2022. https:/nativescript.org/.
design and usability study. JMIR mHealth uHealth 2020; 47. Bihr S, Haas GC, Keusch F, et al. Missing data and other
8: e18439. measurement quality issues in mobile geolocation sensor

29. Reger GM, Hoffman J, Riggs D, et al. The “PE coach” smart- data. Soc Sci Comput Rev 2022; 40: 212-235.
phone application: an innovative approach to improving 48. Gonzédlez-Pérez A, Matey-Sanz M, Granell C, et al. Using
implementation, fidelity, and homework adherence during mobile devices as scientific measurement instruments: reliable
prolonged exposure. Psychol Serv 2013; 10: 342. android task scheduling. Pervasive Mob Comput 2022; 81:

30. Brasileiro FNV, Taunay TCD, de Vasconcelos Filho JE, et al. 101550.

Exphobia: a mHealth technology based on augmented reality for ~ 49. Gonzdilez-Pérez A, Matey-Sanz M, Granell C, et al. Awarns: a
support the treatment of arachnophobic stimulus. In: framework for developing context-aware reactive mobile
Proceedings of the 12th international joint conference on bio- applications for health and mental health. J Biomed Inform
medical engineering systems and technologies (BIOSTEC 2023; 141: 104359.

2019) — HEALTHINF, Prague, Czech Republic, 22 February—  50. Eccles DW and Arsal G. The think aloud method: what is it
24 February 2019, pp.474-480. Settbal, Portugal: SciTePress. and how do I use it? Qual Res Sport Exercise Health 2017,

31. Vinci C, Brandon KO, Kleinjan M, et al. Augmented reality 9: 514-531.
for smoking cessation: development and usability study. 51. Barlow DH. Anxiety and its disorders: the nature and treat-
JMIR mHealth uHealth 2020; 8: e21643. ment of anxiety and panic. New York: Guilford Press, 2004.

32. Denecke K, Schmid N, Niissli S, et al. Implementation of cog-  52. Terhorst Y, Philippi P, Sander LB, et al. Validation of the
nitive behavioral therapy in e-mental health apps: literature mobile application rating scale (MARS). PLoS ONE 2020;
review. J Med Internet Res 2022; 24: e27791. 15: €0241480.

33. Stoyanov SR, Hides L, Kavanagh DJ, et al. Mobile app rating  53. R Core Team. R: a language and environment for statistical
scale: a new tool for assessing the quality of health mobile computing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical
apps. JMIR mHealth uHealth 2015; 3: e3422. Computing, 2023. https:/www.R-project.org/.

34. Jessup R, Putrik P, Buchbinder R, et al. Identifying alternative = 54. Allaire J, Teague C, Scheidegger C, et al. Quarto, 2024.
models of healthcare service delivery to inform health system DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.5960048. https:/github.com/quarto-dev/
improvement: scoping review of systematic reviews. BMJ quarto-cli.

Open 2020; 10: e036112. 55. Posit team. RStudio: integrated development environment for R.

35. Klasnja P, Consolvo S and Pratt W. How to evaluate tech- Boston, MA: Posit Software, PBC, 2024. http:/www.posit.co/.
nologies for health behavior change in HCI research. In:  56. Gonzilez-Pérez A and Matey-Sanz M. SyMptOMS mobile
Proceedings of the SIGCHI conference on human factors in app for exposure therapy—SyMptOMS-ET, 2022. DOI:
computing systems,Vancouver, BC, Canada, 7 May-12 May 10.5281/zenodo.7483861.

2011, pp.3063-3072. New York: ACM. 57. Gonzdlez-Pérez A and Granell C. A fully instrumentalised

36. Henry P. Process-user interface alignment: new value from a geolocation-and  smartphone-based exposure therapy for
new level of alignment. Align J 2007. anxiety disorders: SyMptOMS-ET—treproducibility package,

37. Flood M, Gleeson LL, Flynn S, et al. Using methods from 2022. DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.7483787.
human-centered design in health research: an introduction for ~ 58. Lemon C, Huckvale K, Carswell K, et al. A narrative review
pharmacy and health services researchers. In: Desselle SP, of methods for applying user experience in the design and
Cardenas VG, Anderson C, (eds) Contemporary research assessment of mental health smartphone interventions. Int J
methods in pharmacy and health services. London: Elsevier, Technol Assess Health Care 2020; 36: 64-70.

2022, pp.103-113. 59. do Nascimento VS, Rodrigues AT, Rotta I, et al. Evaluation of

38. Nathan PE and Gorman JM. A guide to treatments that work. mobile applications focused on the care of patients with
New York: Oxford University Press, 2015. anxiety disorders: a systematic review in app stores in

39. Abramowitz JS, Deacon BJ and Whiteside SP. Exposure brazil. Int J Med Inform 2023; 175: 105087.
therapy for anxiety: principles and practice. Guilford 60. Salazar A, de Sola H, Failde I, et al. Measuring the quality of
Publications, 2019. mobile apps for the management of pain: systematic search

40. Tindall RM, Ferris M, Townsend M, et al. A first-hand experi- and evaluation using the mobile app rating scale. JMIR

ence of co-design in mental health service design: opportunities,

mHealth uHealth 2018; 6: e10718.



https://www.figma.com/
https://www.figma.com/
https://www.figma.com/
https://www.typescriptlang.org/
https://www.typescriptlang.org/
https://www.typescriptlang.org/
https://angular.io/
https://angular.io/
https://nativescript.org/
https://nativescript.org/
https://www.R-project.org/
https://www.R-project.org/
https://github.com/quarto-dev/quarto-cli
https://github.com/quarto-dev/quarto-cli
https://github.com/quarto-dev/quarto-cli
http://www.posit.co/
http://www.posit.co/

Gonzalez-Pérez et al.

17

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

Wei Y, Zheng P, Deng H, et al. Design features for improving
mobile health intervention user engagement: systematic
review and thematic analysis. J Med Internet Res 2020; 22:
e21687.

Vo V, Auroy L, Sarradon-Eck A, et al. Patients’ perceptions
of mHealth apps: meta-ethnographic review of qualitative
studies. JMIR mHealth uHealth 2019; 7: e13817.

Carrouel F, de Vigneulles BS, Bourgeois D, et al. Mental
health mobile apps in the french app store: assessment study
of functionality and quality. JMIR mHealth uHealth 2022;
10: e41282.

Rivera-Romero O, Gabarron E, Ropero J, et al. Designing
personalised mHealth solutions: an overview. J Biomed
Inform 2023; 146: 104500.

Woods LS, Duff J, Roehrer E, et al. Patients’ experiences of
using a consumer mHealth app for self-management of
heart failure: mixed-methods study. JMIR Hum Factors
2019; 6: €13009.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

Strodl E, Shakespeare-Finch J, Alichniewicz KK, et al.
Clinicians’ perceptions of PTSD coach Australia. Internet
Interv 2020; 21: 100333.

Agher D, Sedki K, Despres S, et al. Encouraging behavior
changes and preventing cardiovascular diseases using the
prevent connect mobile health app: conception and evaluation
of app quality. J Med Internet Res 2022; 24: e25384.

Knitza J, Tascilar K, Messner EM, et al. German mobile apps
in rheumatology: review and analysis using the mobile appli-
cation rating scale (MARS). JMIR mHealth uHealth 2019; 7:
el14991.

Noorbergen TJ, Adam MT, Teubner T, et al. Using co-design
in mobile health system development: a qualitative study with
experts in co-design and mobile health system development.
JMIR mHealth uHealth 2021, 9: €27896.

Bardram JE. Evaluating personalized pervasive health
technology—But How? IEEE Pervasive Comput 2020; 19:
37-44.




	 Introduction
	 Methods
	 Design and development
	 Phase 1 – ET component design specification
	 Phase 2 – Psychoeducational and intervention content generation
	 Phase 3 – SyMptOMS-ET app design
	 Phase 4 – SyMptOMS-ET app development

	 Evaluation process
	 Statistical analysis

	 Results
	 Before exposure: SyMptOMS-ET app set up
	 During exposure: SyMptOMS-ET app
	 After exposure: Expert ratings

	 Discussion
	 Principal findings
	 Limitations

	 Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


