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Abstract

were also suffering from a psychiatric pathology.

for elderly patients.

Background: Off-label prescribing of psychoactive drugs is a common practice in psychiatry. Here, we sought to
investigate the frequency of off-label prescribing in a population of hospitalized patients with a somatic illness who

Methods: Using a prospective, observational design, we collected data from 982 hospitalized patients with a somatic
illness for whom a psychiatric consultation was requested because of the presence of additional psychiatric symp-
toms. Data were collected at three hospitals in Germany. Demographic and clinical data, including the previous psy-
choactive medications and an assessment of the suitability of the previous medications, were recorded and analyzed.

Results: Data on the previous psychiatric medications were available for 972 patients. In 16.6% of patients, at least
one psychoactive drug had been prescribed off-label, 20.2% had received on-label medication, and 63.2% had not
received any psychiatric medication. Among all patients receiving psychiatric medication, 45.1% had received off-
label medication. The logistic regression analysis showed a significant influence of age on the likelihood of receiving
off-label medication (p = 0.018). Benzodiazepines were the most frequent off-label prescription (25.8% of off-label
prescriptions), followed by atypical antipsychotics (18.2%) and low-potency antipsychotics (17.2%). Notably, 57.1% of
off-label prescriptions were judged to be 'not indicated’ by experienced psychiatrists.

Conclusions: Our data show a high frequency of the off-label prescription of psychoactive drugs by physicians treat-
ing patients with somatic illnesses in general hospitals. Because more than half of these cases were judged to be ‘not
indicated’, these prescriptions indicate a potential risk to patients. Furthermore, the classes of drugs that were most
frequently prescribed off-label, benzodiazepines and antipsychotics, both show a substantial risk profile, particularly
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Background

Off-label prescribing, the prescription of drugs not
licensed for the intended use in the country of conduct,
is a common phenomenon. The term “off-label” not only
refers to the use of a medication outside its licensed
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indication but also includes the use of dosages above the
recommended range, a treatment duration for periods
longer than recommended or the use in special patient
groups, such as children, the elderly, or patients with con-
traindications. Moreover, the use of different routes of
administration or a change in the formulation, i.e., when
a tablet is crushed to be easier to swallow, may result
in different pharmacokinetics and constitute an off-
label use. Pediatrics is the subspecialty with the largest
number of off-label prescriptions due to the special age
group of the patients [1, 2], but clear evidence exists for
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extensive off-label use in psychiatry, as well [3]. Accord-
ing to a cross-sectional questionnaire-based survey from
the United Kingdom (UK), 65% of respondents had been
prescribed a medication for an off-label indication in the
past month [4]. A subsequent UK study analyzing inpa-
tient prescriptions in psychiatric wards reported an off-
label prescription rate of 7.5% [5], whereas another study
conducted in a German Psychiatric hospital found that
20% of prescriptions were clearly off-label and another
19% of prescriptions were classified as “probably oft-
label” [6]. However, these studies were conducted more
than 15 years ago. More recently, 40% of drugs were pre-
scribed off-label in a prospective study conducted at an
Indian outpatient psychiatric department, with 79% of
patients receiving at least one off-label drug [7]. Classes
of drugs that are commonly prescribed off-label very in
psychiatric practice are antipsychotics [5, 8] and benzo-
diazepines [7, 9], the latter of which is often being pre-
scribed off-label for long-term use.

In some situations, off-label prescribing is a feasible or
even necessary practice. Conditions for the use of off-
label medications in accordance with professional organi-
zations in most countries include the lack of an equally
safe and effective licensed alternative, the existence of
sufficient scientific evidence to support the use of the
drug for the intended condition, and the presence of fully
informed consent from the patient to be treated off-label
[10].

However, in many cases, these requirements are not
or are only partially fulfilled [10, 11]. Often, the level and
quality of the scientific evidence supporting the intended
off-label use of a drug is overestimated by physicians [12],
and the possible risks of side effects are underestimated
[13]. In particular, when drugs are used in off-licensed
age groups, such as geriatric patients, the risk of side
effects may increase considerably [14]. Although the bias
due to the underreporting of adverse events is difficult to
estimate, the rate of spontaneous reporting seems lower
for unlicensed medicines compared to licensed medi-
cines [13], which may be due to the fear of legal conse-
quences by physicians. Furthermore, patients are often
not informed about the unlicensed status of the drug that
they receive [15, 16].

In the present analysis, we specifically examined the
number of off-label prescriptions of psychotropic drugs
for patients who were hospitalized due to a somatic ill-
ness and showed additional psychiatric pathology. Psy-
chopharmacological prescriptions were administered to
this population prior to specific psychiatric consultations
in nearly all cases by the physician treating the somatic
illness. Since physicians in a somatic setting typically
do not have extensive psychiatric training, the off-label
prescription of psychiatric drugs in this setting might
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constitute a particular risk of the non-optimal or even
hazardous treatment of patients.

Methods

In a prospective, observational design, data from 982
hospitalized patients with a somatic illness were collected
and evaluated. Only patients who showed psychiatric
symptoms and thus required a psychiatric consultation
were included. Patient data were collected from three
different hospitals in Germany; 345 cases were from a
large university clinic (University Clinic Erlangen) and
636 cases were from two medium-sized general hospitals
(545 from Klinikum Forchheim and 91 from Evangelis-
ches Krankenhaus Oldenburg).

Data were collected by the consultation-liaison psy-
chiatrist who conducted the psychiatric consultation and
comprised the demographical and clinical psychiatric
data, including current psychopathology, previous treat-
ments, psychiatric diagnosis (current and pre-known),
and recommended treatment. For patients who previ-
ously received a psychiatric treatment, the psychiatrist
also evaluated and recorded whether this treatment was
medically justified in the given situation. Furthermore,
the psychiatric diagnosis suspected by the somatically
treating physician prior to the psychiatric consultation
was recorded in addition to a judgement by the psychia-
trist regarding whether this diagnosis was correct.

All patients received information about the study design
from the psychiatrist and provided informed consent to
participate. All data were assessed as part of the routine
psychiatric consultation, and participating patients did
not undergo any additional study-related procedures.

Study results on psychiatric pathology, diagnoses, and fur-
ther treatment have already been published elsewhere [17].
The current psychoactive medications used by the patients
prior to treatment recommendations by the psychiatrist
were recorded and classified into groups in the database.
Drug prescriptions were then classified as on- or off-label
according to the drug’s license in Germany at the time of use.

Data were collected from September 2011 to April
2012 at the University Clinic Erlangen, from March 2014
to September 2015 at Klinikum Forchheim and from
January 2016 to September 2017 at Evangelisches Krank-
enhaus Oldenburg. All psychiatric consultations per-
formed at these clinics during the specified periods were
included in the study, unless the patients did not consent
to data collection. The physicians treating the somatic ill-
ness usually made the decision to request a psychiatric
consultation for patients, based on the current psychopa-
thology shown by the patients. Over 90% of consultations
were conducted by the same three psychiatrists. The
majority of the patients (85.3%) came from the depart-
ment of internal medicine.
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Data were processed and analyzed using SPSS Statis-
tics 23 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA). Since the design of this
analysis was exploratory and based on a large database
with several study endpoints, data were primarily ana-
lyzed using descriptive statistics. In addition, influences
of co-factors such as gender and age were tested using
multi- or binomial regression analyses.

This study was approved by the ethics committee of the
Friedrich-Alexander-University of Erlangen-Nuremberg.

Results

Nine hundred and eighty-two patients participated in
this study, and information on the previous psychiat-
ric medications was available for 975 patients. Of these
patients, 60.3% were female and 39.7% were male. The
mean age was 64.3 years.

The rate of off-label prescriptions for psychoactive
medications in our patient population was 16.6%. On-
label psychiatric medications were prescribed to 20.2% of
patients, whereas 63.2% of patients had not received any
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Among all the previous off-label prescriptions, 57.1%
were judged as ‘not indicated” by the liaison psychiatrist
and additional 37.5% were judged as ‘partially indicated'
Only 3.4% of off-label prescriptions were judged to be
‘indicated:

The distribution of drug classes that were prescribed
off-label is shown in Table 2. Benzodiazepines were the
class of drugs that were most frequently prescribed oft-
label, with 25.8% of off-label prescriptions, followed by
atypical antipsychotics (18.2%) and low-potency antip-
sychotics (17.2%). Selective serotonin reuptake inhibi-
tors constituted 12.0% of oft-label prescriptions. Taking
together all antipsychotics of any generation and potency,
antipsychotics were the most frequently prescribed oft-
label drug class, with 38.3% of off-label prescriptions.

Table 2 Off-label prescriptions of psychiatric drugs

] L T . Class of drug Responses
previous psychiatric medication. When restricting the
analysis to patients who had received psychoactive medi- N Percent (%)
cations, the rate of off-label prescriptions was 45.1%. Low-potency antipsychotics 36 172
A logistic regression analysis was performed to exam- Atypical antipsychotics 38 182
ine the influence of the factors age and gender on the Typical antipsychotics 6 29
likelihood of off-label prescriptions in patients. The Benzodiazepines 4 58
models showed a statistically significant influence of age ., hypnotics 6 29
on the comparison of “on-label use” versus “off-label — ocp 2 120
use” (p = 0.018) and the comparison of “no psychiatric Mirtazapine 9 43
medication” versus “off-label use (p = 0.047); patients Tricyclic antidepressants 7 33
who received off-label prescriptions were slightly older ., ) 10
than the other two groups (Table 1). The ratio of male- Pregabalin 6 29
to-female patients was nearly equal in all groups, and the 20 96
logistic regression analysis did not show a statistically | 209 1000
significant influence of gender (Table 1).
Table 1 Demographics and psychiatric medication
On-label use Off-label use No psychiatric medication Total
Gender
Male
Count 76 62 249 387
Percent within psych. medication (%) 38.8 383 40.6 399
Female
Count 120 100 364 584
% within psych. mediation (%) 61.2 61.7 594 60.1
Mean age (years) 62.9% 67.5%+ 64.2% 64.3
Total
Count 196 162 613 971
Percent within psych. medication (%) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

*p=0018," p = 0.047
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Psychiatric disorders with high rates of off-label pre-
scriptions were somatoform disorders (28.0%), organic
mental disorders (21.9%), and anxiety disorders (22.1%).
Sleep disorders and drug-related disorders had high rates
of off-label prescriptions as well, but too few patients
were included in these categories to provide a valid
result. In the single case of a patient with the diagnosis of
sleep disorder who had received psychiatric medication,
an atypical antipsychotic had been prescribed oft-label.
Table 3 shows the rates of off-label prescriptions in the
different psychiatric diagnoses as determined by the psy-
chiatrist as a result of the consultation.

To investigate whether the high percentage of unjusti-
fied off-label prescriptions was related to a high amount
of incorrect diagnoses, we also analyzed the suspected
psychiatric diagnoses made by the non-psychiatrist phy-
sicians prior to the psychiatric consultation. Among all
cases of off-label prescription for which these data were
available (n = 104), 48.1% of diagnoses were classified by
the psychiatrists as “correct’, 35.6% were “partially cor-
rect” (e.g., depressive episode versus adjustment disor-
der), and 16.3% were “incorrect”.

Furthermore, we performed an exploratory analysis
of the distribution of off-label prescribing in the differ-
ent medical specialties. The vast majority of participants
were seen in the internal medicine department, and
74.5% of off-label prescriptions were written by physi-
cians in internal medicine. However, compared to other
specialties, internal medicine was slightly below average,
with 14.5% of patients receiving oft-label medications.
The specialty with the highest rate of off-label prescrip-
tions was the emergency department (62.5%), followed by
trauma surgery (27.8%), neurology (26.3%), and intensive
care (20.0%). Patients from other departments were very
rarely prescribed off-label medications; thus, the num-
bers were too small for interpretation.

Discussion

To our knowledge, this study represents the first large
and systematic analysis that specifically examines the
off-label prescribing of psychiatric drugs by non-psy-
chiatrists in a naturalistic clinical hospital environ-
ment. We observed a surprisingly high rate of off-label
prescriptions in this population, with 16.6% of patients
receiving off-label psychoactive medications. Among
the patients who received any psychopharmacological
medication, 45.1% received at least one off-label drug.
Compared to the literature, this rate is clearly higher
than the rates of off-label prescriptions reported in
British and German psychiatric wards in the previous
studies [5, 6]. Several possibilities may explain this dis-
crepancy. The difference may be partially due to a gen-
eral increase in the number of off-label prescriptions
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Table 3 Off-label prescriptions in different psychiatric
diagnoses

Psychiatric medication

On-label use Off-label use No psych.
medication

Organic mental disorders

N 37 41 109

% 19.8 219 583
Alcohol-related disorders

N 11 17 72

% 11.0 17.0 72.0
Other drugs

N 4 5 14

% 174 217 60.9
Psychosis

N 13 3 26

% 31.0 7.1 619
Affective disorders

N 71 51 223

% 20.6 14.8 64.6
Anxiety disorders

N 16 15 37

% 235 221 544
Reaction to severe stress/adjustment disorder

N 8 14 70

% 8.7 15.2 76.1
Dissociative and conversion disorders

N 0 1 7

% 0.0 12.5 875
Somatoform disorders

N 11 14 25

% 220 28.0 50.0
Eating disorders

N 1 1 4

% 16.7 16.7 66.7
Sleep disorders

N 0 1 2

% 0.0 333 66.7
Other diagnoses

N 1 4 17

% 4.5 18.2 77.3
No psychiatric disorder

N 4 4 40

% 6.4 85 85.1

since the early 2000s. Unfortunately, more recent data
from Western populations are not available for compari-
son, which is a surprising finding of the lack of (needed)
systematic examinations in the field of in-house off-label
prescribing.
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Second, differences between the populations studied
(psychiatric wards versus medical wards) could account
for the discrepancy, since the distribution of psychiatric
diagnoses in our population differed from the distribu-
tion typically found in psychiatric wards, particularly for
organic mental disorders. However, an additional reason
for the high rates of off-label prescriptions observed in
our population may be because prescribers in our popu-
lation were mostly physicians from specialties other than
psychiatry. These physicians may either have a gener-
ally more uncritical view of off-label prescribing or are
simply less informed about the licensed indications and
the recommended use of the drugs prescribed. If the lat-
ter is true, it implies a potential risk for patients, since a
responsible off-label prescribing practice requires good
knowledge of the scientific evidence supporting the oft-
label use of the drug in question for a specific condition.
Those facts also highlight the need for the systematic
education of non-psychiatric prescribers in the field
of psychopharmacological treatment options. In some
cases, an “unjustified” off-label prescription may have
simply been the result of an incorrect psychiatric diag-
nosis by the prescriber prior to the psychiatric consulta-
tion. Our data show that the rate of “incorrect” diagnoses
among cases of off-label prescription was 16.3%, whereas
a further 35.6% were only “partially correct” Thus, a pre-
scription may have been on-label based on the physi-
cian’s diagnosis at the time of prescription, but off-label
based on the correct diagnosis made by the psychiatrist.
This effect may have further contributed to the high rate
of off-label prescriptions in our patient population. Since
the distribution of correct versus incorrect diagnoses was
similar in cases of on-label prescription and in cases of
no psychiatric medication, we do not believe that this is
the primary explanation for our main results regarding
off-label prescribing. Nevertheless, the high amount of
incorrect or partially correct diagnoses further highlights
the necessity of a qualified psychiatric diagnosis prior to
prescription of psychopharmacological medication in
hospitals.

Our results on the evaluation of previous off-label
treatments by specialists support the hypothesis that
the frequent off-label prescribing practice in hospitals is
very often not in the patients’ interest. More than half of
off-label cases were judged to be ‘not indicated’ by psy-
chiatrists, and the off-label prescription was only clearly
advisable for 3.4% of patients. These results are consist-
ent with the previous studies, showing that the major-
ity of off-label prescriptions, particularly for psychiatric
indications, are not supported by solid scientific evidence
[12, 15, 18]. The fact that the justification of off-label
prescribed medications was based on the psychiatrists’
assessment and not controlled by standardized rules or
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a literature search may constitute a certain limitation of
our study; however, all psychiatrists performing the con-
sultations were experienced specialists with fundamental
scientific knowledge in the area of psychopharmacology.
Consistent with the literature, the classes of drugs that
were most frequently prescribed off-label were antipsy-
chotics and benzodiazepines. The oft-label prescription
of antipsychotics is very common in psychiatry [11, 19—
21] and has significantly increased over the years [22, 23].
With some exceptions, atypical antipsychotics are often
only licensed for use in patients with schizophrenia and
often bipolar disorder, but they are frequently prescribed
for other indications as well, particularly anxiety, affective
disorders, and organic mental disorders [19, 24, 25], due
to their stabilizing effects on agitation. Since the devel-
opment of atypical antipsychotics with reduced risks of
extrapyramidal symptoms (EPS), the reputation of antip-
sychotics has significantly improved; however, the sec-
ond-generation antipsychotics may also have significant
side effects, particularly regarding metabolic changes.
These changes may be negligible in relation to the imme-
diate dangers of acute psychosis or manic phases, but the
uncritical use of antipsychotics in other, less threaten-
ing conditions may not always be justified. Furthermore,
extrapyramidal side effects may still occur with atypical
antipsychotics [14], and tardive dyskinesia is of particular
concern because of its potential irreversibility. In a 2006
prospective cohort study of patients receiving mainte-
nance antipsychotic treatment, the risk of tardive dyski-
nesia following treatment with quetiapine was as high as
13% [26]. The study also confirmed previously known risk
factors for the development of EPS, including an older
age and duration of treatment [26—28]. Other potentially
serious risks of antipsychotics are cardiac side effects
[29-31] which may be of particular concern in patients
with preexisting heart disease. Thus, uncritical off-label
use of antipsychotics seems especially problematic in
elderly populations, such as our study population [32].
Long-term benzodiazepine use causes tolerance, addic-
tion, and potential abuse; thus, licenses and national
guidelines usually recommend the prescription of ben-
zodiazepines for only a very limited amount of time. In
addition to addiction, including the danger of potentially
severe withdrawal symptoms, long-term benzodiazepine
use is associated with side effects such as psychomotor
retardation, cognitive impairment, affective symptoms,
paradoxical inhibition, and drug interactions [33]. Again,
elderly patients are at an increased risk for the occur-
rence of these side effects [33-35]; however, the pre-
scription of benzodiazepines to patients simultaneously
increases with increasing age [32, 36]. CNS effects, such
as cognitive impairment and sedation, as well as drug
interactions play a significant role in elderly patients [33,
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35, 37]. Of particular concern is the increased risk of falls
in elderly patients receiving benzodiazepine treatment
[38, 39], with potentially life-threatening consequences.

The medical departments with the highest amounts of
off-label use were departments with a focus on the treat-
ment of acute cases and emergencies (emergency unit,
trauma surgery, intensive care, and neurology/stroke
unit). Psychiatric drugs in these situations were mostly
given for acute sedation with protection from the stress
and anxiety of the situation or/and prophylaxis of delir-
ium. In emergency situations, there is usually no time
for a medical clinician to consult a psychiatrist about the
choice of drugs; thus, acute treatment decisions need to
be made by physicians based on their previous knowl-
edge. We recommend the establishment of treatment
standards in departments according to the respective
national guidelines, since recommendations may differ
according to the status of licenses for different drugs in
different countries. In example, the guidelines for “Anal-
gesia, sedation and management of delirium” published
by an interdisciplinary consortium of 12 German medical
societies, including the German society of Psychiatry and
Psychotherapy, Psychosomatics and Neurology (DGPPN)
[40], recommends the carefully monitored use of benzo-
diazepines for symptom-oriented treatment of agitation
and anxiety as well as sedation (alternatives in intensive
care settings: Propofol and Clonidine). Neuroleptics are
recommended for the treatment of psychotic symptoms
only, for example, in delirium and are not to be regu-
larly used as sedatives. A pharmacological prophylaxis of
delirium is recommended for at-risk patients only using
low-dose Haloperidol (as licensed). However, these rec-
ommendations can only provide very general guidelines,
since treatment of individual patients in a given situa-
tion often requires acknowledgement of diverse factors,
and the establishment of one standard treatment for all
patients is difficult. Therefore, a regular review of cases
with the consultation-liaison psychiatrist could improve
patient care in the time following an acute situation and
could help to train physicians on treatment decisions in
future cases.

A limitation of our study is the lack of information on
the exact causes of a prescription being off-label, since
these data were not recorded at the time of data col-
lection. Although information on factors such as dose,
length of treatment, patient’s age, and means of admin-
istration were available to the psychiatrists and included
in their assessment of off-label use at the time of data
collection, the distribution of causes for prescriptions
being off-label cannot be retrospectively analyzed from
our database. Future studies of off-label medication use
should include the detailed recording of this informa-
tion to obtain a more differentiated picture of common,

Page 6 of 7

potentially problematic prescribing situations in different
drug categories.

Conclusions

In summary, the off-label prescription of psychotropic
drugs, particularly antipsychotics and benzodiazepines,
is a very common phenomenon in German hospital
wards of non-psychiatric specialties, at least in the inves-
tigated hospitals. Furthermore, most of these prescrip-
tions are not supported by solid clinical and scientific
knowledge and may thus constitute a potential risk for
patients, particularly when patients are administered
multiple off-label medications. Better training on psychi-
atric pharmacology for physicians from other specialties
is necessary, as is a policy for the timely consultation of a
specialized psychiatric colleague in hospitalized patients
presenting with a psychiatric pathology.

Abbreviations
UK: United Kingdom; EPS: extrapyramidal symptoms.

Author’s contributions

HHOM and JGM collected the data. CL and HHOM wrote the final draft of the
manuscript. TWG, SM, CS, AZ, and AP critically reviewed and improved the
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Author details

! Medical Campus University of Oldenburg, School of Medicine and Health
Sciences, Psychiatry and Psychotherapy-University Hospital, Karl-Jaspers-Klinik,
Hermann-Ehlers-Strale 7, 26160 Bad Zwischenahn, Germany. > Department
of Internal Medicine, Klinikum Forchheim, Forchheim, Germany. 3 Department
of Psychiatry and Psychotherapy, Friedrich-Alexander-University Erlangen-
Nuremberg, Erlangen, Germany.

Acknowledgements
None.

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

Availability of data and materials
All data are available on request.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Ethics approval and consent to participate

The study was evaluated and approved by the Ethics Committee of the
University of Erlangen/Nuremberg. All patients gave informed consent to
participate.

Funding
This research did not receive any specific grants from funding agencies in the
public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

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

Received: 27 November 2017 Accepted: 23 January 2018
Published online: 08 February 2018



Lucke et al. Ann Gen Psychiatry (2018) 17:7

References

1.

Ekins-Daukes S, Helms PJ, Taylor MW, McLay JS. Off-label prescribing

to children: attitudes and experience of general practitioners. Br J Clin
Pharmacol. 2005;60(2):145-9.

Wertheimer A. Off-label prescribing of drugs for children. Curr Drug Saf.
2011;6(1):46-8.

Baldwin DK, Kosky N. Off-label prescribing in psychiatric practice. Adv
Psychiatr Treat. 2007;13:414-22.

Lowe-Ponsford FL, Baldwin DS. Off-label prescribing by psychiatrists.
Psychol Bull. 2000;24:415-7.

Douglas-Hall P, Fuller A, Gill-Banham S. An analysis of off-licence prescrib-
ing in psychiatric medicine. Pharmaceut J. 2001;267:890-1.

Assion HJ, Jungck C. Off-label prescribing in a German psychiatric hospi-
tal. Pharmacopsychiatry. 2007;40(1):30-6.

Kharadi D, Patel K, Rana D, Patel V. Off-label drug use in psychiatry
outpatient Department: a prospective study at a Tertiary Care Teaching
Hospital. J Basic Clin Pharm. 2015;6(2):45-9.

Haw C, Stubbs J. Off-label use of antipsychotics: are we mad? Expert Opin
Drug Saf. 2007;6(5):533-45.

Haw C, Stubbs J. Benzodiazepines—a necessary evil? A survey of
prescribing at a specialist UK psychiatric hospital. J Psychopharmacol.
2007,21(6):645-9.

Sutherland A, Waldek S. It is time to review how unlicensed medicines are
used. Eur J Clin Pharmacol. 2015;71(9):1029-35.

Hickie IB. Reducing off-label prescribing in psychiatry. Med J Aust.
2014,200(2):65-6.

Haw C, Stubbs J. Off-label psychotropic prescribing for young persons in
medium security. J Psychopharmacol. 2010;24(10):1491-8.

Evidence of harm from offlabel and unlicensed medicine in children.
EMEA. [http://www.ema.europa.eu/docs/en_GB/document_library/
Other/2009/10/WC500004021.pdf1. Accessed Oct 2004.

Remington G, Hahn M. Off-label antipsychotic use and tardive dyskinesia
in at-risk populations: new drugs with old side effects. J Psychiatry Neuro-
sci. 2014;39(1):E1-2.

Brauner JV, Johansen LM, Roesbjerg T, Pagsberg AK. Off-label prescription
of psychopharmacological drugs in child and adolescent psychiatry. J
Clin Psychopharmacol. 2016,36(5):500-7.

Culshaw J, Kendall D, Wilcock A. Off-label prescribing in palliative care: a
survey of independent prescribers. Palliat Med. 2013;27(4):314-9.

Lucke C, Gschossmann JM, Schmidt A, Gschossmann J, Lam AP, Schnei-
der CE, Philipsen A, Muller HH. A comparison of two psychiatric service
approaches: findings from the Consultation vs Liaison Psychiatry-Study.
BMC Psychiatry. 2017;17(1):8.

Radley DC, Finkelstein SN, Stafford RS. Off-label prescribing among office-
based physicians. Arch Intern Med. 2006;166(9):1021-6.

Hodgson R, Belgamwar R. Off-label prescribing by psychiatrists. Psychiatr
Bull. 2006;30(2):55-7.

Leslie DL, Mohamed S, Rosenheck RA. Off-label use of antipsychotic
medications in the department of Veterans Affairs health care system.
Psychiatr Serv. 2009;60(9):1175-81.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Page 7 of 7

. Hoff R, Braam AW. Off-label prescriptions in acute psychiatry: a practice-

based evaluation. Tijdschr Psychiatr. 2013;55(4):233-45.

McKean A, Monasterio E. Off-label use of atypical antipsychotics: cause
for concern? CNS Drugs. 2012,26(5):383-90.

Alexander GC, Gallagher SA, Mascola A, Moloney RM, Stafford RS. Increas-
ing off-label use of antipsychotic medications in the United States,
1995-2008. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf. 2011;20(2):177-84.

Sridharan K, Arora K, Chaudhary S. Off-label drug use in psychiatry: a ret-
rospective audit in a tertiary care hospital. Asian J Psychiatr. 2016;24:124.
Weih M, Thurauf N, Bleich S, Kornhuber J. Off-label use in psychiatry.
Fortschr Neurol Psychiatr. 2008;76(1):7-13.

Casey DE. Implications of the CATIE trial on treatment: extrapyramidal
symptoms. CNS Spectr. 2006;11(7 Suppl 7):25-31.

Carton L, Cottencin O, Lapeyre-Mestre M, Geoffroy PA, Favre J, Simon

N, Bordet R, Rolland B. Off-label prescribing of antipsychotics in adults,
children and elderly individuals: a systematic review of recent prescrip-
tion trends. Curr Pharm Des. 2015;21(23):3280-97.

Kane JM, Smith JM. Tardive dyskinesia: prevalence and risk factors,
1959-1979. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 1982;39(4):473-81.

Gupta S, Masand PS, Gupta S. Cardiovascular side effects of novel antipsy-
chotics. CNS Spectr. 2001;6(11):912-8.

Howland RH. Atypical antipsychotics are not all alike: side effects and risk
assessment. J Psychosoc Nurs Ment Health Serv. 2014;52(9):13-5.
lkeno T, Okumura Y, Kugiyama K, Ito H. Analysis of the cardiac side effects
of antipsychotics: Japanese adverse drug event report database (JADER).
Nihon Shinkei Seishin Yakurigaku Zasshi. 2013;33(4):179-82.

Kamble P, Sherer J, Chen H, Aparasu R. Off-label use of second-generation
antipsychotic agents among elderly nursing home residents. Psychiatr
Serv. 2010,61(2):130-6.

Longo LP, Johnson B. Addiction: Part I. Benzodiazepines-side effects,
abuse risk and alternatives. Am Fam Physician. 2000;61(7):2121-8.

Kruse WH. Problems and pitfalls in the use of benzodiazepines in the
elderly. Drug Saf. 1990;5(5):328-44.

Madhusoodanan S, Bogunovic OJ. Safety of benzodiazepines in the
geriatric population. Expert Opin Drug Saf. 2004;3(5):485-93.

Olfson M, King M, Schoenbaum M. Benzodiazepine use in the United
States. JAMA Psychiatry. 2015;72(2):136-42.

Dautzenberg PL, van der Zande JA, Conemans JM, Rikkert MG.

Off-label drug use on a Dutch geriatric ward. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry.
2009;24(10):1173-4.

Softic A, Beganlic A, Pranjic N, Sulejmanovic S. The influence of the

use of benzodiazepines in the frequency falls in the elderly. Med Arch.
2013;67(4):256-9.

Pariente A, Dartigues JF, Benichou J, Letenneur L, Moore N, Fourrier-
Reglat A. Benzodiazepines and injurious falls in community dwelling
elders. Drugs Aging. 2008;25(1):61-70.

Association of the Scientific Medical Societies in Germany (AWMF):
S3-Leitlinie, Analgesie, Sedierung und Delirmanagement in der Intensiv-
medizin (DAS-Leitlinie 2015). http://www.awmf.org/. Accessed Aug 2015.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and we will help you at every step:

* We accept pre-submission inquiries

e Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal
* We provide round the clock customer support

e Convenient online submission

e Thorough peer review

e Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services

e Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at

www.biomedcentral.com/submit () BiolMed Central



http://www.ema.europa.eu/docs/en_GB/document_library/Other/2009/10/WC500004021.pdf
http://www.ema.europa.eu/docs/en_GB/document_library/Other/2009/10/WC500004021.pdf
http://www.awmf.org/

	Off-label prescription of psychiatric drugs by non-psychiatrist physicians in three general hospitals in Germany
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Author’s contributions
	References




