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A B S T R A C T   

Objective: This study is a non-randomized pragmatic trial to assess the feasibility and acceptability of the Primary 
Care Intervention for Posttraumatic stress disorder (PCIP) (Srivastava et al., 2021), an Integrated Behavioral 
Health Care treatment for PTSD in adolescents. 
Method: Following routine clinic procedures, youth who were suspected of having trauma-related mental health 
symptoms were referred by their primary care providers to integrated care social workers for evaluation. The 
integrated care social workers referred the first 23 youth whom they suspected of having PTSD to the research 
study. Twenty youth consented to the study and 19 completed the pre-assessment (17 female; mean age = 19.32, 
SD = 2.11; range 14–22 years). More than 40% identified as Black and a third as Hispanic/Latinx. PCIP 
mechanisms and clinical outcomes were assessed pre- and post-treatment, and at one-month follow-up. Partic-
ipants and therapists completed post-treatment qualitative interviews to assess feasibility and acceptability, and 
treatment sessions were audio recorded to assess fidelity. 
Results: Findings suggest high acceptability, satisfaction, and feasibility of the PCIP delivered in “real-life” safety 
net pediatric primary care. Integrated care social workers had high treatment fidelity. Despite the small sample 
size, there was significant improvement in symptom scores of anxiety (g = 0.68, p = 0.02) and substance use (g =
0.36, p = 0.04) from pre to post, and depression symptoms (g = 0.38, p = 0.04) from pre to follow-up. Qualitative 
data from patients who completed exit interviews and integrated social workers indicated high satisfaction with 
the treatment, with some participants reporting that the integrated intervention was more acceptable and less 
stigmatizing than seeking mental health care outside of primary care. 
Conclusions: The PCIP may improve treatment engagement and access for vulnerable youth. Promising findings of 
high acceptability, feasibility, and initial clinical effectiveness suggest that PCIP warrants larger-scale study as 
part of routine care in pediatric integrated care.   
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1. Introduction 

Low-income youth who are Black, Indigenous, or Persons of color 
(BIPOC) have increased risk of exposure to trauma and subsequent 
development of posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD) (Crouch et al., 
2000; Lopez et al., 2017; Price et al., 2019; Pulsifer et al., 2019). 
Approximately 7% of U.S. adolescents will have PTSD by the time they 
are 18 years old (Merikangas et al., 2010). However, it is estimated that 
30%–50% of adolescents receiving health services in safety net hospitals 
and federally qualified health centers (FQHCs)—which provide care to a 
higher proportion of patients who are racial/ethnic minorities, 
non-English speaking, uninsured, underinsured, undocumented, or 
low-income (Gaskin, Hadley, & P, 199 9; Lasser et al., 2021; Nath et al., 
2016)—have symptoms consistent with a diagnosis of PTSD (Ng et al., 
2022; Selwyn et al., 2019). Untreated PTSD in adolescents is associated 
not only with poor mental health, but also with academic failure, 
high-risk sexual behaviors, suicide attempts, substance use disorders, 
relationship problems, and arrests (Cohen et al., 2010; Kartha et al., 
2008; Lipschitz et al., 2000). Early identification and immediate treat-
ment of PTSD symptoms in primary care may help reduce these poor 
outcomes. 

Although low-income and BIPOC youth are more likely to develop 
PTSD, they are less likely to receive treatment for it, and those who do 
are more likely to drop out before treatment completion (Alim et al., 
2006; Chung et al., 2003, 2003de Arellano et al., 2018; Liebschutz et al., 
2007; Lipschitz et al., 2000; Lopez et al., 2017; Mowbray et al., 2018). 
This disparity in care may stem, in part, from low-income and BIPOC 
youth receiving fewer mental health services overall, regardless of 
diagnosis, compared to higher income and non-Hispanic White youth 
(Bartram & Stewart, 2019; Chung et al., 2003; Cook et al., 2016; Cook 
et al., 2017; Fitts et al., 2019; Le Cook et al., 2013; Nobles, Valentine, 
Gerber, Shtasel, & Marques, 2016, Nov - Dec; Pulsifer et al., 2019). This 
disparity has been observed at both the individual level, such as 
low-income and BIPOC youth with a mental health need being less likely 
to be offered care (Borowsky et al., 2000; Fitts et al., 2019), and at the 
agency level, such as health care clinics that serve low-income patients 
having less access to clinic or community based mental health services 
for referrals (Fitts et al., 2019; Wielen et al., 2015). 

Moreover, even when referred for mental health services, individuals 
who are racial/ethnic minorities are less likely to engage in specialty 
mental health treatment (Maura & Weisman de Mamani, 2017, Dec) and 
are less likely to receive high quality and evidence based treatment 
(Dougherty et al., 2014; Vidal & Connell, 2019). Logistical, structural, 
and attitudinal barriers and linguistic and cultural factors also 
contribute to disparities in treatment access and utilization, including 
location based convenience and availability of services, cost and time 
constraints, prejudice and discrimination, mistrust in health service 
systems, differences in perceived need, and perceived stigma and 
self-efficacy (Alang, 2019; Alegría et al., 2015; Chakawa, 2022; Green 
et al., 2020; Ortega & Alegría, 2002; Wong et al., 2018). 

Integrated Behavioral Health Care (IBHC) has been found to improve 
uptake of mental health services for all patients, and particularly for 
low-income patients of color, because of the ease of access and lower 
stigma associated with this treatment (Ayalon et al., 2007; Curran et al., 
2012; Johnson & Possemato, 2019; O’Loughlin et al., 2019). IBHC al-
lows patients to access mental health treatment in a familiar setting and 
leverages existing relationships with primary care providers to increase 
uptake of mental health services (Joseph et al., 2017; Kaltman et al., 
2014; Vera et al., 2010). IBHC has been found to improve mental health 
care access, quality of care, patient satisfaction, and mental health 
symptoms within and across diverse patient populations (Archer et al., 
2012; Chwastiak et al., 2017; Katon et al., 2010; Miller et al., 2013; Uga, 
Kulkarni, Heeramun, & Bottum, 2017, Jul-Aug; Woltmann et al., 2012). 

Even with the many benefits of IBHC, youth with PTSD are often 
denied IBHC mental health treatment because it is not feasible to pro-
vide first-line evidence-based interventions (EBIs) for PTSD in pediatric 

primary care IBHC (Cohen et al., 2008; Curran et al., 2012) due to 
typical restrictions limiting the number of treatment sessions to five or 
fewer. For example, Trauma-Focused Cognitive Behavioral Therapy 
(TF-CBT), the PTSD intervention with the largest evidence base for ad-
olescents (Cohen et al., 2006, 2008, 2010; Kowalik et al., 2011; Morina 
et al., 2016), requires 8 to 25 90-min or hour-long weekly sessions. 
Furthermore, TF-CBT includes exposure to trauma memories and re-
quires caregiver participation, both of which were deemed infeasible in 
pediatric IBHC in formative research, in part due to the prioritization of 
treatment brevity (Srivastava et al., 2021). Although brief IBHC in-
terventions for PTSD have been developed for adults (Harmon et al., 
2014; Possemato, 2011; Possemato et al., 2016; Sijbrandij et al., 2007), 
to our knowledge none have been developed for children or adolescents. 

Therefore, even when IBHC providers are available in pediatric pri-
mary care for youth with anxiety, depression, or other disorders, youth 
with PTSD are typically referred for specialized mental health services 
provided in psychiatry or mental health clinics (Banh, Saxe, Mangione, 
& Horton, 2008, Nov-Dec). Unfortunately, patient follow-through on 
referrals to specialty care is very low (Banh et al., 2008, Nov-Dec). This 
gap in available and utilized services is particularly concerning given the 
increased focus nationwide on the identification of PTSD symptoms in 
youth. Many states, including California, have begun incentivizing the 
screening of all child Medicaid patients for Adverse Childhood Experi-
ences (ACEs) in pediatric primary care, which will likely lead to uni-
versal trauma screening of low-income youth. However, if a youth 
screens positive for ACEs and is then subsequently identified to have 
PTSD symptoms, there are currently no EBIs to address PTSD that are 
feasible to implement in the pediatric primary care setting. Given these 
concerns, clinical researchers in the U.S. have called for the develop-
ment of stepped-care approaches that provide brief, low-intensity in-
terventions for PTSD in child and adolescent primary care settings 
before considering referral to specialty care if warranted (Cohen et al., 
2008; Schneider et al., 2013). 

The goal of this study was to use a non-randomized pragmatic trial to 
collect preliminary data on the feasibility and acceptability of the Pri-
mary Care Intervention for Posttraumatic stress disorder (PCIP; (Sri-
vastava et al., 2021) delivered in an Adolescent Medicine primary care 
clinic by frontline integrated care social workers as part of routine care. 
The PCIP was developed for use in pediatric primary care clinics, 
including those that serve a large number of low-income and BIPOC 
youth, using the existing clinic staff, making it a potentially sustainable 
and efficient model for pediatric IBHC (Srivastava et al., 2021). The PCIP 
consists of three 30- to 50-min sessions, designed to be delivered over 
three weeks to three months. Following guidance from the original 
BREATHE intervention, completion of two sessions was hypothesized to 
be the minimum exposure needed for clinical change (Mueser et al., 
2015; Srivastava et al., 2021). The brief, low-intensity, flexible format of 
the PCIP is feasible within the standard practices of IBHC in terms of 
duration, frequency, and number of sessions. Therapists were asked to 
assess PTSD symptoms at the end of treatment to determine if PCIP 
reduced symptoms and improved functioning. Therapists were then 
asked to refer patients who are still in need of, and interested in, further 
treatment to specialty care. The short course of treatment and the po-
tential to be a sufficient treatment for many patients, with the option for 
further care if needed, increases the PCIP’s potential reach and impact 
(Beaglehole et al., 2008; Glasgow et al., 1999). Because of these factors, 
this program has high potential for adoption, implementation, and 
sustainability in pediatric IBHC settings, thereby increasing equity and 
access to care in youth with PTSD symptoms. 

The PCIP would be deemed feasible if (a) the IBHC social workers 
could deliver the PCIP with high fidelity to the treatment model 
following relatively limited training and supervision, and (b) the IBHC 
social workers report that the PCIP fits within routine clinic work flow 
and available resources at the clinic. The PCIP would be determined to 
be acceptable if (a) patients and IBHC social workers report that they 
were satisfied with the treatment, and (b) patients and IBHC social 
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workers qualitatively reported that the PCIP engaged the hypothesized 
treatment mechanisms and resulted in positive improvements on clinical 
outcomes. In addition, because rates of treatment uptake (i.e. atten-
dance at a first treatment session) for youth referred for trauma treat-
ment range from 26% to 72% (Coulter, 2010; McKay et al., 2005; 
McPherson et al., 2011), the PCIP would also be considered acceptable if 
(c) 50% or more of eligible patients offered the program accepted it and 
attended the first session. Moreover, youth with a trauma-history are 
more likely to drop out of care (Lau & Weisz, 2003), with completion 
rates in effectiveness studies in “real world” settings of minimally 
adequate doses between 9% and 77%, with many studies having 
completion rates of less than 50% (Eslinger et al., 2014; McKay et al., 
2005; McPherson et al., 2011; Murphy et al., 2013; Steinberg et al., 
2019; Wamser-Nanney & Steinzor, 2017; Yasinski et al., 2018). There-
fore, the PCIP will also be considered acceptable if (d) more than 75% of 
patients who begin treatment receive the minimally adequate dose of 
two PCIP sessions. 

The PCIP was designed to overcome obstacles to the timely treatment 
of PTSD symptoms and associated sequelae that result in disparities 
between low-income and BIPOC youth compared to their higher income 
and non-Hispanic White counterparts. If found to be effective and 
implementable, the PCIP could allow youth with PTSD to receive timely 
care following identification by their pediatrician, which could sub-
stantially improve treatment engagement and access, particularly for 
low-income patients of color (Ayalon et al., 2007; Johnson & Possemato, 
2019). By integrating this brief PTSD treatment into the standard of care 
in pediatric IBHC, we provide a “real-life” delivery model for reducing 
disparities amongst youth at higher risk for PTSD and long-term nega-
tive health outcomes. 

2. Method 

2.1. The Primary Care Intervention for Posttraumatic stress disorder 
(PCIP) 

The Brief Relaxation, Education and Trauma Healing (BREATHE) 
intervention is a three-session low-intensity EBI for PTSD designed for 
adults in specialty care from which the PCIP was adapted (Mueser et al., 
2015; Nishith et al., 2015; Srivastava et al., 2021). The BREATHE 
intervention was demonstrated in a randomized controlled trial (RCT) to 
be effective in adults at reducing PTSD symptoms to sub-clinical levels 
with just three sessions for 30% of patients, compared to 40% of patients 
receiving a 12–16 session cognitive restructuring EBI for PTSD (Mueser 
et al., 2015). Moreover, patients receiving BREATHE maintained re-
ductions in PTSD, depression, and anxiety symptoms through one-year 
of follow and had equivalent levels of improvement in post-traumatic 
cognitions, depression and anxiety, and quality of life as participants 
in the 12-session EBI (Mueser et al., 2015). Retention rates in BREATHE 
during the RCT were high (95% vs. 75% in the 12-session EBI), sug-
gesting that the BREATHE was acceptable and well-tolerated. Adapta-
tions to the BREATHE intervention were based on qualitative data from 
pediatric primary care patients, parents, and medical and behavioral 
health providers (n = 19) (Srivastava et al., 2021). For example, the 
PCIP was reduced from 1-hour sessions to three, thirty-to 50-min ses-
sions (additional sessions could be provided depending on client’s 
needs) delivered adjacent to co-occurring medical appointments and 
delivered in rooms in the primary care clinic to decrease attrition. Ses-
sions were designed to be weekly, but with flexibility for biweekly or 
monthly. Psychoeducation was adapted to be delivered during the first 
session through worksheets alone instead of worksheets supplemented 
with a video in the original BREATHE program, in part because the 
diverse adolescent participants reported not identifying with the older 
White patients in the videos, and felt that the lack of diversity in the 
videos was reducing their engagement with the treatment. In addition, 
in response to the qualitative data, we added active discussion and 
practice of positive coping skills. Like in the original BREATHE program, 

psychoeducation and breathing retraining were both introduced in the 
first session to ensure that youth received both primary mechanisms of 
action. This feature of the original BREATHE was retained to be 
responsive to provider concerns about high rates of dropout after the 
first contact with IBHC in general. In addition, literature shows that 
youth, particularly BIPOC youth, often expect and hope to receive psy-
choeducation and coping skills during the first session (Gallardo & 
Gomez, 2015; Watsford et al., 2013). 

The hypothesized mechanisms that underlie PCIP are: (1) psycho-
education to increase knowledge about, and self-recognition of, PTSD 
symptoms (Wong et al., 2013), which enhances motivation for treatment 
and reduces inaccurate trauma-related cognitions (Nishith et al., 2015); 
(2) breathing retraining to increase vagal tone, normalize maladaptive 
overactivation of the sympathetic nervous system, reduce physiological 
arousal when confronted with trauma reminders (Philippot et al., 2002; 
Porges, 2003; Streeter et al., 2012; Williamson et al., 2014) and subse-
quent misinterpretation of ambiguous stimuli as threats (Hamblen & 
Mueser, 2021); and (3) enhancing positive coping strategies to facilitate 
effective management of stress and comorbid symptoms of anxiety and 
depression (Thompson et al., 2018). Further, homework, allows the 
patient to review and practice skills in “real world” settings, leading to 
generalization, proficiency, and confidence. 

2.2. Study setting 

The Adolescent Center at Boston Medical Center (BMC) provides 
multidisciplinary care to over 2000 urban adolescent and young adult 
patients ranging in age from 12 to 22 years old and conducts over 6000 
clinic visits each year. Patients come from diverse cultural, racial, lin-
guistic, socioeconomic, and national origins and backgrounds. Many 
have unmet psychosocial and mental health needs. In addition to pri-
mary care, the Adolescent Center provides subspecialty services 
including substance use evaluation and treatment, follow up after sexual 
assault, services to transgender youth, a program for pregnant and 
parenting teens, and a menstrual disorders clinic. There are 19 Adoles-
cent Center staff, comprised of four adolescent medicine-trained physi-
cians, a nurse practitioner, five urgent care clinic staff with expertise 
caring for adolescents, a family planner, three nursing staff, two medical 
practice assistants, two social workers and one patient navigator. 

At the time of the study, between August 2018 and June 2019, 1049 
patients between the ages of 12–26 received IBHC services in the BMC 
Department of Pediatrics. Of the 1049 patients, 75% (n = 783) had 
public payor health insurance, 71.5% (n = 750) were female, and 51% 
(n = 537) were Black, 20% (n = 208) were non-Black Hispanic/Latinx, 
14% (n = 149) were non-Hispanic White, 1.5% (n = 16) were Asian, one 
was American Indian/Native American, two were listed as other race/ 
ethnicity, and 13% (n = 136) had race/ethnicity recorded as declined/ 
not available. When we instituted universal screening of adolescents in 
the clinic using the Child PTSD Symptom Scale for DSM-5 Interview 
(CPSS-5-I; (Foa et al., 2018), we found that 30% met criteria for PTSD, 
7% met criteria for subsyndromal PTSD, and an additional 19% for 
impairing PTSD symptoms associated with a non-Criterion A trauma 
which could include events such as relationship difficulties, non-violent 
deaths of loved ones, and parental incarceration. Altogether, 56% of 
adolescents receiving pediatric primary care services at BMC had 
trauma-related symptoms that were impairing their functioning (Ng 
et al., 2022). 

2.3. Ethics statement 

This study was approved by the Boston University Medical Center 
Institutional Review Board (# H-37715). 

2.4. Provider training and supervision 

By design, the providers of the PCIP were social workers providing 
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integrated care in the BMC Department of Pediatrics, who then also 
provided the PCIP as part of routine care. At the time of the study there 
were two full-time Adolescent Medicine mental health social workers, 
three Pediatrics mental health social workers, and one Psychiatry social 
worker who provided care in the Pediatrics clinic, all of whom were 
White cisgender women. The clinic social workers had many years of 
experience providing integrated mental health care including CBT 
techniques and strategies to address depression and anxiety symptoms. 
However, they had minimal training and experience treating PTSD. 

Two half-day trainings on the identification of PTSD, trauma-focused 
care, and implementation of the intervention using didactics and role 
playing were offered by authors 1 and 2 to all mental health social 
workers in the Department of Pediatrics, regardless of whether they 
chose to participate in the research study. Of the six social workers, four 
provided the PCIP as part of the research study. Ongoing supervision of 
the intervention by author 1 was offered to social workers, but as a 
group they decided not to have supervision, and instead have consul-
tation available on an as-needed basis. During the feasibility trial, one 
social worker requested in-person consultation for a client who was 
living in a traumatizing and toxic group foster home environment. 

2.5. Recruitment and participants 

As part of routine care, the Adolescent Center integrated care social 
workers were paged by clinic staff and providers whenever there was a 
behavioral or mental health concern about a patient. Following a routine 
mental health evaluation, the integrated care social workers used their 
clinical judgment to refer youth who they suspected of having PTSD to 
the research study. Social workers contacted research staff to notify 
them of patients who were interested in participating in the research. 

We sought to enroll the first 20 primary care patients of the 
Adolescent Medicine clinic who (1) were between the ages of 12–26 
years of age, (2) spoke and read English proficiently, (3) were identified 
by the integrated care clinic social workers as likely having PTSD, and 
(4) agreed to participate in the PCIP and the research components, 
including quantitative and qualitative assessment and access to medical 
chart information. Patients aged 18 years and older gave written consent 
to participate in the study. Patients below age 18 gave assent and their 
parents/guardians gave written consent or verbal consent over the 
phone. Parental consent for patients under 18 was only required for 
participating in the research, but not to receive the treatment as part of 
their routine medical care. 

Social workers who provided the PCIP to a patient participating in 
the study gave verbal informed consent to provide qualitative data on 
their experience providing the PCIP to study participants. All patients 
who participated in the research received a $20 payment on a debit card 
as remuneration for their time for each pre, post, and follow-up assess-
ment. The treating social workers received $50 as gratuities for their 
time spent scheduling study appointments, conducting audio re-
cordings, participating in post-treatment interviews, and liaising with 
the research staff. 

2.6. Implementation outcomes and data collection 

Treatment Initiation and Dropout. The number of potential par-
ticipants approached for participation, number who consented to the 
study, and the number who completed each of the three PCIP sessions 
were recorded. Following the original BREATHE protocol (Mueser et al., 
2015; Nishith et al., 2015), treatment completion was defined as 
completing the first two PCIP sessions. The number of PCIP no shows or 
cancellations were obtained from medical charts. 

Engagement in Specialty Mental Health Services During or 
Following the PCIP. The number of patients who were referred for 
further mental health treatment within one month after the PCIP and the 
number of patients who followed through on mental health referrals 
within three months after the PCIP were obtained from participant 

medical records. 
Feasibility, Acceptability, and Satisfaction. The social workers 

who administered the PCIP and the patients who received it were asked 
to participate in post-treatment semi-structured interviews to under-
stand their perspectives on the feasibility, acceptability, satisfaction 
with the program, and their observations or experiences of changes in 
symptoms and functioning. Interviews with patients occurred after the 
post-intervention quantitative assessment. In cases where a patient had 
disengaged from the PCIP treatment but was willing to complete as-
sessments, the qualitative interviews were conducted after the patient’s 
last completed treatment session, and interviewers prompted specif-
ically for barriers to completing the treatment sessions or reasons why 
the patient disengaged. 

Social workers who delivered the PCIP were approached for partic-
ipation in brief qualitative interviews after each of their patients had 
completed or dropped out of the PCIP. Social workers interviews 
included questions about PCIP implementation, effectiveness, and bar-
riers and facilitators of treatment. The interviewers had limited contact 
with social workers in terms of the treatment training and study research 
procedures in order to minimize demand characteristics or biased re-
sponses to interview prompts, and included one bachelor-level research 
assistants, author 7. 

Fidelity. The fidelity of the social workers to the PCIP was assessed 
using ratings of audio recorded treatment sessions. Two research assis-
tants listened to each audio recording session and completed a brief fi-
delity checklist of expected treatment components and adherence to the 
treatment protocol. The fidelity checklist was adapted from the fidelity 
checklists used in the evaluation of the original BREATHE intervention 
(Lu et al., 2012). The PCIP fidelity checklist covered 14 domains with 
approximately four ratings each for a total of 52 ratings per session. 
Fidelity was scored as the mean of how competently the planned ac-
tivities were delivered and how closely the therapists adhered to the 
intervention (1 = Poor, 2 = Satisfactory, 3 = Excellent, or Not appli-
cable). There was strong agreement across the fidelity raters, overall 
Cohen’s κ = 0.836, p < 0.001. See Supplemental File 1 for a list of the 14 
fidelity domains and descriptive statistics of competency ratings. 

2.7. Exploratory effectiveness outcomes and data collection 

Quantitative data on PCIP treatment mechanisms and clinical out-
comes were assessed at three time points: (1) Pre-Treatment (T1) con-
ducted within the two weeks prior to the first PCIP treatment session, (2) 
Post-Treatment (T2) conducted within the two weeks after the last PCIP 
treatment session, and (3) the One-Month Follow-Up (T3), conducted 
approximately one month after the last PCIP session. All quantitative 
data were recorded via paper log by study staff or as self-report. De-
mographic data were collected at T1. Participants could still complete 
the T2 and T3 assessments even if they did not finish all three PCIP 
sessions. Participants were given the option to complete the question-
naires alone using pen and paper or to have the measures administered 
verbally by a research assistant. If participants chose to complete the 
measures alone, research assistants remained available to answer 
questions. If participants were unable to attend assessments in-person, 
measures were administered verbally over the phone by research 
assistants. 

Covariates and Descriptives. During the pre-assessment, patients 
completed a questionnaire to collect information on gender, sex, age, 
race/ethnicity, education, previous and current engagement in psy-
chotherapy, and previous and current prescribed psychotropic medica-
tion. In addition, mental health diagnoses and additional co-occurring 
non-PCIP sessions with BMC social workers were recorded from pa-
tient’s medical charts. 

PTSD Knowledge. Accurate Knowledge about PTSD was assessed 
using the PTSD Knowledge Test, which has been used previously to 
assess change in PTSD knowledge after the BREATHE intervention 
(Mueser et al., 2009). The PTSD Knowledge Test is a 15-item true/false 
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and multiple-choice test that assesses information about trauma expo-
sure, PTSD symptoms, associated problems, and treatment outcomes. 
Cronbach’s alpha in this sample was .60. Items 7 (“An example of 
re-experiencing an event is”) and 15 (T/F “Is the following statement 
true or false? ‘The only people who get PTSD are people who have been 
in a war’”) were constant in the sample and so they were dropped. In 
addition, the alpha was improved to 0.64 with the removal of item 8 
(T/F “People who have PTSD often have other problems like using too 
much alcohol or drugs.” Therefore, the PTSD Knowledge Test score re-
ported in this sample is composed of the sum score of the correct answers 
for the remaining 12 items. 

PTSD Symptoms and Hyperarousal. Participants were given the 
Child PTSD Symptom Scale (CPSS; (Foa et al., 2001) which has been 
validated with youth between the ages of 8 and 18, and assesses the 
frequency of 17 PTSD symptoms in the past two weeks that are associ-
ated with the participant’s most distressing event. Symptoms are rated 
on a scale from 0 (not at all or only at one time) to 3 (5 or more times a 
week/almost always). Arousal was assessed using the five hyperarousal 
items on the CPSS. Cronbach’s alpha for arousal in this sample was .74. 
PTSD symptoms in the past two weeks were assessed using the sum score 
of the 17 symptom items on the CPSS. The Cronbach’s alpha for PTSD 
symptoms for this sample was .89. 

PTSD Related Functional Impairment. PTSD-related Functional 
Impairment was assessed using the seven functional impairment items 
from the CPSS which ask participants to indicate whether any PTSD 
symptoms interfered (Yes = 1, No = 0) in seven domains of life. The 
Cronbach’s alpha was .52, so item level scores were reported. 

Trauma Exposure. On the CPSS, participants were asked to answer 
the following questions, “Please write down your most distressing 
event” and “Length of time since the event.” Most distressing event and 
time since event were recorded. The most distressing event for partici-
pants were separated into events that met, and those that did not meet, 
DSM-5 Criterion A requirements. 

Post-trauma Cognitions. Post-traumatic cognitions were assessed 
by the Post-Traumatic Cognitions Inventory (PTCI; (Foa et al., 1999)), a 
33-item scale. Participants indicate on a scale of 1 (Totally disagree) to 7 
(totally agree) how much they agree with thoughts related to their 
traumatic experiences, and scores are summed with higher scores indi-
cating more distressing post-traumatic cognitions. Cronbach’s alpha for 
post-traumatic cognitions in this sample was .91. 

Depression and Anxiety Symptoms. Depression symptoms were 
assessed using 20 items on the Center for the Epidemiological Studies 
Depression Scale for Children (CES-DC; (Faulstich et al., 1986). The 
CES-DC assesses the frequency of 20 self-report symptoms in the past 
week on a scale of 0 (not at all) to 3 (a lot). Item scores were summed 
with higher scores indicating higher levels of depression and anxiety. 
The Cronbach’s alpha for this sample was .86. Depression symptoms 
were also assessed using the 10 items from the low mood subscale of the 
Revised Children’s Anxiety and Depression Scale (RCADS; (Chorpita 
et al., 2000), which assesses current mood symptoms on a scale of 
0 (never) to 3 (always). Cronbach’s alpha of the RCADS low mood scale 
was 0.82. Anxiety symptoms were assessed using the five anxiety sub-
scales of the RCADS, which consists of the sum of 37 items (Chorpita 
et al., 2000). The Cronbach’s alpha of the Anxiety Scale was 0.92. 

Substance Use. Substance use was assessed using the CRAFFT 
Screening Tool for Adolescent Substance Abuse (CRAFFT; (Knight et al., 
1999). The CRAFFT is a 9-item (1 Yes; 0 No) measure in which the first 3 
items assess consumption of alcohol, marijuana, and other recreational 
drugs in the past 12 months, and the last six items assess problematic 
use. The CRAFFT was developed and validated as a clinical tool for use 
with adolescents between 14 and 18. For this study, the CRAFFT was 
scored as a sum score of all 9 items. Cronbach’s alpha was .86. 

Functional Impairment. Participant functional impairment (e.g., 
school/work, social relationships) was assessed using the Columbia 
Impairment Scale (CIS) youth version, which is a 13-item scale assessing 
difficulties with functioning rated 0 (no problem) to 4 (very bad 

problem; (Bird et al., 1993). The scale score was the sum and the 
Cronbach’s alpha was .79. 

Breathing Retraining Practice. Practice of the breathing exercises 
in between therapy sessions was coded from the therapy session audio 
files as a binary outcome for each session. 

Development of Coping Action Plans and Coping Practice. 
Participant use of coping skills was measured by whether and how often 
participants used positive coping strategies between treatment sessions, 
and coded from the treatment session audio files as part of fidelity 
assessment. Raters indicated use of coping skills by participants as “yes” 
or “no” via fidelity assessments during each session and at the end of 
treatment, and these were summed to create a frequency score. 

2.8. Data analysis 

The qualitative interviews with patients and social workers were 
audiotaped and then transcribed verbatim by research assistants. The-
matic content analysis was iterative and followed both an inductive and 
directed approach with key themes outlined in a priori framework 
guided by qualitative analytic recommendations (Hsieh & Shannon, 
2005). Coders led by author 3 worked collaboratively to adapt the 
codebook as additional themes emerged from the data related to the 
central research questions of feasibility, acceptability, and satisfaction. 
Final themes and codebook were agreed upon and transcripts were 
coded by three independent coders guided by the codebook using 
Dedoose Version 8.0.35 (2018). Kappa was calculated for each theme to 
assess inter-rater reliability with strong overall agreement (κ at light’s 
kappa = .828 (Light, 1971). To assess overall satisfaction, the qualitative 
transcripts were coded by research assistants for statements describing 
participant and social worker satisfaction with the intervention. 
Descriptive and summary statistics on fidelity ratings were calculated 
and reported. Fidelity codes by category were rated from 1 to 3 by two 
independent raters reviewing all treatment audio files (1 = Poor, 2 =
Satisfactory, 3 = Excellent, or Not Completed/Not Applicable) and were 
summed for a mean score. 

Given that this study was a small, pragmatic non-randomized trial 
designed to collect preliminary data on the feasibility, tolerability, and 
acceptability of the PCIP intervention delivered in routine integrated 
pediatric primary care, primary data analysis was limited to summary 
statistics of demographics, hypothesized PCIP mechanisms, and clinical 
outcomes scores at each time point and difference scores between time 
points. In addition, t-tests, analyses of variance (ANOVAs), and chi- 
square tests were used to assess whether demographic variables were 
associated with clinical measures at pre-assessment. Fisher’s exact tests 
and ANOVA were used to assess differences in demographic and clinical 
variables between participants who completed the PCIP, dropped out of 
the PCIP, or did not start the PCIP. 

With a small underpowered sample size, the within-group change 
estimates are highly imprecise and do not allow for accurate, unbiased, 
inferential statistics (Leon et al., 2011; Sim, 2019; Thabane et al., 2010). 
Therefore, hypothesis testing on change in treatment mechanisms and 
clinical outcomes was exploratory. We used paired samples t-tests with 
Hedges’ g effect sizes and McNemar’s chi-square test to explore change 
between pre- (T1) and post-treatment (T2) and one month follow-up 
assessment (T3) scores. All analyses were conducted using Stata 
version 16 (StataCorp, 2019). 

3. Results 

3.1. Recruitment 

Recruitment began in August 2018 and continued until 20 patients 
provided informed consent, in April 2019. Twenty-three adolescents 
were referred to study staff with potential interest in participating in the 
trial, of whom 20 consented, and 19 completed the pre-assessment 
(82.61% enrollment rate). See CONSORT diagram (Fig. 1) for study 
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flowchart. 

3.2. Demographics 

Of the 19 participants, 17 were women/girls and 2 were men/boys; 3 
of the 19 also identified as transgender. The participants ranged in age 
from 14 to 22 years old (M age = 19.32, SD = 2.11). More than 40% (n =
8) identified as Black or African-American, and an additional third 
(31.58%) identified as Hispanic. Slightly more than half (n = 10; 
52.63%) were currently attending school or college. Most of the par-
ticipants (78.95%) reported that they had been in therapy before, and 
six (31.58%) reported that they were currently in therapy. Extracted 

medical record data indicated that 13 of the 19 (68.42%) participants 
had a documented PTSD diagnosis in their BMC chart at the time of the 
study. In addition, six were diagnosed with major depression (31.58%), 
six with a trauma and stress-related disorder (31.58%), three with an 
anxiety disorder (15.79%), and one with ADHD (5.26%). Overall, all 
participants were diagnosed with at least one mental disorder and seven 
of 19 (36.84%) participants were diagnosed with two or more comorbid 
mental health disorders. In addition, 11 (57.89%) had been prescribed 
medication for a mental health concern in their lifetime, with five par-
ticipants (26.32%) currently taking medication for a mental health 
concern. The most commonly prescribed medications were SSRIs for 
depression and/or anxiety (n = 6), followed by unknown medications 

Fig. 1. Study flowchart.  
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for depression/anxiety (n = 2), bipolar disorder (n = 1), lithium (n = 1), 
and Adderall (n = 1). See Table 1 for the complete demographics. 

3.3. Trauma exposure 

Thirteen of 19 participants (68.42%) reported distressing events that 
likely met DSM-5 Criterion A trauma criteria, including five (26%) who 
reported being sexually abused and/or sexually assaulted, three who 
reported being physically abused by a parent (16%), two who reported 
being victims of intimate partner violence (11%), two who reported that 
they had been kidnapped or held against their will (11%), and one who 
reported that their mother had overdosed (5%). Three participants re-
ported that their most distressing event was the death of a loved one 
(16%), but did not include enough information to determine whether 

the deaths had been violent or accidental, and three participants re-
ported distressing events that did not rise to the level of Criterion A 
trauma (i.e., the end of a relationship, unemployment, and parents 
choosing to terminate their parental rights). Four (21%) of the partici-
pants reported that the event or events had occurred within the last 
month, two (11%) reported it had occurred between one and 6 months 
ago, six (32%) reported that it had occurred between one and five years 
ago, and seven (37%) reported that it had occurred more than five years 
ago. Participants who reported experiencing a Criterion A trauma re-
ported slightly more knowledge about PTSD than those who did not 
report a Criterion A trauma (M = 9.92, SD = 0.31 vs. M = 8.67, SD =
0.49; t = − 2.22, p = 0.04). 

Table 1 
Baseline variables by dropout.  

BASELINE SCORES Total Sample Completed 2 or more 
sessions of PCIP 

Completed only 1 session 
of PCIP 

Did not start PCIP F or Fisher’s exact p 

Variable (N = 19) n/M %/SD n/M %/SD n/M %/SD n/M %/SD   

Demographics (n/%) 
Female 17 89.47 9 81.82 3 100 5 100  1.000 
Age (M/SD) 19.32 2.11 19.27 2.61 19.00 1.00 19.60 1.52 0.07 0.930 
Race/Ethnicity          0.540 

Black 8 42.11 3 27.27 2 66.67 3 60.00   
Hispanic 6 31.58 5 45.45 1 20.00 1 20.00   
Hispanic/Black 2 10.53 1 9.09 0 0.00 1 20.00   
Asian 1 5.26 1 9.09 0 0.00 0 0.00   
Black/Native American 1 5.26 1 9.09 0 0.00 0 0.00   
White 1 5.26 0 0.00 1 33.33 0 0.00   

Currently in school/college 10 52.63 6 54.55 2 66.67 2 40.00  1.00 
Highest grade completed (M/SD) 11.58 1.80 11.72 2.15 10.33 1.53 12.00 0.71 0.88 0.436 

Mental health history (n/%) 
Previous psychotherapy 15 78.95 10 90.91 1 33.33 4 80.00  0.134 
Current psychotherapy 6 31.58 5 45.45 0 0.00 1 20.00  0.422 
Previous psychotropic medication 11 57.89 6 54.55 1 33.33 4 80.00  0.555 
Current psychotropic medication 5 26.32 3 27.27 0 0.00 2 40.00  0.787 

Mental health diagnoses in medical record 
PTSD 13 68.43 9 81.82 1 33.33 3 60.00  0.337 
Trauma and stressor related disorder 6 31.58 3 27.27 2 66.67 1 20.00  0.513 
Major depressive disorder 6 31.58 3 60.00 0 0.00 3 60.00  0.337 
Anxiety disorder 3 15.79 2 18.18 0 0.00 1 20.00  1.000 
ADHD 1 5.26 0 0.00 0 0 1 20.00  0.421 

Total # of mental health diagnoses (M/SD) 1.53 0.77 1.55 0.82 1.00 0 1.80 0.84 1.02 0.384 

Traumatic events (n/%) 
Met Criterion A requirements 13 68.42 9 81.82 0 0.00 4 80.00  0.038 
Time since event in years (M/SD) 4.52 4.14 3.08 3.59 2.67 2.51 8.80 3.27 5.41 0.016 

Hypothesized mechanisms (M/SD) 
Post-Traumatic Cognitions 143.11 29.69 145.00 27.54 153.67 33.86 132.60 35.59 0.50 0.618 
PTSD Knowledge 9.53 1.26 9.64 1.12 8.33 1.53 10.00 1.22 1.90 0.181 
Hyperarousal 10.74 3.77 11.09 3.65 8.33 5.51 11.40 3.21 0.71 0.505 

Other PTSD symptoms & impairment (M/SD) 
Total PTSD symptoms 32.68 11.12 32.27 10.25 31.33 14.84 34.40 13.35 0.08 0.923 
Re-experiencing 9.37 3.79 9.18 3.52 10.33 3.79 9.20 5.07 0.10 0.902 
Avoidance 12.58 5.14 12.00 4.54 12.67 6.03 13.80 6.80 0.19 0.827 
PTSD-related impairment (Yes/No), (n/%) 

Prayers 3 15.79 0 0 2 66.67 1 20.00  0.027 
Chores and duties at home 9 47.37 5 45.45 2 66.67 2 40.00  1.00 
Relationship with Friends 15 78.95 8 72.73 2 66.67 5 100.00  0.432 
Fun and hobbies 17 89.47 11 100 3 100.00 3 60.00  0.076 
Schoolwork 7 36.84 5 45.45 1 33.333 1 20.00  0.804 
Relationships with Family 13 68.42 7 63.64 2 66.67 4 80.00  1.00 
General Happiness with your life 19 100.00 7 100 7 100 5 100  – 

Total PTSD-related impairment (M/SD)   4.27 1.42 5.00 1.00 4.20 1.30 0.40 0.679 

Other clinical outcomes (M/SD) 
CES-DC Depression Symptoms 39.63 10.01 39.91 10.05 39.33 13.61 39.20 10.26 0.01 0.991 
RCADS Low Mood Symptoms 18.37 5.51 18.64 5.52 18.00 7.55 18.00 5.61 0.03 0.973 
RCADS Anxiety Symptoms 59.89 18.69 60.00 17.88 58.00 23.90 60.80 21.98 0.02 0.981 
Substance Misuse 4.32 2.87 4.64 2.58 3.67 4.73 4.00 2.92 0.16 0.854 
General Functional Impairment 24.84 9.29 25.18 8.93 21.33 15.31 26.20 7.73 0.25 0.780  
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3.4. Baseline mental health 

Participants reported substantial mental health symptoms (see 
Table 1), with 15 of the 19 (78.95%) reporting clinically severe or 
extremely severe PTSD symptoms with CPSS scores of 31 or higher, and 
4 (21.05%) reporting subclinical/mild symptoms with CPSS scores be-
tween 11 and 15. Four of the participants with symptoms in the severe/ 
extremely severe range did not have a PTSD diagnosis in their medical 
charts, while two in the subclinical range did have a recorded PTSD 
diagnosis. In addition, all 19 participants reported depression symptoms 
on the CES-DC that were above the clinical cut-off for depression. Re-
sults of t-tests identified some significant differences in clinical measures 
by demographic variables at pre-assessment. Participants who reported 
that they had previously had therapy reported more hyperarousal 
symptoms than those who had not at baseline (t = − 2.32, p = 0.03). 
Similarly, participants who were currently receiving non-PCIP mental 
health treatment reported more hyperarousal symptoms than those who 
were not (t = − 2.26, p = 0.04). Participants who reported having pre-
viously been prescribed psychotropic medication reported fewer low 
mood (t = 2.37, p = 0.03) and anxiety symptoms (t = 2.63, p = 0.02) on 
the RCADS than participants who had not previously been prescribed 
psychotropic medication. Finally, although there were only two males in 
the sample, a gender difference for substance misuse was observed, such 
that males reported more substance misuse symptoms than females (t =
2.47, p = 0.02). 

3.5. Implementation results 

Treatment Initiation. Five of the 19 (26%) participants who 
completed informed consent and the baseline assessment, did not start 
session one of the PCIP (see Fig. 1 for study flowchart). Among these five 
participants, one (20%) engaged in other mental health services in 
Adolescent Medicine or Psychiatry during the study. 

Treatment Dropout. Of the 14 participants who started the PCIP, 
seven (50%) completed all three sessions, four completed two sessions 
(29%), and three completed only one session (21%). Therefore 11 of 14 
(79%) received the minimum therapeutic dose of at least two PCIP 
sessions. Among the 11 participants who completed PCIP sessions 1 and 
2, the mean number of days between the sessions was 16.82 days (SD =
11.97; range = 4–42 days). Among the 7 participants who completed 
PCIP sessions 2 and 3, the mean number of days between the sessions 
was 12.57 days (SD = 4.93; range = 5–19 days). On average each 
participant cancelled or no showed to 2.76 (SD = 1.71) scheduled PCIP 
visits during the course of the study. 

Results of Fisher’s exact test and ANOVA assessing differences be-
tween participants who completed the PCIP (defined as completing at 
least two sessions; n = 11), only completed one session of the PCIP (n =
3), or did not start the PCIP (n = 5) indicated that the number of years 
since the event predicted treatment dropout or initiation, such that 
fewer years had elapsed since the traumatic event for participants who 
completed treatment (M = 3.08 years, SD = 3.59) and those who 
completed one session (M = 2.67, SD = 2.51) compared to those who 
never started the PCIP (M = 8.80, SD = 3.27; p = 0.016). In addition, 
none of the three participants who only completed one session reported 
trauma events that met Criterion A requirements. In contrast, more than 
80% of the participants who completed the PCIP or never started the 
PCIP reported Criterion A traumas (p = 0.038). Finally, although 
66.67% of youth who completed only one session and 20% of youth who 
never started PCIP reported that PTSD symptoms interfered with their 
prayers, none of the 11 youth who completed the PCIP reported this as a 
problem (p = 0.027). See Table 1 for all comparisons. No other trauma 
exposure, baseline clinical measures, health care utilization, or de-
mographic variables predicted treatment dropout or initiation (see 
Table 1). 

Results of the qualitative data from the post-treatment interviews 
with social workers and treatment session transcripts indicated that 

possible reasons for treatment dropout of the seven participants who did 
not complete three sessions of the PCIP were: unexpected changes in 
work schedules (two participants), transportation difficulties, therapist 
schedule conflicts, preference for a “specialist” therapist, and living in 
an unsafe environment. 

Engagement in Specialty Mental Health Services. PCIP was 
designed to be a treatment that could both standalone and also be the 
first step of a stepped care model that includes specialty mental health 
services. BMC provides specialty mental health services through the 
department of psychiatry. However, only 2 of 19 (10.53%) participants 
were seen in specialty psychiatry care in the three months after they 
completed, dropped out of, or never started PCIP. One of the participants 
completed two PCIP sessions, while the other completed three. None of 
the participants who completed zero or one session were seen in psy-
chiatry within three months after PCIP conclusion or dropout. 

Fidelity. The average overall rating for fidelity to the intervention 
was 2.77 (SD = 0.501) out of 3, indicating high fidelity (see Supple-
mental File 1). Of the 14 domains, the poorest fidelity was the clinicians’ 
Overview of Program, with an average score of 2.62 (SD = 0.633) 
indicating fidelity in the satisfactory to excellent range. The following 
domains were the highest rated, receiving near perfect fidelity and were 
rated as excellent over 90% of the time: Agenda Setting (M = 2.93 SD =
0.325, 94.5% of cases), Breathing retraining (M = 2.93, SD = 0.308, 
94.4% of cases), and Overall Manual Adherence (M = 2.96, SD = 0.272, 
98.1% of cases). 

Satisfaction and Acceptability of the PCIP. Quotes from post- 
treatment qualitative interviews with patients and social workers and 
session transcripts indicated that 11 of the 14 patients (79%) who 
started the PCIP found it helpful. All of the eight patients who partici-
pated in exit interviews said they were satisfied with the treatment and 
would recommend it to others, such as for individuals “who have […] 
anger issue or anxiety,” or “if someone really needs help, and they feel 
lost and don’t know what else to do. I would recommend it.” 

One patient completed all three sessions of the treatment but did not 
mention finding it helpful in the qualitative transcribed interview; this 
person had experienced an incident of intimate partner violence on the 
first day of the PCIP therapy, and her therapist noted that she “was 
definitely somebody who could have used more [sessions], like a longer 
kind of set of sessions.” Of the two other patients who reported they did 
not find the PCIP helpful, one was living in a group foster home where 
she was experiencing ongoing stress, and needed more support than the 
PCIP provided. Her social worker noted “I felt stuck as far as recognizing 
that she really needed a lot of help and support and was really struggling 
and wanting to engage, but … within those sort of parameters of the 
intervention, they didn’t seem to be effective for her.” The social worker 
of the second patient noted that the patient did not report much distress 
from the beginning of treatment and speculated she may have engaged 
in therapy primarily to receive the financial compensation for the 
assessments. 

Two patients noted feeling stressed at the onset of treatment due to 
concerns about talking about past traumas, but reported that their fears 
eased with each session. When asked what they would tell someone else 
interested in participating in treatment one patient responded, “In the 
beginning, it’s hard to like deal with all the emotions, but I felt like it’s 
successful. So, I would definitely recommend it.” Another noted “At first 
I wasn’t satisfied, but now I am satisfied, cause now I know how to 
probably, properly use like these breathing techniques or other strate-
gies to calm down.” 

Integration of Treatment Into Primary Care. Some patients noted 
that they felt less stigma attending therapy in primary care compared to 
specialized mental health services, “I think [in the primary care setting] 
is fine, because if you go like to specific mental health probably … I 
think it’s gonna make people feel like something is wrong with them. 
Like nothing is wrong with you. You just need help.” In addition, social 
workers noted that the intervention was able to function well as part of a 
stepped care model by providing immediate short-term intervention 
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prior to possible referral: “I actually think this treatment was helpful in 
engaging her in more long-term trauma therapy which was what … the 
end result was connecting her to long-term therapy, so I think this hel-
ped kind of bridge that for her, and like wait time for long-term therapy, 
so I think it was really effective.” 

Length of Treatment. All of the patients stated that the brief format 
was acceptable, and for some was preferable to longer therapy. One 
patient noted that “it’s a good treatment, and it’s pretty useful if you 
don’t want a long therapy term session.” Providers also observed that 
the length of the treatment was appealing and made treatment more 
accessible to patients who would otherwise not have considered a longer 
therapy. For example, one provider said about a patient: 

“Short-term intervention was really appealing to her and I think that 
that got her in the door. I think the idea of ongoing, long-term, is 
sometimes really daunting, so to think, like, I’m gonna just—maybe 
get some quick tools. I don’t have to come forever, it’s not gonna be 
the rest of my life […] and then once she was in, I think she was 
more, invested and interested.” 

However, providers also indicated that the brevity of treatment was 
not appropriate for all patients. Regarding one patient a provider stated, 
“I think she is someone who short-term intervention isn’t gonna be a 
great fit for, that she really needs a long-term real attention to rela-
tionship building over a long period of time.” Additionally, one partic-
ipant had experienced an incident of intimate partner violence (IPV) on 
the day of the first PCIP session, and the social worker noted that she 
could have benefited from additional treatment to address safety and 
other concerns. 

Limitations of PCIP. Providers noted the treatment may not be 
sufficient for all patients, specifically patients with attachment and 
interpersonal trauma symptoms and, “not as much anxiety-driven.” One 
provider specified that, 

“I think that this [treatment] is such a good intervention for the 
hypervigilance and for flashback, intrusive thoughts kind of symp-
toms. And for those folks whose trauma experiences have impacted 
them in those ways. I think the attachment trauma is just so hard, …. 
… [this treatment] might be like a necessary piece of the puzzle, but I 
think it’s only a small piece.” 

In addition, one participant was living in a traumatizing foster home 
situation and reported that the activities of the PCIP such as breathing 
retraining and coping were not helpful given her toxic home environ-
ment. The client required attention to immediate safety concerns and 
case management, and the client and social worker agreed to stop the 
PCIP and shift to attending to these needs. 

3.6. PCIP components acceptability results 

Psychoeducation. Social workers reported that psychoeducation 
was acceptable for patients, noting that, “Patients overall were very 
receptive to psychoeducation portions which helped ‘normalize symp-
toms.’" One participant stated “Getting a better understanding of why 
things are happening. At first, I was just like crazy, but I am … I actually 
do have PTSD. I do have the different symptoms. So just like getting the 
education on it is really beneficial. Being able to open up to other people 
is also beneficial.” In addition, patients reported changed posttraumatic 
cognitions following psychoeducation. Another said “I have learned that 
the event was mainly not my fault …. That, sometimes, there’s more 
always more ways to cope with stress, than the ones I already know.” 
Even for patients with previous therapy experience the psychoeducation 
was a, “good refresher and a reminder.” 

Breathing Retraining. Breathing retraining practice in between 
therapy sessions was coded from the therapy session audio files and all 
participants reported at least attempting breathing retraining practice in 
between sessions. Patient engagement with the breathing retraining 
practice was high, and clinicians noted high satisfaction with most 

participants. Additionally, social workers stated the breathing skills 
were helpful to patients and, “that these were skills that could be 
practiced and done in the moment and during a stressful situation […] 
and help manage the anxieties.” In referring to one patient the social 
worker noted, “the breathing was also incredibly important, because it 
[gave] her coping strategies to use when she was feeling really like, out 
of control.” One patient noted that the breathing retraining practice had 
specifically helped her overcome a fear of using public transportation 
which was originally a significant barrier in her life, and that “she felt 
really good about that.” But the breathing component was not helpful 
for all patients. One stated that, “I have done breathing a million times 
with a whole bunch of therapists … I don’t like it and it doesn’t work.” 

Positive Coping and Homework. Development of Coping Action 
Plans and Coping Practice as measured by whether and how often par-
ticipants used positive coping in between treatment sessions was coded 
from the treatment session audio files. Results indicated that only one 
participant did not work with the provider to develop positive coping 
action plan for practice outside of sessions. Examples of plans included 
use of white noise for breathing exercises before bed, and practice on 
buses and public transportation. All participants reported completing or 
attempting homework and coping practice between sessions. One pro-
vider stated that for one participant, “doing the homework, and inte-
grating the tools into her life, really helped decrease her symptoms.” 
Clinicians noted similar patters across all participants. Regarding one 
participant’s use of positive self-talk and mindfulness exercises coping 
practice discussed in the second session, the participant, “expressed a 
significant decrease in her symptoms of anxiety, and, just in general.” 

3.7. Preliminary PCIP effectiveness results 

Of the eight participants who completed the post-assessment (seven 
of whom completed three PCIP sessions, and one completed two ses-
sions) four had PTSD symptoms that showed clinical improvement: one 
had PTSD symptoms that changed from extremely severe to severe, one 
changed from severe to moderate, one changed from severe to mild, and 
one changed from mild to below threshold. Three had severe PTSD 
symptoms at both baseline and post-assessment, and one had symptoms 
that worsened from severe to extremely severe. 

Results of exploratory paired t-tests suggested a potential pattern of 
positive change (see Table 2). Despite the small sample size, there was 
significant improvement in symptom scores of anxiety (g = 0.68, p =
0.02) and substance use (g = 0.36, p = 0.04) symptoms from pre to post, 
and depression symptoms (g = 0.38, p = 0.04) from pre to follow-up. In 
addition, there were trends in symptom improvement for re- 
experiencing (g = 0.52, p = 0.09) and low mood (g = 0.38, p = 0.08) 
symptoms and for reductions in PTSD-related impairment for engaging 
in fun and hobbies (100% vs. 62.5%, p = 0.08) from pre to post. Other 
mean scores improved in the hypothesized direction, but the change was 
non-significant. 

4. Discussion 

The results of this pragmatic non-randomized trial found that the 
PCIP was feasible for existing integrated care social workers to provide 
as part of routine care in a safety net pediatric primary care clinic 
serving primarily low-income and BIPOC adolescents. The IBHC social 
workers who provided PCIP had high fidelity to the intervention. This 
high fidelity is particularly notable given that training was limited to 
two half-days with optional case consultation and no regular ongoing 
supervision, and that the social workers were providing the PCIP in the 
context of their ongoing responsibilities and limitations of normal clinic 
flow. The social workers were very experienced and reported that they 
had previously used CBT techniques (Srivastava et al., 2021), which may 
have contributed to the high fidelity, although their experience treating 
trauma-related disorders was limited. The simplicity, directiveness, and 
brevity of the PCIP may have also contributed to the high fidelity. The 
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ability to quickly and adequately train providers in PCIP suggests that it 
might be sustainable in this setting and scalable to other pediatric pri-
mary care settings, including clinics with less experienced staff, high 
turnover, or high workflow, which often makes training and imple-
mentation of other EBIs very difficult. 

In addition, the PCIP was acceptable to patients and to providers, and 
researchers were successful in enrolling low-income and BIPOC 
adolescent patients in the PCIP and the study. Overall, of the 23 patients 
who were approached for participation, 14 completed session one, an 
overall treatment uptake rate of 61%, which is a higher rate of reported 
session one completion than many other studies of trauma treatments 
for youth (Coulter, 2010; McKay et al., 2005; McPherson et al., 2011). 
Moreover, of the 14 participants who started the PCIP, 79% received the 
minimally adequate dose of two sessions, and 50% completed all three 
sessions, which meets or exceeds the rate of most trauma treatments for 
youth (Eslinger et al., 2014; McKay et al., 2005; McPherson et al., 2011; 
Murphy et al., 2013; Steinberg et al., 2019; Wamser-Nanney & Steinzor, 
2017; Yasinski et al., 2018), and is better than the dropout rate from 
IBHC mental health services in the BMC Department of Pediatrics. Of the 
1049 patients scheduled for IBHC services in BMC Pediatrics at the time 
of this study, 910 engaged in care and attended at least one therapy visit 
(86.7%), but of the 910, only 231 (25.4%) completed three or more 
sessions. In the context of such a high overall clinic dropout rate, a 
retention rate in which 79% of youth who started the PCIP received the 
minimally adequate dose and 50% completed it, is comparatively high, 
and a statistically significant difference (χ2 = 4.37, p = 0.036). 

Results from the qualitative data indicates that four of the seven 
participants (57%) who did not complete three sessions, dropped out of 
care due to scheduling or transportation conflicts, and only two of the 
seven participants were reported as dropping out due to needing a 

different treatment or more intensive mental health care. Therefore, 
neither dissatisfaction with the PCIP nor preference for a longer treat-
ment were reported to be primary drivers of treatment dropout. Future 
research on the PCIP may benefit from including strategies to reduce 
scheduling and transportation difficulties, within the limitations of the 
primary care clinics. For example, offering sessions in the evenings, 
providing public transportation cards, or offering the intervention 
through telehealth. In addition, qualitative interviews with participants 
who completed the treatment indicated that some had anticipatory 
anxiety about starting treatment, particularly discussing their traumatic 
experiences. It may be that some of this anxiety contributed to non- 
engagement (i.e., not attending session one). Explaining that PCIP 
does not require talking about or processing traumatic experiences when 
first introducing the program could further alleviate some of this 
concern and increase initial engagement. 

Notably, all three participants who completed one session of the PCIP 
and then dropped out of care did not report a Criterion A trauma as their 
most distressing event. It may be that for this subset of youth, the PCIP 
which provides psychoeducation about Criterion A events, may not have 
met their needs in its current form. Additionally, none of the 11 youth 
who completed at least two sessions of the PCIP reported that PTSD 
symptoms interfered with their prayers, while two of the three youth 
who only completed one PCIP session and then dropped out reported 
that this was a concern (p = 0.027). It may be that the approach of the 
PCIP is not engaging youth who are more religious and that more 
attention to religion and spirituality in the first session might improve 
retention and engagement. Alternatively, youth who report PTSD 
symptoms interfering with prayer may be experiencing symptoms such 
as moral injury, shame, or guilt, that are not only interfering with their 
religious practice, but also their engagement in care. Research on 

Table 2 
Comparison of Pre-assessment to Post-assessment and One-month Follow-up scores.  

Variable Paired t-Test Pre to Post (n = 8) Paired t-Test Pre to One-Month Follow-Up (n = 4) 

T1 
Mean 

T1 SD T2 
Mean 

T2 SD t p Hedges’ 
g 

T1 
Mean 

T1 SD T3 
Mean 

T3 SD t p Hedges’ 
g 

Post-Traumatic 
Cognitions 

149.63 29.00 131.63 43.51 1.65 0.14 0.43 141.50 30.16 119.25 39.26 2.02 0.14 0.46 

PTSD Knowledge 9.875 1.13 10.38 0.92 − 1.08 0.32 − 0.43 9.75 0.96 9.25 1.50 0.58 0.60 0.29 
Hyperarousal 11.38 3.16 10.00 4.04 1.46 0.19 0.34 9.50 3.70 8.00 4.76 0.77 0.50 0.26 
Re-experiencing 10.13 2.64 8.13 4.09 1.97 0.09 0.52 10.00 3.27 8.00 4.76 1.15 0.33 0.36 
Avoidance 12.25 4.77 11.63 5.76 0.40 0.70 0.11 11.00 5.35 8.75 7.80 1.51 0.23 0.24 
Total PTSD 

symptoms 
33.75 8.73 29.75 12.33 1.33 0.23 0.33 30.50 10.63 24.75 16.60 1.17 0.33 0.30 

CES-DC 
Depression 
Symptoms 

40.63 11.82 33.75 14.82 1.84 0.11 0.46 35.00 14.17 26.25 19.16 3.51* 0.04 0.38 

RCADS Low 
Mood 
Symptoms 

20.00 4.66 17.50 6.87 2.07 0.08 0.38 17.75 4.43 13.00 9.31 1.52 0.23 0.47 

RCADS Anxiety 
Symptoms 

63.75 17.42 47.38 24.99 2.90* 0.02 0.68 62.75 13.30 45.00 33.60 1.47 0.24 0.51 

Substance Misuse 4.88 3.00 3.75 2.60 2.55* 0.04 0.36 5.25 1.89 3.75 1.26 1.57 0.22 0.68 
General 

Functional 
Impairment 

26.13 9.79 22.63 12.32 0.87 0.42 0.28 23.75 11.95 17.00 13.29 1.42 0.25 0.39 

PTSD-related 
impairment 

T1 n T1% T2 n T2% McNemar’s 
chi2 

p  T1 n T1% T3 n T3% McNemar’s 
chi2 

p  

Prayers 0 0 0 0 – – – 0 0 1 25 1.00 0.32  
Chores and duties 

at home 
4 50.00 5 62.50 0.33 0.56  1 25 1 25 – –  

Relationship with 
Friends 

5 62.50 6 75.00 1.00 0.32  1 25 3 75 2.00 0.16  

Fun and hobbies 8 100 5 62.50 3.00 0.08  1 100 2 50 2.00 0.16  
Schoolwork 4 50 4 50 0.00 1.00  1 25 1 25 – –  
Relationships 

with Family 
5 62.50 7 87.50 2.00 0.16  2 50 3 75 1.00 0.32  

General 
Happiness with 
your life 

8 100 7 87.50 1.00 0.32  4 100 3 75.00 1.00 0.32   
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whether efficacy and dropout are moderated by trauma-exposure type 
and whether the intervention should be modified to better address non- 
Criterion A events and the relationship between trauma, PTSD, and 
religion or spirituality is needed. 

Although the sample is small, and the X2 test was non-significant (p 
= 0.54), the results indicate that 37.5% of Black youth did not initiate 
treatment compared to 16.7% of Hispanic youth, and that 25% of Black 
youth dropped out of treatment (i.e., completing only 1 session) 
compared to 16.7% of Hispanic youth. Several predictors of differences 
in treatment initiation and dropout among racial-ethnic groups have 
been found in the scientific literature, and most of these relate to both 
structural barriers (e.g. transportation) and/or disengagement due to 
difficulty in the therapeutic relationship and mistrust (Ghafoori et al., 
2019). Further tailoring of the intervention might focus on adaptations 
that address these factors, including examining engagement based on 
whether there is therapist-patient match, identifying and proactively 
discussing solutions to structural barriers, or making sure that videos 
and materials are adequately reflective of Black youth and their expe-
riences. Additionally, in a study on PTSD intervention in adults, 
although African American participants were more likely to drop out of 
treatment, there were no differences in their post-treatment PTSD scores 
compared to White participants, suggesting that racial differences in 
dropout may have been partly explained by greater and more rapid 
symptom improvement of African American people (Lester et al., 2010). 
Future research should investigate whether differences in clinical out-
comes may partially explain differential dropout by race/ethnicity. 

There are many ways in which treatments and treatment settings 
could be adapted to better serve minoritized youth. For example, there 
may be increased acceptability of therapeutic services for minoritized 
individuals when the mental health provider’s background (i.e., race/ 
ethnicity, gender identity, sexual orientation, etc.) matches that of the 
patient, although the psychological literature on whether this increases 
treatment outcomes specifically is mixed and very limited (Karlsson, 
2005). However, patient-provider background match may be especially 
important to BIPOC youth. Indeed, cultural match was one of the 
qualitatively suggested adaptations from adolescent participants during 
the formative research for the PCIP (Srivastava et al., 2021). This 
intentional pairing could increase acceptability of psychological services 
for patients and increase their retention in the treatment, which could 
increase the possibility of accessing more psychological treatment in the 
future (i.e., as a scaffolded-approach). Unfortunately, considering that 
mental health providers delivering this treatment would likely be 
embedded in primary care, and, as of data in 2015, the field of psy-
chological professionals is majority White (81%) and cis-female (69%) 
(American Psychological Association, 2022), it may be infeasible for 
most clinics to match participants based on these characteristics. Addi-
tionally, there are important considerations for future researchers 
working with minoritized individuals to consider including the mea-
surement of identity factors in research (i.e., race/ethnicity) and the 
criteria the field uses to diagnose psychological problems (i.e., PTSD) 
and its lack of reflection of the experiences of BIPOC individuals. 

Qualitative results suggested that the brevity of the treatment - only 
three sessions - and its availability in pediatric primary care, which was 
perceived by some patients as less stigmatized than specialty mental 
health care, made it highly acceptable and accessible for patients. In 
addition, the PCIP was offered by existing integrated care social workers 
who had experience working with youth and were able to provide 
additional support and case management when crises arose that were 
beyond the purview of PCIP, such as IPV. This demonstrates the 
importance of offering PCIP within existing systems of care that can 
address multiple overlapping needs. 

Despite positive feedback on the PCIP generally, some social workers 
believed that for a subset of patients, particularly those who experienced 
“attachment and interpersonal” trauma, the PCIP may not have been 
sufficient and that more intensive treatment was needed. Results indi-
cated that patients with more early life trauma were less likely to start 

treatment than patients with more recent traumatic experiences, and so 
it may be that these youth require more engagement overall, and may 
have benefited from the PCIP once engaged. Further research is needed 
on both the efficacy of the PCIP overall, and whether participants with 
more early childhood attachment-related traumas should be referred to 
a different level of care or whether adaptations to PCIP should be made 
to better accommodate these youth. 

Although specialty mental health treatment was available to all pa-
tients participating in the PCIP, and therapists were asked to refer pa-
tients who could benefit from further treatment to psychiatry, only two 
of the patients who completed two or more PCIP sessions attended any 
appointments in psychiatry after the PCIP concluded, and none of the 
patients who completed zero or one PCIP session received specialty 
mental health services within three months of treatment dropout. This 
suggests that although some patients may have benefited from addi-
tional treatment, the vast majority of patients did not pursue additional 
or alternative treatment. Considering the high patient need and the 
evidence of a large gap between levels of care in this population, this is 
further support for the need for a brief treatment option rather than the 
options of no care or intensive longer-term evidence-based treatment 
offered in specialty mental health settings. 

Results also indicated that the PCIP was satisfactory and acceptable 
to patients and social workers and led to clinically-meaningful PTSD 
symptom improvements for half of participants who completed the post- 
assessments and significant pre-post improvements for associated 
symptoms of anxiety, depression, and substance use. All patients who 
completed the post-assessment qualitative interviews reported that they 
benefited from the PCIP and would recommend it to others, and pro-
viders also reported that patients benefited from treatment. Moreover, 
five of the seven participants who did not complete all three sessions also 
reported to have benefited from the treatment. The hypothesized 
mechanisms of change of normalizing symptoms through psycho-
education, breathing retraining to reduce physiological arousal, and 
coping skills to improve daily functioning were also supported by the 
qualitative data. 

This pragmatic feasibility study is strengthened by having been 
conducted under “real-life” conditions of an integrated care pediatric 
primary care clinic. However, this was a small, open pilot trial and so 
results must be tempered by those limitations. Results may not be 
generalizable to other clinics or populations, and we cannot compare 
our results to treatment as usual or to other evidence-based treatments 
for PTSD. The promising findings of high acceptability, feasibility, and 
initial clinical effectiveness provide support for further investigation in a 
larger-scale study of PCIP. Specifically, further research is needed to 
assess the efficacy, implementation, and uptake of the PCIP compared to 
treatment-as-usual and to other evidence-based treatments for PTSD, 
and whether there are subsets of youth who may have differential 
response to the PCIP or who would benefit from direct referral to spe-
cialty care. Additionally, treatment, assessments, and interviews were 
conducted solely in English and therefore results are limited to fluent 
English speakers. Future research should assess the acceptability and 
feasibility of PCIP delivered in other languages such as Spanish, which is 
the second most commonly spoken language of patients at BMC, and 
through the use of medical interpreters. 

5. Conclusion 

The PCIP is the first IBHC treatment for PTSD in adolescents ages 
12–21. The use of only three sessions, limited training needed for high 
treatment fidelity, and simplicity of implementation made the PCIP 
feasible within a fast-paced resource limited primary care clinic and fit 
within the clinic’s traditional IBHC model of care. The PCIP was 
designed to address health system barriers to delivering PTSD treatment 
in a pediatric primary care clinic that primarily serve low-income and 
BIPOC youth, thereby providing a treatment option to allow vulnerable 
patients to immediately start managing their PTSD symptoms in a 
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familiar and accessible health service setting. The findings suggest the 
promise of clinically significant improvement in a few sessions, and high 
acceptability and feasibility of PCIP implementation as a standard of 
care in “real-life” pediatric IBHC. The PCIP may facilitate faster 
connection to care upon identification by their pediatrician, which may 
substantially improve treatment engagement and access, particularly for 
low-income and BIPOC youth (Ayalon et al., 2007; Johnson & Pos-
semato, 2019). Future research to assess PCIP’s effectiveness in com-
parison to treatment-as-usual or referral to specialty care treatment, as 
well as larger-scale implementation of PCIP as a care standard is 
warranted. 

CRediT authorship contribution statement 

Lauren C. Ng: Conceptualization, Methodology, Formal analysis, 
Investigation, Resources, Data curation, Writing – original draft, Writing 
– review & editing, Visualization, Supervision, Project administration, 
Funding acquisition. Alexandria N. Miller: Formal analysis, Investi-
gation, Resources, Data curation, Writing – review & editing. Gray 
Bowers: Formal analysis, Data curation, Writing – original draft, 
Writing – review & editing, Visualization, Project administration. 
Yuhan Cheng: Formal analysis, Investigation, Data curation, Writing – 
review & editing. Rebecca Brigham: Methodology, Investigation, 
Writing – review & editing, Supervision. Ming-Him Tai: Investigaton, 
Writing – review & editing. Ash M. Smith: Investigation, Writing – re-
view & editing. Kim T. Mueser: Conceptualization, Writing – review & 
editing. Lisa R. Fortuna: Conceptualization, Writing – review & editing, 
Funding acquisition. Mandy Coles: Conceptualization, Methodology, 
Investigation, Writing – review & editing, Supervision, Funding 
acquisition. 

Declaration of competing interest 

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial 
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence 
the work reported in this paper. 

Data availability 

Data will be made available on request. 

Acknowledgements 

The authors wish to thank Erin Peterson, Ellen Kreida, Jill Baker, 
Michelle Brait, and Elizabeth Renzella for their assistance with imple-
menting the PCIP; and Seerat Chawla, Gena Doan Huynh, Nicole Belton- 
Mercado, Raksha Narasimhan, and Irene Lee for their assistance with the 
fidelity ratings and qualitative coding. This study was funded by a grant 
from the BMC Center for the Urban Child and Healthy Family and Joel 
and Barbara Alpert Endowment to Drs. Ng, Fortuna, and Coles. 

Appendix A. Supplementary data 

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.brat.2023.104310. 

References 

Alang, S. M. (2019). Mental health care among blacks in America: Confronting racism 
and constructing solutions. Health Services Research, 54(2), 346–355. https://doi. 
org/10.1111/1475-6773.13115 

Alegría, M., Green, J. G., McLaughlin, K. A., & Loder, S. (2015). Disparities in child and 
adolescent mental health and mental health services in the US. New York, NY: William T. 
Grant Foundation.  

Oct Alim, T. N., Graves, E., Mellman, T. A., Aigbogun, N., Gray, E., Lawson, W., & 
Charney, D. S. (2006). Trauma exposure, posttraumatic stress disorder and 
depression in an African-American primary care population. Journal of the National 
Medical Association, 98(10), 1630–1636. 

American Psychological Association. (2022). Demographics of U.S. Psychology 
workforce. https://www.apa.org/workforce/data-tools/demographics. 

Archer, J., Bower, P., Gilbody, S., Lovell, K., Richards, D., Gask, L., Dickens, C., & 
Coventry, P. (2012). Oct 17). Collaborative care for depression and anxiety 
problems. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, 10, Article Cd006525. https:// 
doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006525.pub2 

Aug de Arellano, M. A., Andrews, A. R., 3rd, Reid-Quinones, K., Vasquez, D., Silcott 
Doherty, L., Danielson, C. K., & Rheingold, A. (2018). Immigration trauma among 
hispanic youth: Missed by trauma assessments and predictive of depression and 
PTSD symptoms. J Lat Psychol, 6(3), 159–174 https://doi.org/10.1037/lat0000090. 

Ayalon, L., Areán, P. A., Linkins, K., Lynch, M., & Estes, C. L. (2007). Integration of 
mental health services into primary care overcomes ethnic disparities in access to 
mental health services between black and white elderly. American Journal of Geriatric 
Psychiatry, 15(10), 906–912. https://doi.org/10.1097/JGP.0b013e318135113e 

Nov-Dec Banh, M. K., Saxe, G., Mangione, T., & Horton, N. J. (2008). Physician-reported 
practice of managing childhood posttraumatic stress in pediatric primary care. 
General Hospital Psychiatry, 30(6), 536–545. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
genhosppsych.2008.07.008. 

Jan Bartram, M., & Stewart, J. M. (2019). Income-based inequities in access to 
psychotherapy and other mental health services in Canada and Australia. Health 
Policy, 123(1), 45–50. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.healthpol.2018.10.011. 

Sep 13 Beaglehole, R., Epping-Jordan, J., Patel, V., Chopra, M., Ebrahim, S., Kidd, M., & 
Haines, A. (2008). Improving the prevention and management of chronic disease in 
low-income and middle-income countries: A priority for primary health care. Lancet, 
372(9642), 940–949. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(08)61404-x. 

Bird, H. R., Shaffer, D., Fisher, P., Gould, M. S., et al. (1993). The Columbia Impairment 
Scale (CIS): Pilot findings on a measure of global impairment for children and 
adolescents. International Journal of Methods in Psychiatric Research, 3(3), 167–176. 

Borowsky, S. J., Rubenstein, L. V., Meredith, L. S., Camp, P., Jackson-Triche, M., & 
Wells, K. B. (2000). Who is at risk of nondetection of mental health problems in 
primary care? Journal of General Internal Medicine, 15(6), 381–388. https://doi.org/ 
10.1046/j.1525-1497.2000.12088.x 

Chakawa, A. (2022). Bridging the gap: A pilot study of a lay health worker model to 
decrease child mental health stigma and promote parents’ professional help-seeking 
for black/african American children. Psychol serv, No pagination specified-No 
pagination specified. https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000620. 

Aug Chorpita, B. F., Yim, L., Moffitt, C., Umemoto, L. A., & Francis, S. E. (2000). 
Assessment of symptoms of DSM-IV anxiety and depression in children: A revised 
child anxiety and depression scale. Behaviour Research and Therapy, 38(8), 835–855. 

Chung, H., Teresi, J., Guarnaccia, P., Meyers, B. S., Holmes, D., Bobrowitz, T., 
Eimicke, J. P., & Ferran, E. J. (2003). Depressive symptoms and psychiatric distress 
in low income asian and latino primary care patients: Prevalence and recognition 
[Journal]. Community Mental Health Journal, 39(1), 33–46. https://doi.org/10.1023/ 
A:1021221806912 

Jan-Feb Chwastiak, L. A., Jackson, S. L., Russo, J., DeKeyser, P., Kiefer, M., Belyeu, B., 
Mertens, K., Chew, L., & Lin, E. (2017). A collaborative care team to integrate 
behavioral health care and treatment of poorly-controlled type 2 diabetes in an 
urban safety net primary care clinic. General Hospital Psychiatry, 44, 10–15. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2016.10.005. 

Apr Cohen, J. A., Bukstein, O., Walter, H., Benson, S. R., Chrisman, A., Farchione, T. R., 
Hamilton, J., Keable, H., Kinlan, J., Schoettle, U., Siegel, M., Stock, S., & Medicus, J. 
(2010). Practice parameter for the assessment and treatment of children and 
adolescents with posttraumatic stress disorder. Journal of the American Academy of 
Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 49(4), 414–430. 

May Cohen, J. A., Kelleher, K. J., & Mannarino, A. P. (2008). Identifying, treating, and 
referring traumatized children: The role of pediatric providers. Archives of Pediatrics 
and Adolescent Medicine, 162(5), 447–452. https://doi.org/10.1001/ 
archpedi.162.5.447. 

Cohen, J., Mannarino, A., & Deblinger, E. (2006). Treating trauma and traumatic grief in 
children and adolescents. Guilford Press.  

Cook, B. L., Kim, G., Morgan, K. L., Chen, C., Nillni, A., & Alegría, M. (2016). Measuring 
geographic "hot spots" of Racial/Ethnic disparities: An application to mental health 
care. Journal of Health Care for the Poor and Underserved, 27(2), 663–684. 

Jan 1 Cook, B. L., Trinh, N. H., Li, Z., Hou, S. S., & Progovac, A. M. (2017). Trends in 
racial-ethnic disparities in access to mental health care. Psychiatric Services, 68(1), 
2004–2012. https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201500453, 9-16. 

Coulter, S. (2010). Systemic family therapy for families who have experienced trauma: A 
randomised controlled trial. British Journal of Social Work, 41(3), 502–519. https:// 
doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcq132 

Crouch, J. L., Hanson, R. F., Saunders, B. E., Kilpatrick, D. G., & Resnick, H. S. (2000). 
Income, race/ethnicity, and exposure to violence in youth: Results from the national 
survey of adolescents. Journal of Community Psychology, 28, 625–641. https://doi. 
org/10.1002/1520-6629(200011)28:6<625::AID-JCOP6>3.0.CO;2-R 

Curran, G. M., Sullivan, G., Mendel, P., Craske, M. G., Sherbourne, C. D., Stein, M. B., 
McDaniel, A., & Roy-Byrne, P. (2012). Mar 09). Implementation of the CALM 
intervention for anxiety disorders: A qualitative study. Implementation Science, 7, 
1–11. https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-7-14 

Dougherty, D., Chen, X., Gray, D. T., & Simon, A. E. (2014). Child and adolescent health 
care quality and disparities: Are we making progress? Academic Pediatrics, 14(2), 
137–148. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2013.11.008 

Eslinger, J. G., Sprang, G., & Otis, M. D. (2014). Child and caregiver dropout in child 
psychotherapy for trauma. Journal of Loss & Trauma, 19(2), 121–136. https://doi. 
org/10.1080/15325024.2012.742720 

Faulstich, M., Carey, M. P., & Ruggiero, L. (1986). Assessment of depression in childhood 
and adolescence: An evaluation of the center for epidemiological studies depression 
scale for children (CES-DC). American Journal of Psychiatry, 143(8), 1024–1027. 

L.C. Ng et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2023.104310
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2023.104310
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6773.13115
https://doi.org/10.1111/1475-6773.13115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref3
https://www.apa.org/workforce/data-tools/demographics
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006525.pub2
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006525.pub2
https://doi.org/10.1037/lat0000090
https://doi.org/10.1097/JGP.0b013e318135113e
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2008.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2008.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.healthpol.2018.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(08)61404-x
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref11
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2000.12088.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2000.12088.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref14
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021221806912
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1021221806912
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2016.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2016.10.005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref17
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.162.5.447
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.162.5.447
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref20
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201500453
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcq132
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcq132
https://doi.org/10.1002/1520-6629(200011)28:6<625::AID-JCOP6>3.0.CO;2-R
https://doi.org/10.1002/1520-6629(200011)28:6<625::AID-JCOP6>3.0.CO;2-R
https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-7-14
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2013.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/15325024.2012.742720
https://doi.org/10.1080/15325024.2012.742720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref27


Behaviour Research and Therapy 165 (2023) 104310

13

Fitts, J. J., Aber, M. S., & Allen, N. E. (2019). Individual, family, and site predictors of 
youth receipt of therapy in systems of care. Child and Youth Care Forum, 48(5), 
737–755. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10566-019-09504-w 

Jan-Feb Foa, E. B., Asnaani, A., Zang, Y., Capaldi, S., & Yeh, R. (2018). Psychometrics of 
the child PTSD symptom scale for DSM-5 for trauma-exposed children and 
adolescents. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent Psychology, 47(1), 38–46. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2017.1350962. 

Sep Foa, E. B., Ehlers, A., Clark, D. M., Tolin, D. F., & Orsillo, S. M. (1999). The 
posttraumatic cognitions inventory (PTCI): Development and validation. 
Psychological Assessment, 11(3), 303. https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.11.3.303. 

Sep Foa, E. B., Johnson, K. M., Feeny, N. C., & Treadwell, K. R. (2001). The child PTSD 
symptom scale: A preliminary examination of its psychometric properties. Journal of 
Clinical Child Psychology, 30(3), 376–384. https://doi.org/10.1207/ 
s15374424jccp3003_9. 

Gallardo, M. E., & Gomez, D. I. (2015). The clinical interview with Latina/o clients. In 
Psychological testing of Hispanics: Clinical, cultural, and intellectual issues (2nd ed., pp. 
171–187). American Psychological Association. https://doi.org/10.1037/14668- 
010.  

Gaskin, D. J. P., Hadley, & P, J. (1999). Population characteristics of markets of safety- 
net and non-safety-net hospitals. Journal of Urban Health, 76(3), 351–370. https:// 
doi.org/10.1007/BF02345673 

Ghafoori, B., Garfin, D. R., Ramírez, J., & Khoo, S. F. (2019). Predictors of treatment 
initiation, completion, and selection among youth offered trauma-informed care. 
Psychological Trauma: Theory, Research, Practice, and Policy, 11, 767–774. https:// 
doi.org/10.1037/tra0000460 

Sep Glasgow, R. E., Vogt, T. M., & Boles, S. M. (1999). Evaluating the public health 
impact of health promotion interventions: The RE-AIM framework. American Journal 
of Public Health, 89(9), 1322–1327. https://doi.org/10.2105/ajph.89.9.1322. 

Green, J. G., McLaughlin, K. A., Fillbrunn, M., Fukuda, M., Jackson, J. S., Kessler, R. C., 
Sadikova, E., Sampson, N. A., Vilsaint, C., Williams, D. R., Cruz-Gonzalez, M., & 
Alegría, M. (2020). Barriers to mental health service use and predictors of treatment 
drop out: Racial/ethnic variation in a population-based study. Administration and 
Policy in Mental Health and Mental Health Services Research, 47(4), 606–616. https:// 
doi.org/10.1007/s10488-020-01021-6 

Hamblen, J. L., & Mueser, K. T. (2021). The cognitive behavior therapy for postdisaster 
distress program. In Treatment for postdisaster distress: A transdiagnostic approach (pp. 
57–76). American Psychological Association. https://doi.org/10.1037/0000237- 
004.  

Aug Harmon, A. L., Goldstein, E. S., Shiner, B., & Watts, B. V. (2014). Preliminary 
findings for a brief posttraumatic stress intervention in primary mental health care. 
Psychological Services, 11(3), 295–299. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0035846. 

Nov Hsieh, H. F., & Shannon, S. E. (2005). Three approaches to qualitative content 
analysis. Qualitative Health Research, 15(9), 1277–1288. https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
1049732305276687. 

Sep Johnson, E. M., & Possemato, K. (2019). Defining the things we can change to 
improve access to mental health care. Families, Systems & Health, 37(3), 195–205. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/fsh0000435. 

Sep-Oct Joseph, R., Kester, R., O’Brien, C., & Huang, H. (2017). The evolving practice of 
psychiatry in the era of integrated care. Psychosomatics, 58(5), 466–473. https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.psym.2017.04.003. 

Kaltman, S., Hurtado de Mendoza, A., Gonzales, F. A., & Serrano, A. (2014). Preferences 
for trauma-related mental health services among Latina immigrants from Central 
America, South America, and Mexico. Psychological Trauma: Theory, Research, 
Practice, and Policy, 6(1), 83–91. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0031539 

Karlsson, R. (2005). Ethnic matching between therapist and patient in psychotherapy: An 
Overview of findings, together with methodological and conceptual issues. Cultural 
Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology, 11, 113–129. https://doi.org/10.1037/ 
1099-9809.11.2.113 

Apr Kartha, A., Brower, V., Saitz, R., Samet, J. H., Keane, T. M., & Liebschutz, J. (2008). 
The impact of trauma exposure and post-traumatic stress disorder on healthcare 
utilization among primary care patients. Medical Care, 46(4), 388–393. https://doi. 
org/10.1097/MLR.0b013e31815dc5d2. 

Dec 30 Katon, W. J., Lin, E. H., Von Korff, M., Ciechanowski, P., Ludman, E. J., Young, B., 
Peterson, D., Rutter, C. M., McGregor, M., & McCulloch, D. (2010). Collaborative 
care for patients with depression and chronic illnesses. New England Journal of 
Medicine, 363(27), 2611–2620. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1003955. 

Jun Knight, J. R., Shrier, L. A., Bravender, T. D., Farrell, M., Vander Bilt, J., & 
Shaffer, H. J. (1999). A new brief screen for adolescent substance abuse. Archives of 
Pediatrics and Adolescent Medicine, 153(6), 591–596. https://doi.org/10.1001/ 
archpedi.153.6.591. 

Sep Kowalik, J., Weller, J., Venter, J., & Drachman, D. (2011). Cognitive behavioral 
therapy for the treatment of pediatric posttraumatic stress disorder: A review and 
meta-analysis. Journal of Behavior Therapy and Experimental Psychiatry, 42(3), 
405–413. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2011.02.002. 

Lasser, K. E., Liu, Z., Lin, M.-Y., Paasche-Orlow, M. K., & Hanchate, A. (2021). Changes in 
hospitalizations at US safety-net hospitals following Medicaid expansion. JAMA 
Network Open, 4(6), e2114343. https://doi.org/10.1001/ 
jamanetworkopen.2021.14343. e2114343. 

Nov Lau, A. S., & Weisz, J. R. (2003). Reported maltreatment among clinic-referred 
children: Implications for presenting problems, treatment attrition, and long-term 
outcomes. Journal of the American Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 42(11), 
1327–1334. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.Chi.0000085754.71002.14. 

Feb Le Cook, B., Barry, C. L., & Busch, S. H. (2013). Racial/ethnic disparity trends in 
children’s mental health care access and expenditures from 2002 to 2007. Health 
Services Research, 48(1), 129–149 https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6773.2012.01 
439.x. 

Leon, A. C., Davis, L. L., & Kraemer, H. C. (2011). The role and interpretation of pilot 
studies in clinical research. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 45(5), 626–629. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2010.10.008 

Lester, K., Artz, C., Resick, P. A., & Young-Xu, Y. (2010). Impact of race on early 
treatment termination and outcomes in posttraumatic stress disorder treatment. 
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 78, 480–489. https://doi.org/10.1037/ 
a0019551 

Jun Liebschutz, J., Saitz, R., Brower, V., Keane, T. M., Lloyd-Travaglini, C., Averbuch, T., 
& Samet, J. H. (2007). PTSD in urban primary care: High prevalence and low 
physician recognition. Journal of General Internal Medicine, 22(6), 719–726 htt 
ps://doi.org/10.1007/s11606-007-0161-0. 

Light, R. J. (1971). Measures of response agreement for qualitative data: Some 
generalizations and alternatives. Psychological Bulletin, 76(5), 365–377. https://doi. 
org/10.1037/h0031643 

Sep Lipschitz, D. S., Rasmusson, A. M., Anyan, W., Cromwell, P., & Southwick, S. M. 
(2000). Clinical and functional correlates of posttraumatic stress disorder in urban 
adolescent girls at a primary care clinic. Journal of the American Academy of Child And 
Adolescent Psychiatry, 39(9), 1104–1111. https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583- 
200009000-00009. 

Jul Lopez, C. M., Andrews, A. R., Chisolm, A. M., de Arellano, M. A., Saunders, B., & 
Kilpatrick, D. G. (2017). Racial/ethnic differences in trauma exposure and mental 
health disorders in adolescents. Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority Psychology, 23 
(3), 382–387 https://doi.org/10.1037/cdp0000126. 

Aug Lu, W., Yanos, P. T., Gottlieb, J. D., Duva, S. M., Silverstein, S. M., Xie, H., 
Rosenberg, S. D., & Mueser, K. T. (2012). Use of fidelity assessments to train 
clinicians in the CBT for PTSD program for clients with serious mental illness. 
Psychiatric Services, 63(8), 785–792 https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201000458. 

Dec Maura, J., & Weisman de Mamani, A. (2017). Mental health disparities, treatment 
engagement, and attrition among racial/ethnic minorities with severe mental illness: 
A review. Journal of Clinical Psychology in Medical Settings, 24(3–4), 187–210. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10880-017-9510-2. 

Apr McKay, M. M., Lynn, C. J., & Bannon, W. M. (2005). Understanding inner city child 
mental health need and trauma exposure: Implications for preparing urban service 
providers. American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 75(2), 201–210. https://doi.org/ 
10.1037/0002-9432.75.2.201. 

McPherson, P., Scribano, P., & Stevens, J. (2011). Barriers to successful treatment 
completion in child sexual abuse survivors. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 27(1), 
23–39. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260511416466 

Merikangas, K. R., He, J.-p., Burstein, M., Swanson, S. A., Avenevoli, S., Cui, L., 
Benjet, C., Georgiades, K., & Swendsen, J. (2010, 07/31). Lifetime prevalence of 
mental disorders in US adolescents: Results from the national comorbidity study- 
adolescent supplement (NCS-A). Journal of the American Academy of Child & 
Adolescent Psychiatry, 49(10), 980–989. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2010.05.017 

Oct Miller, C. J., Grogan-Kaylor, A., Perron, B. E., Kilbourne, A. M., Woltmann, E., & 
Bauer, M. S. (2013). Collaborative chronic care models for mental health conditions: 
Cumulative meta-analysis and metaregression to guide future research and 
implementation. Medical Care, 51(10), 922–930. https://doi.org/10.1097/ 
MLR.0b013e3182a3e4c4. 

Jul Morina, N., Koerssen, R., & Pollet, T. V. (2016). Interventions for children and 
adolescents with posttraumatic stress disorder: A meta-analysis of comparative 
outcome studies. Clinical Psychology Review, 47, 41–54. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
cpr.2016.05.006. 

Apr Mowbray, O., Campbell, R. D., Kim, I., & Scott, J. A. (2018). Quitting mental health 
services among racial and ethnic groups of Americans with depression. The Journal of 
Behavioral Health Services & Research, 45(2), 269–279. https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s11414-017-9560-0. 

Mueser, K. T., Gottlieb, J. D., Xie, H., Lu, W., Yanos, P. T., Rosenberg, S. D., 
Silverstein, S. M., Duva, S. M., Minsky, S., Wolfe, R. S., & McHugo, G. J. (2015). 
Evaluation of cognitive restructuring for post-traumatic stress disorder in people 
with severe mental illness [Journal Article]. British Journal of Psychiatry, 206(6), 
501–508. https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.114.147926 

Mueser, K. T., Rosenberg, S. D., Rosenberg, H. J., & Association, A. P. (2009). Treatment 
of posttraumatic stress disorder in special populations: A cognitive restructuring program. 
Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.  

Murphy, R. A., Sink, H. E., Ake, G. S., Carmody, K. A., Amaya-Jackson, L. M., & 
Briggs, E. C. (2013). Predictors of treatment completion in a sample of youth who 
have experienced physical or sexual trauma. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 29(1), 
3–19. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260513504495 

Nath, J. B., Costigan, S., & Hsia, R. Y. (2016). Changes in demographics of patients seen 
at federally qualified health centers, 2005-2014. JAMA Internal Medicine, 176(5), 
712–714. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.0705 

Ng, L. C., Oblath, R., Brigham, R., Tai, M. H., & Coles, M. (2022). Development and pilot 
testing of a five item traumatic stress screener for use with adolescents in pediatric 
primary care. Child and Adolescent Psychiatry and Mental Health. https://doi.org/ 
10.1186/s13034-022-00501-x 

Dec Nishith, P., Mueser, K. T., & Morse, G. A. (2015). A brief intervention for 
posttraumatic stress disorder in persons with a serious mental illness. Psychiatric 
Rehabilitation Journal, 38(4), 314–319. https://doi.org/10.1037/prj0000158. 

Nov - Dec Nobles, C. J., Valentine, S. E., Gerber, M. W., Shtasel, D. L., & Marques, L. 
(2016). Predictors of treatment utilization and unmet treatment need among 
individuals with posttraumatic stress disorder from a national sample. General 
Hospital Psychiatry, 43, 38–45. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
genhosppsych.2016.09.001. 

O’Loughlin, K., Donovan, E. K., Radcliff, Z., Ryan, M., & Rybarczyk, B. (2019). Using 
integrated behavioral healthcare to address behavioral health disparities in 

L.C. Ng et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10566-019-09504-w
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2017.1350962
https://doi.org/10.1037/1040-3590.11.3.303
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15374424jccp3003_9
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15374424jccp3003_9
https://doi.org/10.1037/14668-010
https://doi.org/10.1037/14668-010
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02345673
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02345673
https://doi.org/10.1037/tra0000460
https://doi.org/10.1037/tra0000460
https://doi.org/10.2105/ajph.89.9.1322
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-020-01021-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-020-01021-6
https://doi.org/10.1037/0000237-004
https://doi.org/10.1037/0000237-004
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0035846
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732305276687
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732305276687
https://doi.org/10.1037/fsh0000435
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psym.2017.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psym.2017.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0031539
https://doi.org/10.1037/1099-9809.11.2.113
https://doi.org/10.1037/1099-9809.11.2.113
https://doi.org/10.1097/MLR.0b013e31815dc5d2
https://doi.org/10.1097/MLR.0b013e31815dc5d2
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1003955
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.153.6.591
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.153.6.591
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbtep.2011.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.14343
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.14343
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.Chi.0000085754.71002.14
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6773.2012.01439.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6773.2012.01439.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2010.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpsychires.2010.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0019551
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0019551
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11606-007-0161-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11606-007-0161-0
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0031643
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0031643
https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-200009000-00009
https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-200009000-00009
https://doi.org/10.1037/cdp0000126
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201000458
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10880-017-9510-2
https://doi.org/10.1037/0002-9432.75.2.201
https://doi.org/10.1037/0002-9432.75.2.201
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260511416466
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2010.05.017
https://doi.org/10.1097/MLR.0b013e3182a3e4c4
https://doi.org/10.1097/MLR.0b013e3182a3e4c4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2016.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2016.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11414-017-9560-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11414-017-9560-0
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.114.147926
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref66
https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260513504495
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.0705
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13034-022-00501-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13034-022-00501-x
https://doi.org/10.1037/prj0000158
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2016.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2016.09.001


Behaviour Research and Therapy 165 (2023) 104310

14

underserved populations. Translational Issues in Psychological Science, 5(4), 374–389. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/tps0000213 

Ortega, A. N., & Alegría, M. (2002). Self-reliance, mental health need, and the use of 
mental healthcare among island Puerto Ricans. Mental Health Services Research, 4(3), 
131–140. https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1019707012403 

Aug Philippot, P., Chapelle, G., & Blairy, S. (2002). Respiratory feedback in the 
generation of emotion. Cognition & Emotion, 16(5), 605–627. https://doi.org/ 
10.1080/02699930143000392. 

Aug Porges, S. W. (2003). The polyvagal theory: Phylogenetic contributions to social 
behavior. Physiology and Behavior, 79(3), 503–513. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0031- 
9384(03)00156-2. 

Sep Possemato, K. (2011). The current state of intervention research for posttraumatic 
stress disorder within the primary care setting. Journal of Clinical Psychology in 
Medical Settings, 18(3), 268–280. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10880-011-9237-4. 

Mar Possemato, K., Bergen-Cico, D., Treatman, S., Allen, C., Wade, M., & Pigeon, W. 
(2016). A randomized clinical trial of primary care brief mindfulness training for 
veterans with PTSD. Journal of Clinical Psychology, 72(3), 179–193. https://doi.org/ 
10.1002/jclp.22241. 

Feb Price, J., Genuario, K., Romeo, D., Pruden, K., Elwell, S., Matwiejewicz, D., 
Friedlander, E., & Jaszczyszyn, D. (2019). Implementation of a standardized 
screening program for risk of posttraumatic stress disorder among youth hospitalized 
with injury. Psychological Services, 16(1), 48–57. https://doi.org/10.1037/ 
ser0000271. 

Pulsifer, B. H., Evans, C. L., Capel, L., Lyons-Hunter, M., & Grieco, J. A. (2019). Cross- 
sectional assessment of mental health and service disparities in a high-risk 
community. Translational Issues in Psychological Science, 5(4), 365–373. https://doi. 
org/10.1037/tps0000211 

Jan Schneider, S. J., Grilli, S. F., & Schneider, J. R. (2013). Evidence-based treatments for 
traumatized children and adolescents. Current Psychiatry Reports, 15(1), 332. https:// 
doi.org/10.1007/s11920-012-0332-5. 

Selwyn, C. N., Schneider, M., Anderson, C., & Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J. (2019). 
Recognizing the hurt: Prevalence and correlates of elevated PTSD symptoms among 
adolescents receiving mental/behavioral health services in primary care. 
Psychological Services, 16(1), 58–66. https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000322 (Trauma- 
Informed Care for Children and Families 

Jan Sijbrandij, M., Olff, M., Reitsma, J. B., Carlier, I. V., de Vries, M. H., & Gersons, B. P. 
(2007). Treatment of acute posttraumatic stress disorder with brief cognitive 
behavioral therapy: A randomized controlled trial. American Journal of Psychiatry, 
164(1), 82–90. https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.2007.164.1.82. 

Sim, J. (2019). Should treatment effects be estimated in pilot and feasibility studies? Pilot 
Feasibility Stud, 5(1), 107. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-019-0493-7 

Srivastava, A., Miller, A. N., Coles, M. S., Brigham, R., Peterson, E. R., Kreida, E., 
Mueser, K. T., & Ng, L. C. (2021). Development of a brief primary care intervention 
for PTSD in adolescents. Clinical Practice in Pediatric Psychology. https://doi.org/ 
10.1037/cpp0000382 

StataCorp. (2019). Stata statistical software: Release 16. StataCorp LLC.  
Steinberg, A. M., Layne, C. M., Briggs, E. C., Liang, L.-J., Brymer, M. J., Belin, T. R., 

Fairbank, J. A., Pynoos, R. S., & Summer. (2019). Benefits of treatment completion 
over premature termination: Findings from the national child traumatic stress 
network. Psychiatry, 82(2), 113–127. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
00332747.2018.1560584 

May Streeter, C. C., Gerbarg, P. L., Saper, R. B., Ciraulo, D. A., & Brown, R. P. (2012). 
Effects of yoga on the autonomic nervous system, gamma-aminobutyric-acid, and 

allostasis in epilepsy, depression, and post-traumatic stress disorder. Medical 
Hypotheses, 78(5), 571–579. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mehy.2012.01.021. 

Thabane, L., Ma, J., Chu, R., Cheng, J., Ismaila, A., Rios, L. P., Robson, R., Thabane, M., 
Giangregorio, L., & Goldsmith, C. H. (2010). A tutorial on pilot studies: The what, 
why and how. BMC Medical Research Methodology, 10(1), 1. https://doi.org/ 
10.1186/1471-2288-10-1 

Jan 1 Thompson, N. J., Fiorillo, D., Rothbaum, B. O., Ressler, K. J., & Michopoulos, V. 
(2018). Coping strategies as mediators in relation to resilience and posttraumatic 
stress disorder. Journal of Affective Disorders, 225, 153–159. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.jad.2017.08.049. 

Jul-Aug Uga, A., Kulkarni, S., Heeramun, V., & Bottum, K. (2017). Evaluation of a model 
of integrated care for patients with chronic medical and psychiatric illness. 
Psychosomatics, 58(4), 437–440. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psym.2017.02.007. 

Feb Vera, M., Perez-Pedrogo, C., Huertas, S. E., Reyes-Rabanillo, M. L., Juarbe, D., 
Huertas, A., Reyes-Rodriguez, M. L., & Chaplin, W. (2010). Collaborative care for 
depressed patients with chronic medical conditions: A randomized trial in Puerto 
Rico. Psychiatric Services, 61(2), 144–150. https://doi.org/10.1176/ 
ps.2010.61.2.144. 

Vidal, S., & Connell, C. M. (2019). Treatment effects of parent-child focused evidence- 
based programs on problem severity and functioning among children and 
adolescents with disruptive behavior. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent 
Psychology, 48(sup1), S326–s336. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
15374416.2018.1469092 

Wamser-Nanney, R., & Steinzor, C. E. (2017). Factors related to attrition from trauma- 
focused cognitive behavioral therapy. Child Abuse & Neglect, 66, 73–83. https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2016.11.031 

Watsford, C., Rickwood, D., & Vanags, T. (2013). Exploring young people’s expectations 
of a youth mental health care service. Early Intervention in Psychiatry, 7(2), 131–137. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-7893.2012.00361.x 

Wielen, L. M., Gilchrist, E. C., Nowels, M. A., Petterson, S. M., Rust, G., & Miller, B. F. 
(2015). Not near enough: Racial and ethnic disparities in access to nearby behavioral 
health care and primary care. Journal of Health Care for the Poor and Underserved, 26 
(3), 1032–1047. https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2015.0083 

Williamson, J. B., Porges, E. C., Lamb, D. G., & Porges, S. W. (2014). Maladaptive 
autonomic regulation in PTSD accelerates physiological aging. Frontiers in 
Psychology, 5, 1571. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01571 

Aug Woltmann, E., Grogan-Kaylor, A., Perron, B., Georges, H., Kilbourne, A. M., & 
Bauer, M. S. (2012). Comparative effectiveness of collaborative chronic care models 
for mental health conditions across primary, specialty, and behavioral health care 
settings: Systematic review and meta-analysis. American Journal of Psychiatry, 169 
(8), 790–804 https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2012.11111616. 

Wong, E. C., Collins, R. L., Breslau, J., Burnam, M. A., Cefalu, M., & Roth, E. A. (2018). 
Differential association of stigma with perceived need and mental health service use. 
The Journal of Nervous and Mental Disease, 206(6), 461–468. https://doi.org/ 
10.1097/NMD.0000000000000831 

Wong, E. C., Marshall, G. N., & Miles, J. N. V. (2013). Randomized controlled trial of a 
psychoeducational video intervention for traumatic injury survivors. Journal of 
Trauma Stress Disorder Treatment, 2(2). https://doi.org/10.4172/2324- 
8947.1000104 

Aug Yasinski, C., Hayes, A. M., Alpert, E., McCauley, T., Ready, C. B., Webb, C., & 
Deblinger, E. (2018). Treatment processes and demographic variables as predictors 
of dropout from trauma-focused cognitive behavioral therapy (TF-CBT) for youth. 
Behaviour Research and Therapy, 107, 10–18. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
brat.2018.05.008. 

L.C. Ng et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     

https://doi.org/10.1037/tps0000213
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1019707012403
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930143000392
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930143000392
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0031-9384(03)00156-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0031-9384(03)00156-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10880-011-9237-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22241
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.22241
https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000271
https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000271
https://doi.org/10.1037/tps0000211
https://doi.org/10.1037/tps0000211
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-012-0332-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-012-0332-5
https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000322 (Trauma-Informed Care for Children and Families
https://doi.org/10.1037/ser0000322 (Trauma-Informed Care for Children and Families
https://doi.org/10.1176/ajp.2007.164.1.82
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-019-0493-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/cpp0000382
https://doi.org/10.1037/cpp0000382
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0005-7967(23)00059-1/sref85
https://doi.org/10.1080/00332747.2018.1560584
https://doi.org/10.1080/00332747.2018.1560584
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mehy.2012.01.021
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-10-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-10-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2017.08.049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2017.08.049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psym.2017.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2010.61.2.144
https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2010.61.2.144
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2018.1469092
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2018.1469092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2016.11.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2016.11.031
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-7893.2012.00361.x
https://doi.org/10.1353/hpu.2015.0083
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01571
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2012.11111616
https://doi.org/10.1097/NMD.0000000000000831
https://doi.org/10.1097/NMD.0000000000000831
https://doi.org/10.4172/2324-8947.1000104
https://doi.org/10.4172/2324-8947.1000104
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2018.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2018.05.008

	A pragmatic feasibility trial of the Primary Care Intervention for PTSD: A health service delivery model to reduce health d ...
	1 Introduction
	2 Method
	2.1 The Primary Care Intervention for Posttraumatic stress disorder (PCIP)
	2.2 Study setting
	2.3 Ethics statement
	2.4 Provider training and supervision
	2.5 Recruitment and participants
	2.6 Implementation outcomes and data collection
	2.7 Exploratory effectiveness outcomes and data collection
	2.8 Data analysis

	3 Results
	3.1 Recruitment
	3.2 Demographics
	3.3 Trauma exposure
	3.4 Baseline mental health
	3.5 Implementation results
	3.6 PCIP components acceptability results
	3.7 Preliminary PCIP effectiveness results

	4 Discussion
	5 Conclusion
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of competing interest
	Data availability
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A Supplementary data
	References




