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Abstract

Aim: Traumatic events are involved in the development and maintenance of psychotic

symptoms. There are few trials exploring trauma-focused treatments as interventions

for psychotic symptoms, especially in individuals with early psychosis. This trial will eval-

uate the feasibility and acceptability of conducting a definitive trial of Eye Movement

Desensitization and Reprocessing for psychosis (EMDRp) in people with early psychosis.

Methods: Sixty participants with first episode psychosis and a history of a traumatic/

adverse life event(s)will be recruited from early intervention services in the North

West of England and randomized to receive16 sessions of EMDRp + Treatment as

Usual (TAU) or TAU alone. Participants will be assessed at baseline, 6 and 12 months

post-randomization using several measures of psychotic symptoms, trauma symp-

toms, anxiety, depression, functioning, service-user defined recovery, health econom-

ics indicators and quality of life. Two nested qualitative studies to assess participant

feedback of therapy and views of professional stakeholders on the implementation

of EMDRp into services will also be conducted. The feasibility of a future definitive

efficacy and cost-effectiveness evaluation of EMDRp will be tested against several

outcomes, including ability to recruit and randomize participants, trial retention at 6-

and 12-month follow-up assessments, treatment engagement and treatment fidelity.

Conclusions: If it is feasible to deliver a multi-site trial of this intervention, it will be

possible to evaluate whether EMDRp represents a beneficial treatment to augment

existing evidence-based care of individuals with early psychosis supported by early

intervention services.
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Psychotic disorders are a major cause of personal and societal burden

affecting approximately 0.7% of the population (McManus,

Bebbington, Jenkins, & Brugha, 2016; Finberg et al., 2013). They are

associated with long-term disability (Wiersma et al., 2000), heightened

mortality and risk of suicide (Palmer, Pankratz, & Bostwick, 2005;

Saha, Chant, & McGrath, 2007) and reduced recovery outcomes

(Jääskeläinen et al., 2013). Recommended pharmacological and psy-

chological interventions (NICE, 2014) can be effective, but response

to treatment is modest and variable (e.g., Jauhar et al., 2014; Wykes,

Steel, Everitt, & Tarrier, 2008). In addition, patients prescribed anti-

psychotic medications have relatively low rates of adherence, with

approximately only two thirds of medication prescribed actually being

taken (Cramer & Rosenheck, 2006). This may be due at least in part to

marked and diverse profile of severe side-effects (Young, Taylor, &

Lawrie, 2015). Cognitive Behaviour Therapy has consistent but small

to moderate effects on positive symptoms only (Bighelli et al., 2018;

McKenna, Leucht, Jauhar, Laws, & Bighelli, 2019). Therefore, further

work is required in order to improve outcomes.

Approximately 80% of patients with psychosis have a history of

traumatic life experiences (de Bont et al., 2015; Hardy et al., 2016).

Meta-analyses indicate that trauma is associated with an increased

risk of developing psychosis, and heightened severity of psychotic

symptoms in those who already have psychosis (e.g., Beards

et al., 2013; Varese et al., 2012).The prevalence of trauma and post-

traumatic symptoms is particularly marked in individuals with early

psychosis (e.g., Rodrigues & Anderson, 2017), possibly due to addi-

tional traumatogenic experiences that many people with psychosis

are exposed to in the early stages of the illness (e.g., coerced treat-

ment, loss of employment and relationships, the experience of terrify-

ing symptoms). In addition, a range of trauma sequalae, such as

dissociation and intrusive memories/flashbacks, are involved in the

maintenance of psychotic symptoms (Hardy et al., 2016; Varese,

Barkus, & Bentall, 2012; Williams, Bucci, Berry, & Varese, 2018). Clini-

cal guidelines (e.g., NICE, 2014) have recognized both the need for

routine trauma assessment in people with first episode psychosis as

well as the need for further evaluation of the efficacy and acceptabil-

ity of trauma-focused therapies for this group.

The treatment of trauma in people with psychosis has largely been

ignored until recent years. Psychotic symptoms have been used as an

exclusion criterion in 93% of existing trauma-focused intervention trials

(Meyer, Farrell, Kemp, Blakey, & Deacon, 2014; Ronconi, Shiner, &

Watts, 2014), despite the fact that a substantial minority of patients

with psychosis also meet the criteria for Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder

(PTSD) and many more report subsyndromal, but nonetheless dis-

tressing, trauma symptoms (de Bont et al., 2015). Because of this, there

has been recent interest in evaluating trauma-focused therapies in this

patient group. Eye Movement Desensitization and Reprocessing

(EMDR) is, alongside Trauma-Focused Cognitive Behavioural Therapy

(TF-CBT), one of the trauma-focused therapies that has received exten-

sive empirical scrutiny in the last three decades (Bisson et al., 2007;

Bisson, Roberts, Andrew, Cooper, & Lewis, 2013). EMDR is endorsed

as a recommended intervention for PTSD in several clinical guidelines

worldwide (e.g., ISTSS, 2019; NICE, 2018; World Health

Organization, 2013) and recent health economic evaluations have

attested to its cost-effectiveness relative to other trauma-focused

approaches (Mavranezouli et al., 2020). Trials investigating the efficacy

of EMDR and other trauma-focused therapies in people with severe

mental illness and PTSD have been encouraging (Sin, Spain, Furuta,

Murrells, & Norman, 2017). A large-scale RCT in the Netherlands com-

pared the efficacy of EMDR, prolonged exposure (PE) and treatment as

usual in individuals with psychosis and comorbid PTSD. Patients receiv-

ing PE (56.6%; p = .006) or EMDR (60.0%; p < .001) were more likely to

achieve loss of PTSD diagnosis compared to TAU (27.7%; van den Berg

et al., 2015). Both treatments were safe and acceptable, and gains were

maintained at 6 months follow-up assessments. Secondary analyses

indicated that there were significant reductions in symptoms of psycho-

sis in people who received these interventions (de Bont et al., 2016)

but conclusions drawn are limited as the trials were not designed to

assess change in psychotic symptoms.

Although EMDR is already being successfully adapted to treat mental

health difficulties other than PTSD in people with a trauma history (Novo

et al., 2014;Wood & Ricketts, 2013), previous psychosis trials have exclu-

sively evaluated EMDR as a treatment for comorbid PTSD in people with

long-standing psychotic disorders. The current trial addresses priorities

identified by previous systematic reviews on the application of trauma-

focused therapy in people with psychosis (Sin & Spain, 2017; Sin

et al., 2017; Swan, Keen, Reynolds, & Onwumere, 2017), in particular

(1) whether EMDR can be used safely and effectively in patients with

recent onset psychosis and patients with trauma symptoms that do not

necessarily meet diagnostic thresholds for PTSD, and (2) whether EMDR

can be used to directly ameliorate symptoms of psychosis. Our interven-

tionwas adapted from previous work (van den Berg, van der Vleugel, Star-

ing, de Bont, & de Jongh, 2013) and consists of a 16-session manualized

EMDR intervention specifically modified to target distressing psychotic

symptoms in out-patients with early psychosis. The intervention was

developed from pilot work with first episode psychosis clients indicating

clinically significant improvements in psychotic symptoms, trauma-related

symptoms, anxiety and depression (Ward-Brown et al., 2018). Participants

experienced therapy as highly acceptable and helpful, their feedback being

used to refine the approach further. The present investigation will exam-

ine whether it is feasible to conduct a larger-scale evaluation of “EMDR

for psychosis” (EMDRp). The results of this workwill be used to inform the

design of the future trial, including necessary sample size calculations for a

definitive efficacy and cost-effectiveness assessment. It is anticipated that

the future trial would focus on the reduction of psychotic symptoms as a

primary outcome, with secondary outcomes including trauma symptoms.

However, in order to ensure feasibility, a preliminary trial is required

before engaging in the large-scale programme.

2 | AIMS

To evaluate the feasibility and acceptability of conducting a definitive

trial of EMDRp in people with early psychosis. Feasibility will be

ascertained across a range of critical parameters, including: recruit-

ment and randomization rate, therapy engagement, assessment
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retention and therapy fidelity (see Table 1). Acceptability will be

ascertained by qualitative investigations with professionals and

service-user participants who have received the EMDRp therapy

intervention. Examination of the completeness of outcome measures

and variance in outcomes will be used to inform the design and power

calculation of a future definitive trial.

3 | METHODS

3.1 | Design

The EASE trial (“Eye movement desensitization and reprocessing therapy

in early psychosis: A feasibility randomized controlled trial”,

ISRCTN16262847) is a single-blind, parallel group randomized controlled

trial with random allocation to one of two arms; EMDRp alongside TAU

versus TAU alone. Allocation will be assigned at a ratio of 1:1 and will be

concealed from the assessing research assistants (RAs). Participants in

both arms will complete assessments at baseline, 6 and 12 months post-

randomization. Two qualitative studies will be nested within the trial,

one exploring the service user participants' views concerning acceptabil-

ity and impact of the intervention, and the other exploring the views of

professionals regarding implementation of EMDRp within services.

3.2 | Participants

The trial will comprise of 60 individuals with first episode psychosis

and a history of trauma. Inclusion criteria are listed in Table 2.

The recruitment target was informed by feasibility trials guide-

lines (Arain, Campbell, Cooper, & Lancaster, 2014; Eldridge

et al., 2016; Lancaster, Dodd, & Williamson, 2004) and will enable the

TABLE 1 Feasibility outcomes of the EASE trial

Criterion Critical feasibility outcome

Other feasibility and
acceptability data relevant to

the criterion Proposed thresholds on critical outcome

(1) Recruitment

rate

Number of participants

consented into the trial and

randomized

Number of referrals per month

Source of recruitment

Number of participants

contacted,

Number of participants

assessed for eligibility

Reasons for non-eligibility or

withdrawal of interest

*Feasibility will be demonstrated where an average of at least

three participants are recruited and randomized per month

**If at least two participants are recruited per month, then a

future trial will be feasible but additional strategies must be

identified to support recruitment (e.g., informed by other

feasibility data relevant to this criterion)

***If an average of one participant is recruited per month over

the recruitment period (<20 participants), feasibility within

the current design will not be demonstrated

(2) Therapy

engagement

% who drop-out of therapy/%

who did not receive

treatment allocated

Session record forms for each

therapy session

Number of therapy sessions

attended

Qualitative interviews with SU

participants

*Feasibility will be demonstrated if at least 70% of the

participants in the intervention arm completed at least 8

out of the 16 sessions of EMDRp

**If 50–70% of participants in the intervention arm complete

at least 8 out of the 16 sessions of EMDRp

***If less than 50% of participants in the intervention arm

complete at least 8 out of 16 sessions of EMDRp

(3) Assessment

retention

% of participants who are lost

to follow-up at end-of-

treatment and follow-up

assessment points

Reasons for withdrawal from

the study

Qualitative interviews with SU

participants

*If at least 70% of participants are retained and the end-of-

treatment and follow-up assessments, feasibility will be

demonstrated

**If 30–70% of participants are retained at the end-of-

treatment and follow-up assessments, a future trial will be

feasible if strategies to overcome barriers are identified

(e.g., via other data relevant to this criterion)

***If less than 30% of participants are retained at the end-of-

treatment and follow-up assessments, feasibility within the

current design will not be demonstrated

(4) Therapy

fidelity

Adherence ratings from

therapy tapes

Session record form for each

therapy session (including

reasons for deviation from

protocol)

*Feasibility will be demonstrated if over 80% of rated therapy

tapes will be rated as acceptable

**If 50–80% of rated therapy tapes will be rated as

acceptable, a future trial will be feasible if strategies to

overcome identified barriers (e.g., exploring the reasons for

deviation from protocol recorded in the therapist checklists)

***If less than 50% of rated therapy tapes will be rates as

acceptable, feasibility within the current design will not be

demonstrated

Note: * = Continue to main study without modifications—feasible as it is; ** = Continue but modify protocol—the future definitive trial is feasible with

modifications. *** = Stop—future definitive trial is not feasible.

1226 VARESE ET AL.

 17517893, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/eip.13071 by N

IC
E

, N
ational Institute for H

ealth and C
are E

xcellence, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



estimation of recruitment and retention parameters as well as the var-

iance of outcome measures. Recruitment will take place across Early

Intervention (EI) teams in the North West of England. The trial will be

introduced to potential participants by their usual care team. Informed

consent will be obtained by trained research assistants (RAs) prior to

confirming eligibility via the Trauma Screening Questionnaire and the

Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale (Table 2).

3.2.1 | Randomization

Participants will be randomly allocated (1:1 ratio) to either EMDRp +

TAU, or TAU alone by an unblinded member of the research team (the

principal investigator, the trial manager or the trial statistician) using

an online pseudo-random list with random permuted blocks of varying

sizes. Allocation will be concealed from the RAs conducting

assessments.

4 | INTERVENTION

EMDR is a trauma-focused therapy in which memories of traumatic

experiences are reprocessed to decrease the distress caused by them

and change the dysfunctional beliefs and perceptual associations

related to the traumatic event. This is achieved through an eight-

phase treatment protocol addressing past memories, present triggers

and future templates. Treatment phases are outlined in Table 3.

Phases do not correspond to specific therapy sessions; multiple

phases (usually phases 3–7) can be executed sequentially within the

same session. Typically, an EMDR session lasts from 60 to 90 minutes

with treatment generally lasting between 8 and 12 sessions. However,

more sessions are recommended in the context of complex mental

health presentations and severe/multiple trauma histories

(NICE, 2018).

The intervention offered in the current trial will be entirely con-

sistent with the eight phases of the standard EMDR protocol but the

focus of certain EMDR phases have been modified and expanded

(most notably phases 2 and 3, pertaining to client preparation and the

assessment and selection of suitable targets for subsequent

reprocessing work). This accounts for specific issues related to the

experience of psychotic symptoms and their impact on the client's

wellbeing. The treatment protocol builds on specific adaptations

already suggested in the application of EMDR to the treatment of psy-

chosis (e.g., van den Berg et al., 2013), but represents the first attempt

to deliver a manualized intervention that systematically implements

these psychosis-specific adaptations. These adaptations involve the

inclusion of:

1. a more explicit focus on structure and containment within sessions

to safely adhere to the limit of up to 16 sessions provided as part

of this feasibility trial. This is achieved through maintaining a clear

strand of goal-orientated focus throughout therapy, centring on

clients' most distressing present-day challenges and linking this

back to and working through related distressing/traumatic experi-

ences, to help progress towards achieving chosen therapeutic

goals

2. an enhanced focus on psychoeducation, grounding and client prep-

aration techniques—designed to enable successful reprocessing of

traumatic memories including those associated with dissociation

(a common concomitant of psychotic experiences; Pilton, Varese,

Berry, & Bucci, 2015), concurrent acute psychotic symptoms and

related difficulties (e.g., inattention). This may include an enhanced

TABLE 2 Participant inclusion and exclusion criteria

Inclusion

criteria

1. Aged at least 16 years

2. Capacity and willingness to provide informed consent

3. a. ICD diagnosis of schizophrenia-spectrum disorders (ICD codes F20, F22, F23, F25, F28, F29; ICD-11 codes 6A20, 6A21,

6A23, 6A24, 6A2Y,6A2Z)

b. or criterion level of positive symptoms severity, indicated by a score > 3 (symptom present) on the delusions (P1),

hallucinations (P3), grandiosity (P5) or suspiciousness (P6) items of the PANSS in the previous week

c. and/or the psychosis transition criteria of the CAARMS

4. In contact with mental health services, and have an assigned care-coordinator

5. Within 3 years from psychosis onset

6. Judged by the assigned care-coordinator/responsible clinician as clinically stable (no treatment change in the previous month,

not acutely suicidal and no suicide attempt in the previous 2 months)

7. Reporting at least 1 traumatic event on the TSQ, and at least subsyndromal post-traumatic symptoms in the previous week

(scores >0 on items 3_1 to 3_5 of the TSQ)

Exclusion

criteria

Primary diagnosis of substance/alcohol dependence, intellectual disability or cognitive dysfunction, as provided by the participant

care-coordinator/clinical team

Non-English speaking or requiring an interpreter for the intervention (the therapy and assessment battery at present can only be

delivered in English)

Receipt of EMDR from a qualified psychological therapist in accordance with NICE guidelines for PTSD (National Institute for

Health and Clinical Excellence, 2018) in the past 12 months

Note: Key: CAARMS = Comprehensive Assessment of At-Risk Mental States (Yung et al., 2005); EMDR = Eye Movement Desensitization and

Reprocessing Therapy; ICD = the International Classification of Disease; PANSS = Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale (Kay, Fiszbein, & Opler, 1987);

TSQ = Trauma Screening Questionnaire (de Bont et al. 2015).
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preparation phase, using tools such as the Constant Installation of

Present Orientation and Safety technique (CIPOS; Luber, 2009)

and enhanced practice of EMDR-related resource building and

visualization exercises, with a specific focus on psychosis-related

challenges or barriers in therapy (such as paranoia and hearing

voices)

3. assessment and therapeutic work around trauma symptoms that

may not reach diagnostic threshold for PTSD, to familiarize partici-

pants with the EMDR approach before targeting more complex

trauma memories or psychosis-related traumatic experiences;

4. traumatic experiences that preceded or precipitated the onset of

illness (and which may be thematically linked to psychotic symp-

toms; e.g., Hardy et al., 2005)

5. the traumatic impact of the psychotic episode itself (a source of

considerable traumatic stress in many first episode psychosis

patients; Berry, Ford, Jellicoe-Jones, & Haddock, 2013; Wilson,

Becker, & Tinker, 1997)

6. the impact of adverse life experiences and circumstances that

might have exacerbated maladaptive appraisals about psychotic

experiences as well as negative beliefs about the self and others

that are common in people with psychosis and are associated with

distress and impairment in this client group (Garety, Kuipers, Fow-

ler, Freeman, & Bebbington, 2001; Morrison, 2001)

The treatment will be delivered by EMDR therapists who have

experience in working with people with psychosis and/or PTSD. All

therapists will receive an initial 3-day training workshop in our

EMDRp protocol and will attend fortnightly group supervision

sessions.

4.1 | Treatment fidelity

Using the Modified EMDR Fidelity Checklist (Cooper, Smith, Lewis,

Lee, & Leeds, 2019) an EMDR consultant will rate a random selection

of therapy recordings (3–5 sessions per therapist) to ensure adher-

ence to EMDR when delivering our protocol. After each therapy ses-

sion, therapists will also complete a standardized session record form

to monitor session content; these will be reviewed during monthly

supervision meetings to maximize treatment fidelity throughout the

trial.

4.2 | Comparator

TAU will be in line with all standard and individually prescribed clin-

ical interventions as directed by clinical guidelines for psychosis

(NICE, 2014) and the participants' clinical team, and may include

antipsychotic medications and/or psychological interventions.

Although EMDR is not routinely employed in the treatment of psy-

chosis, TAU participants with comorbid PTSD may be referred by

their clinical teams to other services to receive a trauma-focused

interventions (TF-CBT or EMDR). For ethical reasons, the care

teams will not be asked to withhold such referrals/interventions.

Instead, the care received by TAU participants will be monitored

carefully through case notes reviews after the 12-month

assessment.

4.3 | Outcomes

This trial is designed to evaluate the feasibility of conducting a future

definitive trial. Therefore, the data collected at baseline and follow-up

assessments are intended to evaluate the feasibility of completing the

battery of measures to be employed in the future trial. At both base-

line and follow-up assessments, we will administer several measures

assessing psychotic symptoms, trauma symptoms, anxiety, depression,

functioning, service-user defined recovery as well as quality of life

and service usage data to inform future heath economics analyses

(Table 4).

TABLE 3 Standard EMDR treatment protocol phases (Shapiro, 2001)

Phase Details of EMDR protocol

1 History Taking (including discussion of the rationale for therapy and case conceptualization/idiographic formulation of the client's

difficulties)

2 Preparation (preparation for reprocessing of target trauma memories and equipping clients with strategies to better self-regulate during

trauma reprocessing work)

3 Assessment (the identification of a specific target memory/image as well as associated negative cognitions, disturbing emotions or bodily

sensations; a positive cognition that is preferable to the negative one is also identified)

4 Desensitization and Reprocessing (involving the repetitive use of bilateral stimulation, for example, the tracking of a moving object, while the

client is asked to simultaneously focus on the image, the negative cognition, and the disturbing emotion or body sensation until he/she

reports a marked reduction in distress associated with these experiences)

5 Installation (in which the client is encouraged to associate the trauma memory with the positive cognition previously identified, or a new

more adaptive positive cognition)

6 Body scan (designed to target any residual negative/uncomfortable physical sensation or bodily tension associated with the trauma memory)

7 Closure (generally involving the use of distress management and tolerance strategies before the end of the session)

8 Re-evaluation (where the client and therapist re-assess the previous target to evaluate whether additional work is necessary before

proceeding further with the intervention)
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5 | ANALYSIS

Descriptive statistics will be used to summarize assessments of feasi-

bility and acceptability in terms of the primary outcomes (Table 1).

Further descriptive information on the flow of participants across the

trial will be provided in accordance with relevant CONSORT fields for

feasibility trials (Eldridge et al., 2016). These will include: (1) number

of referrals received per month, (2) source of recruitment, (3) number

of participants contacted, (4) number of participants assessed for eligi-

bility, (5) number of participants consented into the trial and

TABLE 4 Summary of measures used to assess participant symptoms across three time points

Demographic information Baseline 6 months 12 months

Age, sex, ethnicity, employment status and occupation (if relevant), marital status, education level, self-

reported diagnosis, time since first episode of psychosis, duration of Early Intervention service input,

number and reasons for past psychiatric hospitalizations, current prescribed medications for mental health

difficulties (including dosage), diagnosis.

X Updated as required

Psychosis-related measures

PANSS The most widely used research measure to assess the severity of positive and

negative symptoms of psychosis as well as symptoms of general

psychopathology.

X X X

PSYRATS A semi-structured interview completed alongside the PANSS to provide a more

fine-grained assessment of auditory hallucinations and delusions, including

measures of subjective distress caused by these symptoms.

X X X

GPTS A brief self-report questionnaire assessing paranoid thinking and persecutory

delusions.

X X X

VIS A questionnaire assessing a range of positive and negative consequences of

voices (i.e., auditory verbal hallucinations) on various domains

X X X

QPR A service user-defined measure of subjective recovery from psychosis. X X X

Trauma-related measures

TSQ A brief measure used to screen for trauma exposure and post-traumatic stress

symptoms. In the present study, the modified version of the TSQ developed

by de Bont et al. (2015) for use in people with psychosis will be used to

check the participants' potential eligibility in this trial

X

TALE A measure specifically designed to assess exposure to adverse and traumatic

life experiences that are commonly reported by people with psychosis.

X

PCL-5 A self-report questionnaire assessing the presence and severity of post-

traumatic symptoms.

X X X

ITQ A brief measure assessing the severity of symptoms of PTSD and complex

PTSD as defined in the recently published ICD-11.

X X X

DES-II A self-report measure of dissociation. X X X

Health economic measures

EQ-5D-5L A health status questionnaires used in health economics analyses. X X X

EPQ An adapted version of the EPQ for specific use in early intervention for

psychosis services.

X X X

Other mental health and functioning measures

GAD-7 A brief and widely used questionnaires assessing symptoms of anxiety. X X X

PHQ-9 A brief and widely used questionnaires assessing symptoms of depression. X X X

PSP A scale assessing patients' functioning in four areas (socially useful activities,

personal and social relationships, self-care and disturbing/aggressive

behaviours).

X X X

QPR A service user-defined measure of subjective recovery from psychosis. X X X

Note: Key: DES-II = The Dissociative Experiences Scale-II (Carlson & Putnam, 1993); EPQ = Economic Patient Questionnaire (Davies et al., 2007); EQ-5D-

5L = The EuroQol 5-Dimension 5-Level measure (Janssen et al., 2013); GAD-7 = The Generalized Anxiety Disorder Questionnaire (Spitzer, Kroenke,

Williams, & Löwe, 2006); GPTS = Green Paranoid Thoughts Scale (Green et al., 2008); ITQ = International Trauma Questionnaire (Cloitre et al., 2018);

PANSS = Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale (Kay et al., 1987); PCL-5 = The PTSD Checklist for DSM-5 (Blevins, Weathers, Davis, Witte, &

Domino, 2015); PHQ-9 = The Patient Health Questionnaire (Kroenke, Spitzer, & Williams, 2001); PSP = The Personal and Social Performance Scale

(Morosini, Magliano, Brambilla, Ugolini, & Pioli, 2000); PSYRATS = The Psychotic Symptoms Rating Scales (Haddock, McCarron, Tarrier, & Faragher, 1999);

QPR = The Questionnaire about the Process of Recovery (Neil et al., 2009); TALE = The Trauma and Life Events checklist (Carr, Hardy, & Fornells-

Ambrojo, 2018); TSQ = The Trauma Screening Questionnaire (de Bont et al., 2015); VIS = The Voices Impact Scale (Strauss, n.d.).
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randomized, (6) reasons for non-eligibility or withdrawal of interest,

(7) retention of participants between baseline, end-of-treatment and

follow-up assessment periods, discriminating between participants

who did not receive the treatment allocated and individuals lost to

follow-up, (8) all important harms or unintended effects, and (9) the

completeness of participant's responses on all self-reports. Data on all

self-report and researcher-administered outcome measures will be

examined for completeness. No formal hypothesis testing will be car-

ried out comparing the two groups for clinical effectiveness. However,

outcome measures will be summarized by arm and standard devia-

tions will be estimated to inform the design of a future trial. Estima-

tion of the integrity of the intervention will rely on descriptive

analyses of the EMDR fidelity checklists and data from therapy ses-

sion record forms. This will inform training and supervision provision

of the future definitive trial.

5.1 | Qualitative studies

One month following their 6-month post-randomization (end of treat-

ment) assessment, participants in the EMDRp + TAU arm will be

invited to complete a qualitative interview. Consistent with previous

work (Awenat et al., 2017), we will use purposive sampling to recruit a

wide range of participants, based upon demographics and therapy

experiences (e.g., by recruiting participants with poor vs. good treat-

ment response). Semi-structured interviews conducted a researcher

unblinded to treatment allocation will be audio-recorded and tran-

scribed. Inductive Thematic Analysis (Braun & Clarke, 2013) will be

used to extract themes relating to experiences of participating in the

trial and undergoing EMDRp.

Also consistent with previous work (Awenat et al., 2017), we will

also recruit approximately 20 professionals (dependent upon theoreti-

cal sufficiency) whose role would impact either on participant referral

to the trial ('gatekeepers') and the commissioning, service/treatment

delivery and/or management of psychological therapies for psychosis.

Purposive sampling will facilitate recruitment of wide range of profes-

sional backgrounds from across healthcare organizations and relevant

services (e.g., commissioners; therapy services managers; EI care co-

ordinators, clinical psychologists and psychiatrists). These interviews

will cover questions relevant to the future implementation of EMDRp,

including their stakeholders' views on their understanding, views and

concerns about EMDR and the perceived barriers to implementing

EMDRp in EI services, alongside solutions to such barriers/problems.

All interviews will be audio recorded, transcribed verbatim and ana-

lyzed using inductive thematic analysis.

6 | DISCUSSION

The impact of trauma and the management of trauma-related symp-

toms in people with psychosis is a recognized research priority

(NICE, 2014). The overarching aim of this trial is to determine the fea-

sibility of running a definitive trial of EMDRp within EI services. The

delivery of such trials is vital to improving outcomes for those

affected by early psychosis and trauma. The application of trauma-

focused therapies to the treatment of psychosisis in its infancy.

However, based on extensive evidence linking trauma sequelae to

psychotic symptoms (Williams et al., 2018), it is possible that EMDRp

may have direct effects on psychotic symptoms. Our feasibility data

will allow evaluation of the likely levels of recruitment and retention

into a future larger-scale trial. The project will also enable the evalua-

tion of the acceptability of EMDRp by considering levels of therapy

engagement, the qualitative feedback from participants allocated to

receive EMDRp, and the extent to which EMDR therapists can deliver

our EMDRp protocol with high level of fidelity.

Several trials have recently been conducted to evaluate the effi-

cacy of trauma-focused therapy in people with psychotic disorders

(e.g., Brand, McEnery, Rossell, Bendall, & Thomas, 2018). The present

trial is distinguished in that the primary focus is the evaluation of a

treatment protocol aimed at improving psychotic symptoms rather

than co-morbid PTSD. Although previous trials have predominantly

focused on participants who have been living with psychosis for many

years (e.g., van den Berg et al., 2015), our trial specifically considers

individuals with early psychosis who receive support from EI services.

Access to effective treatment in the first few years following the

onset of psychosis is a crucial determinant of future clinical and func-

tional outcomes (Bird et al., 2010). The findings of our trial and the

future definitive evaluation informed by the present trial will confirm

whether trauma-focused therapies could augment existing evidence-

based treatment options for early psychosis, and should, therefore, be

offered routinely to clients supported by EI services. Our EMDRp

intervention was developed from previous clinical recommendations

for adapting the delivery of EMDR to people with distressing psycho-

sis (van den Berg et al., 2013) and with input from 'experts-by-experi-

ence' who took part in case studies of trauma-focused therapy in

early psychosis conducted by members of our team (Ward-Brown

et al., 2018; Ward-Brown & Keane, 2019). A further strength is that

the design of the trial has been developed in collaboration between

academic researchers, frontline trauma therapists and experts-by-

experience, hopefully ensuring the development of a “real-world”,

practical and effective intervention which improves outcomes for

those affected by psychosis and experiences of trauma and could be

implemented in future clinical practice in a sustainable and

effective way.

There are several limitations to the study. First, our feasibility trial

does not have an active control treatment arm, so our findings will be

silent regarding the potential effectiveness of EMDRp relative to

other psychosocial interventions with an established evidence-base

for the treatment of psychosis, or other trauma-focused therapies.

Second, this early stage evaluation is unlikely to shed light on the

mechanisms of action of EMDR when applied to the treatment of

trauma-related difficulties reported by people with psychosis. Both

limitations could be addressed in the future definitive trial through the

selection of evidence-based psychosocial comparators (e.g., Cognitive

Behavioural Therapy for psychosis; NICE, 2014) and the integration of

research methods to evaluate mechanisms of efficacy of complex
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mental health interventions (e.g., Dunn et al., 2015), a line of research

that could be informed by the growing evidence on the potential

mediators of the trauma-psychosis relationship (Williams et al., 2018)

and the neural and psychological mechanisms of action of EMDR in

other patient groups (e.g., Landin-Romero, Moreno-Alcazar, Pagani, &

Amann, 2018).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The Authors would like to thank the Lived Experience Advisory Panel

of the Manchester Complex Trauma and Resilience Research Unit (C-

TRU) in developing the trial procedures as well as the members of our

Trial Steering Committee for their independent monitoring and advice.

This study/project is funded by the National Institute for Health

Research - Research for Patient Benefit programme (Grant reference:

RfPB PB-PG-0317-20037). The views expressed are those of the

authors and not necessarily those of the NIHR or the Department of

Health and Social Care.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Co-authors Logie, Keane, and Malkin are involved in the delivery of

EMDR training workshops and events. All other co-authors have no

conflicts of interest to declare.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were cre-

ated or analyzed in this study.

ORCID

Filippo Varese https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7244-598X

REFERENCES

Arain, M., Campbell, M. J., Cooper, C. L., & Lancaster, G. A. (2014). What is

a pilot or feasibility study? A review of current practice and editorial

policy. BMC Medical Research Methodology, 10(1), 67. https://doi.org/

10.1186/1471-2288-10-67.

Awenat, Y., Peters, S., Shaw-Nunez, E., Gooding, P., Pratt, D., &

Haddock, G. (2017). Staff experiences and perceptions of working

with in-patients who are suicidal. British Journal of Psychiatry., 211,

103–108. https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.116.191817.
Awenat, Y. F., Shaw-Núñez, E., Kelly, J., Law, H., Ahmed, S., Welford, M., …

Gooding, P. A. (2017). A qualitative analysis of the experiences of peo-

ple with psychosis of a novel cognitive behavioural therapy targeting

suicidality. Psychosis, 9(1), 38–47. https://doi.org/10.1080/17522439.
2016.1198827.

Beards, S., Gayer-Anderson, C., Borges, S., Dewey, M. E., Fisher, H. L., &

Morgan, C. (2013). Life events and psychosis: A review and meta-anal-

ysis. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 39(4), 740–747. https://doi.org/10.1093/
schbul/sbt065.

Berry, K., Ford, S., Jellicoe-Jones, L., & Haddock, G. (2013). PTSD symp-

toms associated with the experiences of psychosis and hospitalisation:

A review of the literature. Clinical Psychology Review, 33(4), 526–538.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2013.01.011.

Bighelli, I., Salanti, G., Huhn, M., Schneider-Thoma, J., Krause, M.,

Reitmeir, C., Wallis, S., Schwermann, F., Pitschel-Walz, G., Barbui, C.,

Furukawa, T. A., & Leucht, S. (2018). Psychological interventions to

reduce positive symptoms in schizophrenia: Systematic review and

network meta-analysis. World Psychiatry, 17(3), 316–329. https://doi.
org/10.1002/wps.20577.

Bird, V., Premkumar, P., Kendall, T., Whittington, C., Mitchell, J., &

Kuipers, E. (2010). Early intervention services, cognitive-behavioural

therapy and family intervention in early psychosis: Systematic review.

The British Journal of Psychiatry: The Journal of Mental Science, 197(5),

350–356. https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.109.074526.
Bisson, J. I., Ehlers, A., Matthews, R., Pilling, S., Richards, D., & Turner, S.

(2007). Psychological treatments for chronic post-traumatic stress dis-

order. Systematic Review and Meta-analysis, 190(2), 97–104. https://
doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.106.021402.

Bisson, J. I., Roberts, N. P., Andrew, M., Cooper, R., & Lewis, C. (2013).

Psychological therapies for chronic post-traumatic stress disorder

(PTSD) in adults. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, 12. https://

doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD003388.pub4.

Blevins, C. A., Weathers, F. W., Davis, M. T., Witte, T. K., & Domino, J. L.

(2015). The posttraumatic stress disorder checklist for DSM-5 (PCL-5):

Development and initial psychometric evaluation. Journal of Traumatic

Stress, 28(6), 489–498. https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.22059.
Brand, R. M., McEnery, C., Rossell, S., Bendall, S., & Thomas, N. (2018). Do

trauma-focussed psychological interventions have an effect on psy-

chotic symptoms? A systematic review and meta-analysis. Schizophre-

nia Research, 195, 13–22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2017.

08.037.

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2013). Successful qualitative research: A practical

guide for beginners. London: Sage.

Carlson, E. B., & Putnam, F. W. (1993). An update on the dissociative expe-

riences scale. Dissociation, 6(1), 16–27.
Carr, S., Hardy, A., & Fornells-Ambrojo, M. (2018). The trauma and life

events (TALE) checklist: Development of a tool for improving routine

screening in people with psychosis. European Journal of Psycho-

traumatology, 9(1), 1512265–1512265. https://doi.org/10.1080/

20008198.2018.1512265.

Cloitre, M., Shevlin, M., Brewin, C. R., Bisson, J. I., Roberts, N. P.,

Maercker, A., … Hyland, P. (2018). The international trauma question-

naire: Development of a self-report measure of ICD-11 PTSD and

complex PTSD. Acta Psychiatrica Scandinavica, 138(6), 536–546.
https://doi.org/10.1111/acps.12956.

Cooper, R. Z., Smith, A. D., Lewis, D., Lee, C. W., & Leeds, A. M. (2019).

Developing the interrater reliability of the modified EMDR Fidelity

checklist. Journal of EMDR Practice and Research, 13(1), 32–50. https://
doi.org/10.1891/1933-3196.13.1.32.

Cramer, J. A., & Rosenheck, R. (2006). Compliance with medication regi-

mens for mental and physical disorders. Psychiatric Services, 49(2),

196–201. https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.49.2.196.
Davies, L., Lewis, S., Jones, P., Barnes, T., Gaughran, F., Hayhurst, K., …

Lloyd, H. (2007). Cost-effectiveness of first- v. second-generation anti-

psychotic drugs: Results from a randomised controlled trial in schizo-

phrenia responding poorly to previous therapy. British Journal of

Psychiatry, 191(1), 14–22. https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.106.

028654.

de Bont, P., van den Berg, D., van der Vleugel, B. M., de Roos, C., de

Jongh, A., van der Gaag, M., & van Minnen, A. (2015). Predictive validity

of the trauma screening questionnaire in detecting post-traumatic stress

disorder in patients with psychotic disorders. The British Journal of Psy-

chiatry, 206(5), 408–416. https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.114.148486.
de Bont, P., van den Berg, D., van der Vleugel, B. M., de Roos, C., de

Jongh, A., van der Gaag, M., & van Minnen, A. M. (2016). Prolonged

exposure and EMDR for PTSD v. a PTSD waiting-list condition: Effects

on symptoms of psychosis, depression and social functioning in

patients with chronic psychotic disorders. Psychological Medicine, 46

(11), 2411–2421. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0033291716001094.
Dunn, G., Emsley, R., Liu, H., Landau, S., Green, J., White, I., & Pickles, A.

(2015). Evaluation and validation of social and psychological markers

in randomised trials of complex interventions in mental health: A

methodological research programme. Health Technology Assessment,

19(93), 1–116. https://doi.org/10.3310/hta19930.

VARESE ET AL. 1231

 17517893, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/eip.13071 by N

IC
E

, N
ational Institute for H

ealth and C
are E

xcellence, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7244-598X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7244-598X
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-10-67
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-10-67
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.116.191817
https://doi.org/10.1080/17522439.2016.1198827
https://doi.org/10.1080/17522439.2016.1198827
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbt065
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbt065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2013.01.011
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20577
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20577
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.109.074526
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.106.021402
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.106.021402
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD003388.pub4
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD003388.pub4
https://doi.org/10.1002/jts.22059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2017.08.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2017.08.037
https://doi.org/10.1080/20008198.2018.1512265
https://doi.org/10.1080/20008198.2018.1512265
https://doi.org/10.1111/acps.12956
https://doi.org/10.1891/1933-3196.13.1.32
https://doi.org/10.1891/1933-3196.13.1.32
https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.49.2.196
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.106.028654
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.106.028654
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.114.148486
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0033291716001094
https://doi.org/10.3310/hta19930


Eldridge, S. M., Chan, C. L., Campbell, M. J., Bond, C. M., Hopewell, S.,

Thabane, L., & Lancaster, G. A. (2016). CONSORT 2010 statement:

Extension to randomised pilot and feasibility trials. BMJ, 355, 1–28.
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.i5239.

Eldridge, S. M., Lancaster, G. A., Campbell, M. J., Thabane, L., Hopewell, S.,

Coleman, C. L., & Bond, C. M. (2016). Defining feasibility and pilot

studies in preparation for randomised controlled trials: Development

of a conceptual framework. PLoS One, 11(3), e0150205. https://doi.

org/10.1371/journal.pone.0150205.

Fineberg, N. A., Haddad, P. M., Carpenter, L., Gannon, B., Sharpe, R.,

Young, A. H., … Sahakian, B. J. (2013). The size, burden and cost of dis-

orders of the brain in the UK. Journal of Psychopharmacology, 27(9),

761–770. https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881113495118.
Garety, P. A., Kuipers, E., Fowler, D., Freeman, D., & Bebbington, P. E.

(2001). A cognitive model of the positive symptoms of psychosis. Psy-

chological Medicine, 31, 189–195. https://doi.org/10.1017/

S0033291701003312.

Green, C. E. L., Freeman, D., Kuipers, E., Bebbington, P., Fowler, D.,

Dunn, G., & Garety, P. A. (2008). Measuring ideas of persecution and

social reference: The Green et al. paranoid thought scales (GPTS). Psy-

chological Medicine, 38(1), 101–111. https://doi.org/10.1017/

S0033291707001638.

Haddock, G., McCarron, J., Tarrier, N., & Faragher, E. B. (1999). Scales to

measure dimensions of hallucinations and delusions: The psychotic

symptom rating scales (PSYRATS). Psychological Medicine, 29(4),

879–889. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0033291799008661.
Hardy, A., Emsley, R., Freeman, D., Bebbington, P., Garety, P. A.,

Kuipers, E. E., … Fowler, D. (2016). Psychological mechanisms mediat-

ing effects between trauma and psychotic symptoms: The role of

affect regulation, intrusive trauma memory, beliefs, and depression.

Schizophrenia Bulletin, 42(suppl 1), S34–S43. https://doi.org/10.1093/
schbul/sbv175.

Hardy, A., Fowler, D., Freeman, D., Smith, B., Steel, C., Evans, J., …
Dunn, G. (2005). Trauma and hallucinatory experiences in psychosis.

Journal of Nervous and Mental Disease, 193(8), 501–507. https://doi.
org/10.1097/01.nmd.0000172480.56308.21.

International Society for Traumatic Stress Studies. (2019). Posttraumatic

stress disorder prevention and treatment guidelines – Methodology and

recommendations. Oakbrook Terrace, IL: ISPSS.

Jääskeläinen, E., Juola, P., Hirvonen, N., McGrath, J. J., Saha, S.,

Isohanni, M., & Miettunen, J. (2013). A systematic review and meta-

analysis of recovery in schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 39(6),

1296–1306. https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbs130.
Janssen, M. F., Pickard, A. S., Golicki, D., Gudex, C., Niewada, M.,

Scalone, L., … Busschbach, J. (2013). Measurement properties of the

EQ-5D-5L compared to the EQ-5D-3L across eight patient groups: A

multi-country study. Quality of Life Research, 22(7), 1717–1727.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11136-012-0322-4.

Jauhar, S., McKenna, P. J., Radua, J., Fung, E., Salvador, R., & Laws, K. R.

(2014). Cognitive-behavioural therapy for the symptoms of schizo-

phrenia: Systematic review and meta-analysis with examination of

potential bias. The British Journal of Psychiatry, 204(1), 20–29. https://
doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.112.116285.

Kay, S. R., Fiszbein, A., & Opler, L. A. (1987). The positive and negative

syndrome scale (PANSS) for schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 13

(2), 261–276. https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/13.2.261.
Kroenke, K., Spitzer, R. L., & Williams, J. B. W. (2001). The PHQ-9: Validity

of a brief depression severity measure. Journal of General Internal Medi-

cine, 16(9), 606–613. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.

016009606.x.

Lancaster, G. A., Dodd, S., & Williamson, P. R. (2004). Design and analysis

of pilot studies: Recommendations for good practice. Journal of Evalua-

tion in Clinical Practice, 10(2), 307–312. https://doi.org/10.1111/j..

2002.384.doc.x.

Landin-Romero, R., Moreno-Alcazar, A., Pagani, M., & Amann, B. L. (2018).

How does eye movement desensitization and reprocessing therapy

work? A systematic review on suggested mechanisms of action. Fron-

tiers in Psychology, 9, 1395. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.

01395.

Luber, M. (2009). Eye movement desensitization and reprocessing (EMDR)

scripted protocols: Special populations. New York: Springer Publishing

Company.

Mavranezouli, I., Megnin-Viggars, O., Grey, N., Bhutani, G., Leach, J.,

Daly, C., Dias, S., Welton, N. J., Katona, C., El-Leithy, S., Greenberg, N.,

Stockton, S., & Pilling, S. (2020). Cost-effectiveness of psychological

treatments for post-traumatic stress disorder in adults. PLoS One, 15

(4), e0232245. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0232245.

McKenna, P., Leucht, S., Jauhar, S., Laws, K., & Bighelli, I. (2019). The con-

troversy about cognitive behavioural therapy for schizophrenia. [let-

ter]. World Psychiatry, 18(2), 235–236. https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.

20636.

McManus, S., Bebbington, P., Jenkins, R., & Brugha, T. (2016). Mental

health and wellbeing in England: Adult psychiatric morbidity survey 2014.

A survey carried out for NHS Digital by NatCen Social Research and

the Department of Health Sciences: University of Leicester.

Meyer, J. M., Farrell, N. R., Kemp, J. J., Blakey, S. M., & Deacon, B. J.

(2014). Why do clinicians exclude anxious clients from exposure ther-

apy? Behaviour Research and Therapy, 54, 49–53. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.brat.2014.01.004.

Morosini, P. L., Magliano, L., Brambilla, L., Ugolini, S., & Pioli, R. (2000).

Development, reliability and acceptability of a new version of the

DSM-IV social and occupational functioning assessment scale (SOFAS)

to assess routine social functioning. Acta Psychiatrica Scandinavica,

101(4), 323–329. https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0447.2000.

101004323.x.

Morrison, A. P. (2001). The interpretation of intrusions in psychosis: An

integrative cognitive approach to hallucinations and delusions. Behav-

ioural and Cognitive Psychotherapy, 29(3), 257–276. https://doi.org/10.
1017/S1352465801003010.

National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. (2014). NICE guide-

lines CG178 - psychosis and schizophrenia in adults: Treatment and

management. London: National Institute for Health and Care

Excellence.

National Institute for Health and Care Excellence. (2018). Post-traumatic

stress disorder (NICE guideline no. 116). Retrieved from https://www.

nice.org.uk/guidance/ng116.

Neil, S. T., Kilbride, M., Pitt, L., Nothard, S., Welford, M., Sellwood, W., &

Morrison, A. P. (2009). The questionnaire about the process of recov-

ery (QPR): A measurement tool developed in collaboration with ser-

vice users. Psychosis, 1(2), 145–155. https://doi.org/10.1080/

17522430902913450.

Novo, P., Landin-Romero, R., Radua, J., Vicens, V., Fernandez, I., Garcia, F.,

… Amann, B. L. (2014). Eye movement desensitization and

reprocessing therapy in subsyndromal bipolar patients with a history

of traumatic events: A randomized, controlled pilot-study. Psychiatry

Research, 219(1), 122–128. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2014.
05.012.

Palmer, B. A., Pankratz, V., & Bostwick, J. (2005). The lifetime risk of sui-

cide in schizophrenia: A reexamination. Archives of General Psychiatry,

62(3), 247–253. https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.62.3.247.
Pilton, M., Varese, F., Berry, K., & Bucci, S. (2015). The relationship

between dissociation and voices: A systematic literature review and

meta-analysis. Clinical Psychology Review, 40, 138–155. https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.cpr.2015.06.004.

Rodrigues, R., & Anderson, K. K. (2017). The traumatic experience of first-

episode psychosis: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Schizophre-

nia Research, 189, 27–36. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2017.

01.045.

1232 VARESE ET AL.

 17517893, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/eip.13071 by N

IC
E

, N
ational Institute for H

ealth and C
are E

xcellence, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.i5239
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0150205
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0150205
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881113495118
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291701003312
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291701003312
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291707001638
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291707001638
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0033291799008661
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbv175
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbv175
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.nmd.0000172480.56308.21
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.nmd.0000172480.56308.21
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbs130
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11136-012-0322-4
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.112.116285
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.112.116285
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/13.2.261
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j..2002.384.doc.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j..2002.384.doc.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01395
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01395
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0232245
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20636
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20636
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2014.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2014.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0447.2000.101004323.x
https://doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0447.2000.101004323.x
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465801003010
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465801003010
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng116
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng116
https://doi.org/10.1080/17522430902913450
https://doi.org/10.1080/17522430902913450
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2014.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2014.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.62.3.247
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2015.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2015.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2017.01.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2017.01.045


Ronconi, J. M., Shiner, B., & Watts, B. V. (2014). Inclusion and exclusion

criteria in randomized controlled trials of psychotherapy for PTSD.

Journal of Psychiatric Practice, 20(1), 25–37. https://doi.org/10.1097/
01.pra.0000442936.23457.5b.

Saha, S., Chant, D., & McGrath, J. (2007). A systematic review of mortality

in schizophrenia: Is the differential mortality gap worsening over time?

Archives of General Psychiatry, 64(10), 1123–1131. https://doi.org/10.
1001/archpsyc.64.10.1123.

Shapiro, F. (2001). Eye movement desensitization and reprocessing (EMDR):

Basic principles, protocol and procedures. London: Guilford.

Sin, J., & Spain, D. (2017). Psychological interventions for trauma in indi-

viduals who have psychosis: A systematic review and meta-analysis.

Psychosis, 9(1), 67–81. https://doi.org/10.1080/17522439.2016.

1167946.

Sin, J., Spain, D., Furuta, M., Murrells, T., & Norman, I. (2017). Psychologi-

cal interventions for post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) in people

with severe mental illness. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, 1.

https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD011464.pub2.

Spitzer, R. L., Kroenke, K., Williams, J. W., & Löwe, B. (2006). A brief mea-

sure for assessing generalized anxiety disorder: The gad-7. Archives of

Internal Medicine, 166(10), 1092–1097. https://doi.org/10.1001/

archinte.166.10.1092.

Strauss, C. (n.d.). Voices Impact Scale (VIS): A test of the psychometric proper-

ties of a new outcome measure of psychological interventions targeting

voices. Bridgton, UK: University of Sussex.

Swan, S., Keen, N., Reynolds, N., & Onwumere, J. (2017). Psychological

interventions for post-traumatic stress symptoms in psychosis: A sys-

tematic review of outcomes. Frontiers in Psychology, 8, 341. https://

doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00341.

van den Berg, D., de Bont, P. A., van der Vleugel, B. M., de Roos, C., de

Jongh, A., Van Minnen, A., & van der Gaag, M. (2015). Prolonged expo-

sure vs eye movement desensitization and reprocessing vs waiting list

for posttraumatic stress disorder in patients with a psychotic disorder:

A randomized clinical trial. JAMA Psychiatry, 72(3), 259–267. https://
doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2014.2637.

van den Berg, D., van der Vleugel, B. M., Staring, A. B. P., De

Bont, P. A. J., & De Jongh, A. (2013). EMDR in psychosis: Guidelines

for conceptualization and treatment. Journal of EMDR Practice and

Research, 7(4), 208–224. https://doi.org/10.1891/1933-3196.7.4.20.
Varese, F., Barkus, E., & Bentall, R. P. (2012). Dissociation mediates the

relationship between childhood trauma and hallucination-proneness.

Psychological Medicine, 42(05), 1025–1036. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0033291711001826.

Varese, F., Smeets, F., Drukker, M., Lieverse, R., Lataster, T.,

Viechtbauer, W., … Bentall, R. P. (2012). Childhood adversities increase

the risk of psychosis: A meta-analysis of patient-control, prospective-

and cross-sectional cohort studies. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 38(4),

661–671. https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbs050.
Ward-Brown, J., & Keane, D. (2019). Trauma-focused therapy using

cognitive-behavioural and EMDR approaches. In P. Taylor, O.

Gianfrancesco, & N. Fisher (Eds.), Personal experiences of psychological

therapies for psychosis and related experiences (pp. 77–95). Oxon, UK:

Routledge.

Ward-Brown, J., Keane, D., Bhutani, G., Malkin, D., Sellwood, B., &

Varese, F. (2018). Trauma Focussed-CBT and EMDR for young people

with trauma and psychosis (using a phasic treatment approach): Two

early intervention service case studies. The Cognitive Behaviour Thera-

pist, 11, e17. https://doi.org/10.1017/S1754470X18000193.

Wiersma, D., Wanderling, J., Dragomirecka, E., Ganev, K., Harrison, G., An

der Heiden, W., … Walsh, D. (2000). Social disability in schizophrenia:

Its development and prediction over 15 years in incidence cohorts in

six European centres. Psychological Medicine, 30(05), 1155–1167.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291799002627.

Williams, J., Bucci, S., Berry, K., & Varese, F. (2018). Psychological media-

tors of the association between childhood adversities and psychosis: A

systematic review. Clinical Psychology Review, 65, 175–196. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2018.05.009.

Wilson, S., Becker, L. A., & Tinker, R. H. (1997). Fifteen-month follow-up

of eye movement desensitization and reprocessing (EMDR) treatment

of post-traumatic stress disorder and psychological trauma. Journal of

Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 65(6), 1047–1056. https://doi.org/
10.1037//0022-006x.65.6.1047.

Wood, E., & Ricketts, T. (2013). Is EMDR an evidenced-based treatment

for depression? A review of the literature. Journal of EMDR Practice

and Research, 7(4), 225–236.
World Health Organization. (2013). Guidelines for the management of condi-

tions specifically related to stress. Geneva: WHO.

Wykes, T., Steel, C., Everitt, B., & Tarrier, N. (2008). Cognitive behavior

therapy for schizophrenia: Effect sizes, clinical models, and methodo-

logical rigor. Schizophrenia Bulletin, 34(3), 523–537. https://doi.org/10.
1093/schbul/sbm114.

Young, S. L., Taylor, M., & Lawrie, S. M. (2015). “First do no harm.” a sys-

tematic review of the prevalence and management of antipsychotic

adverse effects. Journal of Psychopharmacology, 29(4), 353–362.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881114562090.

Yung, A. R., Yung, A. R., Pan Yuen, H., McGorry, P. D., Phillips, L. J.,

Kelly, D., … Buckby, J. (2005). Mapping the onset of psychosis: The

comprehensive assessment of at-risk mental states. Australian &

New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry, 39(11–12), 964–971. https://doi.
org/10.1080/j.1440-1614.2005.01714.

How to cite this article: Varese F, Sellwood W, Aseem S, et al.

Eye movement desensitization and reprocessing therapy for

psychosis (EMDRp): Protocol of a feasibility randomized

controlled trial with early intervention service users. Early

Intervention in Psychiatry. 2021;15:1224–1233. https://doi.

org/10.1111/eip.13071

VARESE ET AL. 1233

 17517893, 2021, 5, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/eip.13071 by N

IC
E

, N
ational Institute for H

ealth and C
are E

xcellence, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [14/11/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1097/01.pra.0000442936.23457.5b
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.pra.0000442936.23457.5b
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.64.10.1123
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.64.10.1123
https://doi.org/10.1080/17522439.2016.1167946
https://doi.org/10.1080/17522439.2016.1167946
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD011464.pub2
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00341
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2017.00341
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2014.2637
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2014.2637
https://doi.org/10.1891/1933-3196.7.4.20
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291711001826
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291711001826
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbs050
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1754470X18000193
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291799002627
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2018.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2018.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-006x.65.6.1047
https://doi.org/10.1037//0022-006x.65.6.1047
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbm114
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbm114
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269881114562090
https://doi.org/10.1080/j.1440-1614.2005.01714
https://doi.org/10.1080/j.1440-1614.2005.01714
https://doi.org/10.1111/eip.13071
https://doi.org/10.1111/eip.13071

	Eye movement desensitization and reprocessing therapy for psychosis (EMDRp): Protocol of a feasibility randomized controlle...
	1  INTRODUCTION
	2  AIMS
	3  METHODS
	3.1  Design
	3.2  Participants
	3.2.1  Randomization


	4  INTERVENTION
	4.1  Treatment fidelity
	4.2  Comparator
	4.3  Outcomes

	5  ANALYSIS
	5.1  Qualitative studies

	6  DISCUSSION
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	  CONFLICT OF INTEREST
	  DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


