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Abstract

Background: Digital mental health interventions may help increase access to psychological treatment for adolescents with
anxiety disorders. However, many clinical evaluations of digital treatments report low adherence and engagement and high
dropout rates, which remain challenges when the interventions are implemented in routine care. Involving intended end usersin
the development process through user-centered design methods may help maximize user engagement and establish the validity
of interventions for implementation.

Objective: This study aimed to describe the methods used to develop a new internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy
intervention, CoolMinds, within a user-centered design framework.

Methods: The development of intervention content progressed in three iterative design phases: (1) identifying needs and design
specifications, (2) designing and testing prototypes, and (3) running feasibility tests with end users. In phase 1, a total of 24
adolescents participated in a user involvement workshop exploring their preferences on graphic identity and communication
stylesaswell as their help-seeking behavior. In phase 2, atota of 4 adolescents attended individual usability testsin which they
were presented with a prototype of a psychoeducational session and asked to think aloud about their actions on the platform. In
phase 3, atotal of 7 families from the feasibility trial participated in a semistructured interview about their satisfaction with and
initial impressions of the platform and intervention content while in treatment. Activitiesin al 3 phases were audio recorded,
transcribed, and coded using thematic analysis and qualitative description design. Theintervention was continuously revised after
each phase based on the feedback.

Results: In phase 1, adolescent feedback guided the look and feel of the intervention content (ie, color scheme, animation style,
and communication style). Participants generally liked content that was relatable and age appropriate and felt motivating.
Animations that resembled “humans’ received more votes as adolescents could better “identify” themselves with them.
Communication should preferably be “supportive’ and feel “like a friend” talking to them. Statements including praise—such
as “You're well on your way. How are you today?’—received the most votes (12 votes), whereas directive statements such as
“Tell ushow your day hasbeen?’ and “How is practicing your stepsgoing?’ received the least votes (2 and 0 votes, respectively).
In phase 2, adolescents perceived the platform asintuitive and easy to navigate and the session content as easy to understand but
lengthy. In phase 3, familieswere generally satisfied with the intervention content, emphasizing the hel pfulness of graphic material
to understand therapeutic content. Their feedback hel ped identify areasfor further improvement, such as editing down the material
and including more in-session breaks.
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Using user involvement practices in the development of interventions helps ensure continued alignment of the

intervention with end-user needs and may hel p establish the validity of theintervention for implementation in routine care practice.

(IMIR Form Res 2025;9:€66966) doi: 10.2196/66966

KEYWORDS

user-centered design; digital treatment; digital mental health; internet-based; cognitive behavioral therapy; anxiety; adolescents

Introduction

Background

Digital mental health interventions (DMHIs) may helpincrease
access to psychological treatment as provision via the internet
ispresumed to counter some of the key treatment barriers, such
as social stigma [1,2], preference for self-reliance [1,2],
treatment costs [3], and waiting times [2,3]. It is also well
documented that internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy
(ICBT) with support from atherapist (eg, viatelephone or email)
is effective for a variety of mental health problems, including
anxiety in children and adolescents [4-7].

However, many evaluations of ICBT programsfor children and
adolescents with anxiety report high rates of dropout and that
participants often fail to complete assessments or treatment
sessions [8-12]. In addition, when transitioning to routine care
settings, these challenges with adherence and engagement
remain [13].

Itisstill unclear whether participants drop out of treatment due
to symptom improvement, symptom deterioration, or other
reasons outside therapy. However, working expertsin the field
of ICBT for children and young people propose that the use of
user-centered design methods may help maximize user
engagement [14,15]. This methodology emphasizes the
importance of (1) understanding adolescents as experts on their
own preferences and (2) enabling adolescents to hold central
positions as experts in al stages of the design process. As it
was eloquently stated in a qualitative study of the Australian
Momentum platform, this type of design process may be
characterized by “a designing with as opposed to a designing
for mindset” [16].

User-centered design processes typically involve three phases
of development: (1) identifying needsand design specifications
(with end users), (2) designing prototypes of the intervention
and testing their usability, and (3) running feasibility tests with
end users [17,18]. The design process must be understood as
iterative, and each phase can be revisited if needed as the data
collection and analyses progress.

To the best our knowledge, only a few studies describe the
inclusion of end usersin the design of ICBT interventions for
children and adolescentswith anxiety [16,19,20]. Hill et a [20]
and Ludlow et a [16] both used co-design practices involving
service users (parents and children) and service providers
(cliniciansfrom routine care) in the development of their ICBT
anxiety interventions. In an initial evaluation of the clinical
effectiveness, Hill et al [21] found that the dropout ratefor their
intervention was lower (13%) than those reported in other
studies conducted in routine care (32% in the study by Moor et
al [22], 21% in the study by Waite et a [13], and 17% in the
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study by Vigerland et a [23]). This indicates that using
user-centered design practices may result in better adherence
and engagement with the intervention when delivered in routine
care settings.

The importance of including end usersin the design of DMHIs
has been increasingly acknowledged as imperative not only in
developing DMHIs but also in the processes of implementing
theinterventions[14]. The project that this paper describeswas
initiated by the Region of Southern Denmark, a government
organization that is responsible for the provision of health care
services for the residents of the southern municipalities in
Denmark. This was done with an intention of broadening the
service provision of aDMHI to routine care settings at anational
level. Transitioning from research to routine care settings can
be tricky, and evidence from clinical trials alone does not
guarantee the use of an intervention in routine care. Using
user-centered design practices in the development of this
intervention may facilitate a smoother transition to large-scale
service provision.

Objectives

The objective of this study was to describe the methods used
to develop anew ICBT intervention for adolescents aged 12 to
17 years with clinical anxiety disorders, CoolMinds, within a
user-centered design framework.

Our hope isthat the methods and results described in this paper
will provide inspiration for others on how to include end users
inthe design processes of DMHIs. Inthis study, we specifically
collected data focusing on how to enhance engagement with
the DMHI guided by the following objectives:

1. What are adolescents’ preferences on graphic identity and
communication styles within adigital intervention?

2. How do adolescents prefer to seek help and be supported
by their parentsin this?

3. How do adolescents navigate a prototype of the digital
platform and content?

4. What are the families’ initial impressions of the platform
and content whilein treatment?

Methods

Setting

Intervention development was initiated in January 2022 as a
collaborative project involving the Centrefor the Psychol ogical
Treatment of Children and Adolescents and the Centre for
Digital Psychiatry. The Centre for the Psychological Treatment
of Children and Adolescentsis aresearch center nested within
the Department of Psychology and Behavioural Sciences at
Aarhus University and is specialized in studying and delivering
anxiety interventions to children and adolescents. The Centre
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for Digital Psychiatry isaresearch, devel opment, and treatment
facility specialized in the use of digital technologies for health
promotion and psychiatric treatments and is located within the
Mental Health Services in the Region of Southern Denmark.

The project includes intervention development, a feasibility
trial, and a randomized controlled trial (RCT). In this paper,
only design processes and results from intervention devel opment
and the evaluation of the first intervention prototype in the
feasibility trial are presented.

Ethical Consider ations

The feasibility trial and RCT were ethically approved by the
Medical Research Ethics Committees in Denmark (ID: VMK
2211954), and the protocol for these studies was preregistered
in Clinical Trials.gov (NCT06076964) and published in Trials
[24]. The workshops and usability tests were conducted as
development projects, which do not require ethics approval.
The reason for this is that these activities did not include any
experimental manipulations, were not targeted at a vulnerable
population, and the potential risks associated with participation
in these activities were evaluated as very |ow. Participantswere
not compensated for taking part in any of the activities or
studies.

For theworkshops and usability tests, written informed consent
was obtained regarding participation, audio recordings, and
publication of results. For adolescents aged <15 years, consent
was obtained from parents. For adolescents aged =15 years,
consent was obtained from the adolescents themselves.
However, parents were informed of the adolescents
participation and were urged to discuss this with their children
before participation.

For thefeasibility trial and the RCT, written and verbal informed
consent were obtained from all parents regarding participation
and publication. In addition, verbal informed consent was
obtained for adolescents aged <15 years, and both verbal and
written informed consent were obtained for adolescents aged
215 years.

An additional written consent form was used to obtain consent
regarding participation in, recording of, and publication of
information from feasibility interviews. For adolescents aged
<15 years, written informed consent was obtained from parents.
For adolescents aged =15 years, written informed consent was
obtained from both the adol escents and parents.

The quotes reported in this paper were translated from Danish
into English. Quotes containing sensitive or identifying
information were excluded to protect participants anonymity.

Procedure

The CoolMinds ICBT intervention was developed and
continuously updated from January 2022, when the initial
outlining of the project began, until June 2023, when the
feasibility trial concluded. The development of theintervention
followed the recommendations from Hill et a [14] and
progressed in three iterations following the design phases: (1)
identifying needs and design specifications, (2) designing and
testing prototypes, and (3) running feasibility tests. Reporting
of the study followed the Guidance for Reporting | nvolvement

https://formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966

Sarensen et al

of Patients and the Public, and a Guidance for Reporting
Involvement of Patients and the Public long-form checklist is
available in Multimedia Appendix 1 [25].

Working Groups

Devel opment processeswere led by aworking group consisting
of junior researchers (authors NMS and HS); a psychologist
with experiencein producing written materials for adolescents
(see the Acknowledgments section); and members of the
development and implementation team, such as graphic
designers, user involvement experts, and engineers (see the
Acknowledgments section) and were supervised by senior
researchers (authors JIL, KM, and MT).

During the development process, weekly meetings were held
with al available team members. The meetings aways
commenced with a brief status from all involved teams. The
purpose of these meetings wasto facilitate the decision-making
and implementation processes by assembling relevant team
members [26]. This ensured a flow of information between
teams when decision-making required the expertise of multiple
disciplines (eg, the psychological content had to be informed
by datafrom the user involvement practices and be aligned with
thetechnical possibilitieswithin the platform). When consensus
on each topic wasreached by all teams, smaller working groups
were formed with relevant team members who implemented
the decision-based outcomes.

Furthermore, a total of 3 team workshops were held with
members representing each team in the working group. The
workshopswere held at different time pointsin the development
process reflecting the writing of the intervention manuscript.
The purpose of the workshops was to (1) map out the overall
framework of the intervention content and (2) become aware
of any missing information that would need to be researched
or collected using user involvement practices. The topics of
these workshops were (1) outlining the intervention content,
(2) rethinking how to conduct exposure therapy in a digital
format, and (3) parental involvement.

Outlining the Program

The outline of the program was drafted by the working group
with expert supervision. Thisincluded decisions on therapeutic
approach, key treatment components, and parental involvement.
It was decided to develop a cognitive behavioral therapy
(CBT)—based program as this is the most well-researched
approach and has shown good results in previous evaluations
using the internet-based format [27-31]. Decisions on which
treatment componentsto include were based on either evidence
from research and literature or clinician experience. Severa
reviews and meta-analyses suggest that key CBT components
such as exposure therapy (in vivo and imaginal) and cognitive
restructuring are some of the main components driving the
treatment effects[27,32,33]. Evidence on the efficacy of coping
strategies is scarce compared to that for the key components
[34]. However, the group of clinicians involved in providing
feedback on the program manuscript advocated for theinclusion
of coping strategiesasthese, in their experience, weretechniques
that adolescents usually benefitted from and were easier for
them to implement on a day-to-day basis. Thisis aso in line
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with findings from qualitative evaluations of ICBT treatments,
where adolescents preferred easy-to-use techniques [35,36]. It
was also decided to create a separate parent program and offer
the treatment as a family-based intervention as social support
from parents may increase treatment adherence and response
when treatment is delivered in a digital format [37]. However,
the 2 programs were not connected on the platform, and thus,
adolescents and parents were allowed to progress at their own
pace within each of their programs.

In both programs, sessionswere structured in a predefined order
starting with psychoeducation followed by cognitive
restructuring techniques and, finally, exposure therapy
techniques. Sessions were opened automatically upon
completion of the previous session unless the adolescent was

Sarensen et al

to receive feedback from a therapist. In that case, the session
was first opened upon receiving feedback.

Writing of the program manuscript was guided by experiences
from previous and linked research activities, current literature
inthefield, and expertise of senior researchers and experienced
clinical psychologists within and external to the project who
continuously provided feedback on the manuscript. The
literature and practitioner expertise were revisited during the
development process to qualify and provide context to the
incorporation of insights from the user involvement workshop
and usability tests conducted using prototypes of the
intervention. Thisiterative design processisillustrated in Figure
1

Figurel. Model of theiterative design process used across phases of development.

Reviewing literature, expert review by senior
researchers, and receiving feedback from practitioners

<

Development of prototypes by researchers and
development and implementation teams

N\

Testing prototypes using user involvement
practices

/

Phase 1: Identifying Design Specificationsin a User
I nvolvement Wor kshop

A total of 24 adolescents in grade 9 (aged >15 years) from a
Danish public school participated in a user involvement
workshop held in September 2022. The purpose of the user
involvement workshop wasto identify adol escents’ preferences
on graphic identity and communication styles within the
intervention content (objective 1) and investigate adolescent
hel p-seeking behavior (objective 2).

Activitiesincluded (1) voting for their favorite prototypes (out
of a selection of 3-5 prototypes) using stickers, (2) discussing
the pros and cons of each prototype in smaller groups and
plenary, and (3) discussing how to reach out for help. Prototypes
included different color schemes, styles of animation, expert
videos, and types of feedback from the app (push notifications,
mood ratings, and in-app rewards and praise). For polls
including many prototypes (ie, color schemes, animation style,
and notifications), adolescents had more than 1 vote. However,
they were also alowed not to use all their votes. The topic of
reaching out for help and receiving support was discussed in a
column exercise in which adolescents were to give advice to
another adolescent in mock-up scenarios about (1) how to handle
parents being overinvolved, (2) how to involve parents, and (3)
how to handle not having parental support and where to go for
help then. Their advice waswritten down by an assistant in each
group. Outcomes of the workshop were documented by audio
recording group discussions and through photographs of votes
and plenary summaries (both done on awhiteboard).

Members of the development team contacted 4 public schools
via phone and, if they were interested, provided them with
written information about the content and purpose of the
workshop. One school agreed to participate, and thetime of the
workshop was planned in collaboration with the grade 9 teacher.

https://formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966

The written information was then shared with parents via the
school’s intranet. Informed written consent was obtained from
all adolescents at the beginning of the workshop using a printed
consent form.

Phase 2: Testing Intervention Prototypesin Usability
Tests

In total, 4 adolescents (all female) participated in individual
usability tests during November 2022 and December 2022. A
total of 2 tests were conducted in person with 50% (2/4) of the
adolescents, who were aged 12 years, and 2 testswere conducted
online with 50% (2/4) of the adolescents, who were aged 16
years. The purpose of the usahility tests was to understand how
adolescents would navigate the digital platform and perceive
the intervention content within this platform (objective 3).
Participants were instructed by an assistant to go through a
psychoeducational session of the program and say out loud what
they thought they wereto do in the program and what they then
did. They were also prompted to point out anything that
confused them and anything that they were particularly fond of
in the program. The assistant was present during the entire
usability test and took extensive notes used for briefly
interviewing the participants about their experience with the
program content (eg, animation style and intelligibility of the
text) and interface (eg, intuitiveness of navigating the platform),
along with some standardized questions (M ultimedia A ppendix
2). The usability tests were also audio recorded.

Participantswere recruited through word of mouth by members
of the research group. Informed written consent was obtained
from caregivers to children aged <15 years using a printed
consent form. Informed written consent was obtained from
adolescents aged >15 years using a printable digital consent
form sent and received using secure emails (ie, encrypted and
digitaly signed emails).
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Phase 3: Feasibility Tests With End Users

A total of 7 families (adolescents and their parents) from the
feasibility tria participated in a2-part onlineinterview regarding
(1) their satisfaction with trial procedures and (2) their
experiences using the program and with specific content
components. We developed a semistructured interview guide
with open-ended questions regarding general topics related to
the trial and treatment procedures and questions regarding
specific components of the program content (Multimedia
Appendix 2). In this paper, only results regarding the program
content are elaborated on. Results on satisfaction with trial
procedures will be published elsewhere.

The purpose of these interviews was to explore the families
initial impressions of the platform and content while till in
treatment (objective 4). The interviews were conducted with
each family individually but at different time points during their
treatment period. The families were picked at random during
March 2023 and April 2023 depending on their progress (ie,
whether they were at the beginning of, midway through, or at
the end of their treatment period). This was done to ensure the
collection of information about session-specific content while
it was still novel for the participants. The interviews were
conducted online and recorded.

For the participating adolescents (n=7), the mean age was 13.29
(SD 1.38; range 12-16) years. A total of 57% (4/7) were male,
and 43% (3/7) were female. In total, 43% (6/14) of the parents
had a high school or vocational education, 50% (7/14) had
completed medium-cycle higher education, and 7% (1/14) had
completed long-cycle higher education. All adolescents and
their parents were born in Denmark.

Informed written consent was received from all participants
aged >15 years and their caregivers before participation using
an online consent form distributed using REDCap (Research
Electronic Data Capture; Vanderbilt University), a secure,
web-based software platform designed to support data capture
for research studies [38,39] hosted at the Open Patient Data
Exploratory Network within the Region of Southern Denmark.
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Data Analysis

Phase 1: Identifying Design Specificationsin a User
I nvolvement Workshop

Votes were manually counted and ranked from the highest to
lowest number of votes. The audio filesfrom group discussions
on pros and cons were transcribed, and the main arguments for
and against each prototype were listed by prototype.

Audio files on help-seeking behavior were transcribed and
analyzed using aqualitative description design by author NMS
[40]. Datawere analyzed using content analysis, and codeswere
sorted into themes.

Phase 2: Testing I ntervention Prototypesin Usability
Tests

Notes from the usability test were analyzed using a qualitative
description design [40]. Data were coded into predefined
categories reflecting each feature assessed in the usability test
(eg, text, video, task, and animation).

Audio fileswere only used to expand the notesif anything was
unclear.

Phase 3: Feasihility Tests With End Users

Due to technical issues, recordings from only 71% (5/7) of the
interviews were available. These interviews were transcribed
and analyzed using a qualitative description design by author
NMS [40]. Data were coded using content analysis based on
features (eg, text, video, animation, and audio) and preferences
(ie, likes or dislikes). Data were then sorted to identify similar
patterns, commonalities, and differences. The codes were then
grouped into two main themes representing the general feedback
from the participants on (1) satisfaction and acceptability and
(2) parental involvement, as predefined in the interview guide.

Results

Phase 1: Identifying Design Specificationsin a User
I nvolvement Wor kshop
Overview

Results from the user involvement workshop are reported in
Table 1.
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Table 1. Overview of adolescent votes and comments from the user involvement workshop conducted at a Danish school, divided into pros and cons.
Note that some statements are summaries of participants' comments and some are direct quotes (indicated by quotation marks).

Number of votes Pros

Cons

Color scheme (only the ones with the most votes are presented)

Color scheme 7—pink, blue, green, 7 _a
yellow, and orange

Color scheme 5—reds and grays 6 —

Animation style (only the oneswith the most votes are presented)

Animation 4—the pursuit of happi- 12 . Feltrelatable asit represented “rea” people.

ness o “Fetlikel could identify myself with the anima-
tions better because it used ‘real’ people.”

Animation 1—Ietting go of stress 10 «  Itworkedwell becauseit did not contain that many

things.
o Itfelt very caming.

Animation 2—changing perspective 10 « “lliked that everything was quite fast because it
shows how chaotic your thoughts can be.”
Expert videos
Expert 3—female actress 8 «  She seemed to be more like a psychologist.
« Itwasnicethat she also used her body while
speaking.
o "I liked the calm background and her voice.”
« Itwasniceand simple without any disruptive ele-
ments.

o  She seemed trustworthy and professional.

Expert 1—male professor 7 o Seemed smart.
. “Hisway of talking appealed the most to me, but
the books behind him didn’t.”
« “Heseemsintelligent. The booksonly added to his
professionalism.”

Expert 2—2 young people 6 . Itwasnicethat young people presented the infor-

mation asit made it feel more relatable.

.  “Itfelt more age appropriate to have young people
speak to me, but it also depends on what they’re

talking about.”

Push natifications

Notification 5—"You'rewell onyour 12 o “Itfeelsmotivating to receive praise and areminder
way. How are you today?’ in one.”
o “ltisnicethat it has both a motivating text and a
question.”
« “ltisnicethat something positive isincluded.”

o “ltfeelslike apat on the back.”

Notification 1—"It has been awhile 10 o “ltfeelslikeafriendisasking.”
sincewe've heard from you. How are « “Itisgood.”
you?’

The text could be pre-
sented a bit slower.

It was boring.

It was too fast.

“A bit ‘heavy. He
seems like a know-it-
al”

“It isway too boring,
you don't actualy lis-
ten to what he says.”
“The booksin the
background aredisrup-
tive. | can't really fo-
cus on him because of
them.”
Thebackgroundis‘too

noisy.

It would be nicer to
only have one person
talking.

It was confusing that
they alternated talking.
They were a bit tiff.

“Can be understood
both positively and
negatively.”
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Number of votes

Pros

Notification 2—*“We know, you're
working hard. Have you rewarded
yourself?’

Notification 3—“How has your day
been?’

Notification 6—"“Tell us how your
day has been?’

Notification 4—"“How is practicing
your steps going?”’

In-program feedback—ratings
Rating 1—smiley faces

Rating 2—wesather

Rating 3—waves

In-program feedback—completion

Feedback 1—checkmark, praise, and

quote

Feedback 2—animated character re-

celving atrophy and confetti on a
podium

Feedback 3—animated character
waving asit walks along a progress
bar

9

13

.  “Thethought of taking care of yourself isnice”
o “lliketheideaof rewarding myself.”

« “Coversalot”

« “Isasimple, open-ended question.”

«  More specific

. “Itiseasier to understand faces as opposed to e.g.,
colors”

«  Theintention and meaning were clear.

o “Thevariety of optionsisaplus”

o  “Itdoesn’t sugar coat anything, whichisnice”
o “It does make good sense to compare your mood
to the weather.”

«  “Theweather gives you more room for interpreta-
tion and ascribing emotions.”

«  Thewavesdid leave more room for interpretation.

. Itwassimpleand serious.

o “l like the combination.”

. “ltisgood and easy to understand.”

«  “lredly like the use of quotes.”

. “It seemsthe most professional and the quoteis
like areward.”

«  “Theprogress-bar is nice as you can track your
progress and see how much isleft of the program.”

« “ltisnicethat it has no gender.”

« “ltiscute”

. “Itisniceto have some movement in the anima-
tion.”

o “ltisfunny.”

o “Itisgood to know how far you've come.”

Cons

«  “Can maybe be abit
demanding.”

o ‘“lshardtoanswer asit
istoo broad.”

« “Seemslike an order.”
o “It soundsabit nega-
tive”

«  Not very deep

o« “Seemslikeayes/no
guestion.”

o “Canseemlikearepri-
mand.”

. “Maybefacescan be
too specific”

. ‘“ltisabit difficultto
understand.”

o “Needs more options.”

o “Itistoo unspecific. It
can'trelatetoit at all.”

« “ldon'tunderstandit.”

« ‘“ltisabit too over the
top.”

« ‘“lt needsto be used
consequently otherwise

you'd think you
weren't doing good

enough.”
« ‘“ltisabittoo ‘cute’”
« ‘“ltseemstoo childish.”

@Not applicable; the adolescents did not have any comments on the specific prototype listed.

Color Schemes

Color scheme 7 received the most votes (7 votes), closely
followed by color scheme 5 (6 votes).

https://formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966
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Animation Style

Animation 4 received the most votes (12 votes), closely followed
by animations 1 and 2 (tied; 10 votes each). The adolescents
described animation 4 asthe most “relatable” one. They thought
that it “worked well” because it included “humans’ and that
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they were able to “identify better” with the animation because
of this.

Expert Videos

Votes were almost tied between the expert videos. Expert 3
received the most votes (8 votes), followed by expert 1 (7 votes)
and expert 2 (6 votes). The adolescents described how expert
3 seemed more like a psychologist in the way she looked and
talked. They also preferred the background and simple setup of
expert 3 (ie, plain background) compared to that of expert 1 (ie,
shelveswith books) asit was perceived asmore “calm” and not
“disrupting.” However, some adolescents felt that the look and
background of expert 1 added to the credibility of the expert
and the information provided in the video.

Push Notifications

Notification 5 received the most votes (12 votes). The
adolescents emphasized the motivating and acknowledging
aspect of receiving praise and that it felt nice to combine praise
and a question in contrast to just a question (ie, “You're well
on your way. How are you today?’). The adolescents also
described how the tone of the text felt more like “afriend” and
“supportive”” Notification 1 also received a large number of
votes (10 votes; “It has been a while since we've heard from
you. How are you?’). It was also described as feeling “like a
friend.” However, most adol escents al so pointed to the potential
“double meaning” as they thought that it could be “interpreted
both as positive and negative” The same was the case for
notification 2 (9 votes), which was described as both “ pl easant”
because of “the thought of caring for yourself” and
“commanding.”

Notifications4 and 6 received the least votes and were described
as"“negative’ and feeling like " being told what do to” (eg, “Tell
us how your day has been?’). Notification 3 was perceived as
too hard to answer because it was too “broad.” However, some
adolescentsdid likethat it was not too specific and would “ cover
more.”

Ratings

Rating 1, an array of different smiley faces, received the most
votes (13 votes). The adolescents described how it was “the
easiest to understand the meaning of” and that it was “an
advantagethat it had more options’ to describe their mood more
accurately. Ratings 2 (7 votes) and 3 (1 vote) were generally
perceived as “hard to interpret,” “difficult to understand,” and
too “unspecific.” However, the metaphors of weather and waves
could aso “leave room for interpretation” and the “possibility
to attribute more feglings to it” compared to the smiley faces
inrating 1.

Completion

Feedback 1 and 2 received the most votes (9 and 8 votes,
respectively). The adol escents preferred more * serious’ -looking
feedback and animations, such as simple checkmarks or written
praise and quotes, and they wanted the animations to be the
same “or else you could think that you've not done it well
enough.” The adolescents were very fond of the combination
of praise and a quote as the quote then felt like “areward” (eg,
“Good job! AsWalt Disney once said, the difference between
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winning and losing is not quitting”). Feedback 3 (3 votes) was
perceived as “too immature,” but the adolescents liked the
visualization of how far they had come in the program.

Parental | nvolvement

When investigating adolescents' help-seeking behavior in the
user involvement workshop, the general response on how to
talk with parents about something difficult was to “just say it
asit is’ as “your parents want what's best for you anyway.”
However, all groups also mentioned seeking support from
others, such as another family member (eg, grandparent), a
teacher, friends, the school nurse, a physician, counseling
services, or the internet, despite all scenarios being centered on
parental involvement.

When looking at overarching themes across all scenarios, the
themes security and respect, boundaries, and mutual
understanding were identified (Multimedia Appendix 3).
Security represents the feeling of relational safety (“they only
want what's best for you™) that enables the adolescent to feel
comfortable speaking to someone else. Respect, boundaries,
and mutual understanding represents the adol escents’ need for
autonomy (“ she needs to establish boundariesfor her parents’)
and having the defining voice in how to communicate about
their difficulties (* Make agreements with your parents on what
they can ask about and when™).

Phase 2: Testing Intervention Prototypesin Usability
Tests

The results from the usability tests can be found in Multimedia
Appendix 3. Generaly, the interface of the session was
perceived as intuitive and easy to navigate by the adol escents.
They expressed that “it is easy to understand, what | have to
do” to move on in the program. However, most of the
adolescents, especially the younger participants, felt that the
session was “too long” and that there was “a bit too much text”
and “too many questions” One of the youngest participants
commented that she had “ actually forgotten the video” she saw
at the beginning of the session when she had to refer to it in an
assignment at the end of the session.

The content was generally perceived as“ understandable.” Both
graphicsand videoswere generally perceived as helpful to better
understand the techniques and examples presented. However,
for the youngest participants, some of the content was too
complex at times. One participant explained that the animations
were “good but at times confusing” if too much was happening
at once. She noted that “you have to look at them for a while
to understand them.” Another participant commented that the
graphics helped her understand the content better and that the
order of presentation of content was important for her. She
explained that it would be more helpful to see the graphicsfirst
and then the text-based explanation for her to better understand
it (eg, seeing the feelings thermometer as a graphic and then
reading about it).

Phase 3: Feasibility Tests With End Users

The results from the interviews conducted with families in
treatment during thefeasibility trial can befound in Multimedia
Appendix 3.
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Satisfaction and Acceptability

The participants were generally satisfied with the program
content. Both adolescents and parents emphasized graphic
elements such as animations, videos, and audio files as
particularly beneficial for their understanding and acquiring of
the treatment techniques. Both adolescents and parents noted
how the audio files with stories from past patients with anxiety
disorders were “relatable” and “helped them understand” their
own or their children’s anxiety. One adolescent noted that it
helped him feel like he was “not the only one who has got
something.”

Both adolescents and parents also liked that the introductory
sessions in each of their programs included videos on how to
navigate the platform and functionalities within the program.
One parent noted that “there were videos for everything, so it
was impossible to do anything wrong.” Another parent also
noted that it was “helpful” that she “could always go back and
watch it again if you needed to.”

Parents particularly liked that they, in their program, were able
to try out some of the same techniques and tasks astheir children
but directed at their own worries (ie, cognitive restructuring or
doing an exposure task). One parent explained how this made
her more capabl e of helping her child throughout the treatment.
However, for some participants, it was ill difficult to
understand how to do the exposure tasks. Some of the parents
pointed out that they would have liked to be presented with
more disorder-specific examples of stepladders and step
planners.

Almost all participants, both adol escents and parents, expressed
that the amount of reading was too much. In addition, some
participantsfound the number of questionsand tasksto complete
in each session overwhelming. One adolescent explained that
he “needed to take breaks after doing tasks to stay motivated.”
One of the parents also said that the breaks within the sessions
“felt like an acknowledgement and like it was okay to not
complete everything in one go.”

Parental | nvolvement

Similarly to the findings of the user involvement workshops,
adol escents expressed how having their own treatment program
separate from their parents gave them a sense of “freedom” and
“confidentiality” regarding the program. Parents, on the other
hand, expressed feeling a“lack of control” or being “ excluded.”
However, some parents (of mainly older children) also noted
that the lack of control or unawareness of the adolescent’s
progresswas “ maybe healthy” and “fine but took alittle getting
used to.”

Both adolescents and parents did find it difficult to align their
progress when completing separate programs. Some families
noted that it was “weird” or “difficult to discuss the program
content when they were not at the same session” and that it
would sometimes|ead to “ misunderstandings.” Another family
noted that they sometimes had difficulties helping their
adolescent with their tasks if they had not been introduced to
the techniques yet.
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Final Iteration

The first versions of the adolescent and parent programs were
completed in December 2022 and evaluated in afeasibility trial
from January 2023 to June 2023. Findings from the interviews
conducted during the feasibility trial (described previously)
were then used to update and expand existing material from the
first version. The main updates made to the program were (1)
editing down of material and converting text to graphics, (2)
including in-session breaks to help adol escents stay motivated,
and (3) aigning the adolescent and parent programs to be
completed simultaneously. The second versions of the 2
programs are currently being evaluated in an RCT
(Clinical Trials.gov NCT06368557).

The adolescent and parent versions of the program content can
be found in Multimedia Appendix 4.

Discussion

Principal Findings and Implications for Content
Development

Overview

Thisstudy addresses agap in the current research on devel oping
DMHIs. First, this study provides examples of feasible methods
of including end users in the initia stages of development
processes. Second, the results of this study complement and
expand the current knowledge on adolescent preferences with
regard to DMHIs. Thismay ensure the development of relevant
DMHIs and help establish the validity of these interventions
for implementation in routine care settings.

Resultsfrom phase 1 guided thelook and fedl of theintervention
content, such asthe graphic identity (ie, colors and animations)
and communication style. Generally, adolescents liked content
that was relatable and age appropriate. Adolescents preferred
communication that felt “like a friend” (ie, in a tone that was
supportive). When discussing support and help-seeking
behaviors, adol escents emphasi zed both themes of independence
and the need for relational security. In addition, they pointed
out how support may be provided not only by parents but also
by othersin their social circle. In phase 2, adolescents perceived
the platform as intuitive and easy to navigate. Overal, the
content was easy to understand but too lengthy. In phase 3,
families were generally satisfied with the intervention content,
but it was still too lengthy, and the 2 programs (ie, the adol escent
and parent programs) needed to be better aligned to allow for
adolescents and parents to progress at the same pace. Overall,
feedback from end users helped identify areas for further
improvement.

Objective 1: Preferences on Graphic | dentity and
Communication Style

Overview

Findings from the user involvement workshop helped clarify
adolescent preferences regarding both graphics and text-based
material. The prototypes with the most votes guided the
development of all content types. Thus, it was important to
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investigate this early in the development process while still
outlining the program.

Graphic I dentity

The color schemes and animation styles with the most votes
were used when designing the project website and logo and in
the design of graphic material for theintervention (Multimedia
Appendix 5). Preferences on animation style and expert videos
were also used when developing the graphical content of the
intervention. Specifically, the somewhat equal number of votes
regarding expert videos led to the inclusion of two types of
experts in the program: (1) a psychologist explaining CBT
techniques and psychoeducational material and (2) a professor
explaining the research on anxiety and CBT. On the basis of
adolescents' qualitative comments, we decided to keep the
background simple (Multimedia Appendix 5).

Communication Style

The qualitative comments from the adolescent discussions of
prototypes of notifications and feedback guided thewriting style
of the program. We used a sort of “friendly strictness,” where
the program should fedl like afriend supporting but also pushing
them forward. Oneway to do thiswasto formul ate explanations
and tasks as offers instead of directive statements while still
emphasizing the importance of doing the tasks (ie, “A lot of
people make the mistake of believing that their thoughts are
truthful and factual. However, thoughts are just mere ideas that
may or may not betrue. You won’t know if your thought istrue
unless you do a fact-check of it. So, one of the first things you
should ask yourself, when you're feeling anxious is...”).
Furthermore, the adolescents' comments also emphasized the
positiveimpact of including quotes and praise. Thus, praisewas
included throughout the program at the conclusion of exercises
and modules (ie, “Well done! Now you should have a bunch of
ideas on how to reward yourself”). At module completion, the
praise was also combined with quotes as they were perceived
as rewarding by the adolescents (ie, “Congratulations! You've
now completed Step 5. Walt Disney once said that the difference
between winning and losing is most often not quitting”). We
decided to include quotes as relevant in-program rewards to
keep adolescents motivated to use the program.

We did not end up including push notificationsin the feasibility
version of the program due to technical limitations within the
digital platform. Instead, they have been included in the RCT
versionthat iscurrently being evaluated. Their potential impact
on adherence will be investigated in that trial.

Relatedness

In the user involvement workshop, the topic of being relatable
was evident in the qualitative comments across all preferred
prototypes. Adolescents simply preferred content prototypes
that were relatable in such away that they could identify with
them, such as using humanlike charactersin animations, using
appropriate  metaphors, and using supportive and
developmentally appropriate language. This is in line with
previous research emphasizing the importance of including
relatable and age-appropriate content [16,35,36,41] and, thus,
including adolescents in the design process to clarify which
types of content are seen as relevant.
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This finding guided the writing of the intervention manuscript
and development of graphic material. For example, weincluded
recurring animated characters, iGuides (Multimedia Appendix
5), that guided the adol escents through the intervention content
using a storytelling approach in a cartoonlike format. The
purpose was to offer a more persona and age-appropriate
dissemination of CBT concepts and techniques presented in the
program. We also conducted interviewswith past patientswhose
stories were then audio recorded by actors to provide the
adolescentswith afeeling of recognition and acknowledgment.
These stories were included as part of psychoeducation (ie,
examplesof how it feel sto have anxiety), cognitive restructuring
(ie, examples of helpful thoughts), and exposure tasks (ie,
examples of goalsand use of thetechnique) and asmotivational
speeches (ie, how it was to receive treatment and overcome
anxiety). In addition, weincluded “help afriend” tasksin which
the adolescent had to help afriend (ie, afictional case) using
the presented CBT techniques to further the feeling of
relatedness and mastery.

Thethemeof being “relatable” wasalso present intheinterviews
conducted with families from the feasibility trial in phase 3. In
this case, families noted that the stories from past patients had
helped them feel lessalone (“1’ m not the only one who has got
something”) and helped them understand their situation better.
Thus, relatedness and relatability may be key themes when
developing engaging internet-based interventions.

Objective 2: Help-Seeking Behavior
Insights on adol escent hel p-seeking behavior hel ped clarify how

adolescents would prefer to be supported by parents and
caregivers.

In the user involvement workshop, the overarching themes
present in the adolescents discussion of support and
hel p-seeking behavior tapped into the duality of taking charge
on their own (eg, by “establishing boundaries,” “making
agreements,” and being “serious’) and the need for relational
security with others in this process (eg, by “just telling them”
and “talking to someone you trust”). In addition, many
adolescents also qualitatively emphasized how it could be
hel pful to speak to someone other than their parents (eg, afriend,
ateacher, or another family member).

This duality may reflect how adolescents themselves initiate
and engage in scaffolding efforts aslearners. Scaffolding refers
to the process “that enables a child or novice to solve atask or
achieveagoal that would be beyond hisunassisted efforts’ [42].
Thus, it refers to the process of assisting a person to move
through the zone of proximal development by “ controlling those
elements of the task that are initially beyond the learner's
capability, thus permitting him to concentrate upon and complete
only those elements that are within his range of competence’
[42]. In this case, adolescents may themselves initiate this
process by seeking out relevant “assistants’ to support themin
using the intervention and acquiring the skills and knowledge
presented in the intervention.

In addition, thereis some evidence suggesting that social support
may be more important in ICBT treatments in which the level
of therapist support is low compared to traditional CBT. In a
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predictor analysis by Spence et a [37], social support from
family, friends, or aspecial person significantly predicted higher
levels of program adherence for adolescents completing the
BRAVE-online self-help program. However, only family
support predicted treatment outcome. This may underline the
importance of parental support to increase treatment adherence
in digital formats.

However, in a predictor analysis by Stjerneklar et a [43], the
time spent by parents helping their adolescents complete
treatment did not significantly predict treatment outcome. In
thisstudy, thelevel of therapist support was high (weekly phone
calls set to a duration of approximately 20 minutes) compared
to that in the study by Spence et a [37] (no support). Thus, the
role of parental support may only be important in interventions
with no or low levels of therapist support.

In broader terms, these themes may al so reflect how adolescence
asadevelopmental stageisatimewhen liberation from parents
and the need for autonomy become more apparent. Turning to
peersinstead of parentsfor support may not be unusual for this
age group, and thus, the program content should be inclusive
of this. In addition, increasing autonomy may call for a
communicative approach that emphasizes the adolescents
agency [44]. Thismeant that, instead of focusing solely on using
parentsfor support during the ICBT treatment, adol escentswere
also prompted to create alist of their “ support network” in the
program’s first session, identifying all people who would be
able to support them and specifying how they would like to be
supported by them.

In the feasibility trial conducted in phase 3 of the development
process, autonomy and support were also themes that were
discussed by the families. Adolescents generally enjoyed the
autonomy related to having separate programs, whereas for
parents, this was associated with mixed responses. Generally,
parents of older adolescents were more positive toward their
children working in the program on their own. Thisisin line
with findings from a co-design study by Ludlow et al [45] with
caregivers of young people aged 7 to 17 years. They described
how the desired level of caregiver involvement depended on
the young person’s age, where involvement may be lower with
older adolescents. Thus, alowing for different levels of
caregiver involvement depending on the age of the adolescent
could alow for more flexible and personalized use of the
intervention.

Objective 3: Navigating the Platform and Content

The usability tests provided practical information on how end
users would navigate the platform and content. On the basis of
this, the intervention material was edited down significantly,
and most text bodies were converted into graphics or short
videos. Onthe basis of feedback from the youngest participants
(aged 12 years), some of the existing graphics were aso
simplified and slowed down. Where possible, existing videos
were edited down or split into sections to not last more than 2
to 3 minutes each. These findings were then used to guide the
design of subsequent graphic elements.
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Objective 4: First Impressions From Familiesin
Treatment

Generally, familieswere satisfied with the program content and
platform. Families emphasized the graphic elements of the
content, such as animations, videos, and audio files, as
particularly beneficial. On the basis of this, some text bodies
were converted into graphics and videos, and other text-based
elements such as checklists (eg, lists with examples of
symptoms, behaviors, and rewards) were edited down. One
session (on realistic thinking) was also split into 2 subsessions
onidentifying and working with anxiousthoughtsand practicing
detective thinking.

However, some families did find it difficult to align their
progress when completing separate programs. This led to 2
major revisions to the parent program related to enhancing the
joint use of the 2 programs. First, guidelines on how to
appropriately usethe program were included in theintroductory
session. This included guidelines on how often to work with
the program, how often to do exercises outside of the program,
and tips on how to stay consistent with the help of parents, all
with the purpose of better aligning the adolescent and parent
progress when working separately. Second, the parent program
was also restructured from 7 sessions to 10 sessions to better
reflect the course of the adolescent program. Coping strategies
presented in the adolescent program (in the “toolbox” session)
were included in short in a “toolbox” session for the parents.
In addition, theintended purpose and rational e of each task were
elaborated on further in both the adol escent and parent programs
to help families establish amutual understanding of the program
content.

Despite efforts to keep program content short, it was still too
extensive, and the amount of reading wastoo much. In addition
to converting text bodies to graphics and editing down the
material, more in-session breaks were included, encouraging
adolescents to take time to implement the strategies and then
return to the platform.

Thus, findings from the feasibility interviews led to substantial
revisions of the program, al related to enhancing its use.
However, little is known about the role of including
user-centered practices to enhance engagement with DMHIs.
Some research conducted with adult popul ations indicates that
using user-centered practices may help increase engagement
[46,47], but more research is generally needed.

Limitations

Thisstudy has some limitations rel ated to the representativeness
of the samples and the extent of the involvement of end users
in the design processes that may be of importance when
interpreting the results.

Not all samplesin this study may be representative of the actual
end users, who are children with clinical anxiety. However, this
argument assumes that there would be a difference in
preferences between adolescents with and without anxiety, but
perhaps it is feasible to first include adolescents as experts on
being young as opposed to (but not exclusive of) being anxious
when we want to gain knowledge on adolescent preferencesin
general.
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Furthermore, demographic data on ethnicity and socioeconomic
status were not collected for participantsin phases 1 and 2, and
it is unclear whether our sample was demographically
representative. Future research could focus on collecting these
data and recruiting participants from different locations (ie,
schoolsin different areas, counseling services, and mental health
services) to enhance diversity.

In addition, only 4 adolescents participated in the usability tests
in phase 2. Although representing both the youngest and oldest
adolescents in the intended age group (aged 12 and 16 years,
respectively), the small number of participantslimitsthe external
validity of the results. It may be that the results obtained from
the usability tests are specific to the platform and content viewed
in this study. In the future, conducting usability tests online or
“on-site” in places where adolescents regularly spend time (ie,
in class or at youth centers) could aid the recruitment of more
adolescents and increase sample size.

In this study, we emphasized the importance of systematically
including adol escents as end users of an intervention. However,
parents and clinicians may equally represent end users of this
intervention and constitute valuable sources of information in
a design and implementation context. We did include clinical
psychologists working in routine care settings as part of the
expert group to qualify the program manuscript but did not
systematically collect data from them. This poses a limitation
of this study, and it would be beneficial in the future to include
all intended end users in the devel opment processes.

It may also be that adolescents could have been involved more
in the design of the intervention and at an earlier stage. In a
study by Ludlow et al [16], the research team used co-design
methodsto understand preferences and perceptions of the design,
functions, and engagement featureswithin anew digital mental
health platform. The aforementioned study used generative
toolkitsto facilitate the co-design processes through production
of artifacts. These artifacts (and output from previous design
phases) were then used to qualify the design of their new digital
mental health platform for young people. Thistype of end-user
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involvement allows young people to hold a central position as
experts at very early stages of the development process.
However, it may also be extensive and require alot of time and
resources that may not be available.

When comparing this study to the one by Ludlow et a [16], it
becomes apparent that, despite using user-centered methods,
researchers have the power to define what end-user perspectives
to include and how to investigate them. There may not be away
to solve this paradox, but it underlines how important it isto be
aware of one's own impact as a researcher when engaging in
these practices.

Conclusions

DMHIs have the potential to overcome treatment barriers such
as stigma and costs and increase access to effective treatment
at an early stage in symptom development. However, most
DMHIs suffer from low treatment adherence. It has been
proposed that the lack of end-user involvement in the
development of intervention content and platforms may be of
particular importance when interpreting the low adherence to
DMHIs. In this study, we used user involvement practices at
different stages of development to investigate adolescent and
parent preferences on specific design components. Information
from these practices was implemented when developing
intervention content. This study emphasizes the importance of
understanding the design process as iterative, where content
prototypes are subjected to multiple phases of evaluation. This
ensures the continued alignment of the intervention with
end-user needs and may help establish the validity of the
intervention for implementation in routine care settings. Future
research may use user involvement practices such as those
described in this paper to understand how to individualize
intervention content and patient courses. In addition, user
involvement practices could be used to investigate adol escent
preferences on specific treatment components (eg, relaxation
techniques and behavioral experiments) and the order in which
they are presented (ie, in a specific order or as optiona
components).

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank all participating adolescents and families for their contributions to the development of the
CoolMinds intervention. They greatly appreciate their interest and participation in the CoolMinds project. The authors would
also like to thank psychologist Cecilie Holmen Frost for her role in writing and editing the CoolMinds intervention manuscript
and the Devel opment and I mplementation Unit at the Centre for Digital Psychiatry for their contributions. Specifically, the authors
would like to thank team leader in charge of user involvement Nicole Fronc Dumanski for her contribution to the planning and
execution of the user involvement workshop, graphic designer Nicolai Drejer Walther for his extensive work on the graphic
identity and content of the CoolMindsintervention, and consultant Alberthe Mgller for setting up the intervention content on the
digital platform. The development of CoolMindsisfunded by agrant from the Mental Health Services of the Region of Southern
Denmark and a grant from TrygFonden. Generative artificia intelligence was not used in the writing of this manuscript.

Data Availability

The data used in this manuscript contain sensitive and potentially identifiable information regarding both children and caregivers,
and all participants were guaranteed full anonymity. As such, and in line with Danish Data Protection Agency regulations, the
data used in this study are not publicly available. Unidentifiable data excerpts can be made available upon request to the
corresponding author (nikita@psy.au.dk). Further data access requests may be sent to the Technology Transfer Office at Aarhus
University (tto@au.dk).

https:/formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966 JMIR Form Res 2025 | vol. 9 | 66966 | p. 12

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR FORMATIVE RESEARCH Sarensen et &

Authors Contributions

KM, JIL, MT, NMS, and HS contributed to conceptualization of the study. NMS conducted data curation. NM S completed the
formal analysis. KM, MT, and JJL acquired funding. NMS, HS, and JJL collected data. KM, JJL, MT, NMS, and HS devel oped
the methodology. NMS, and HS administered the project. NMS, JJL, and KM provided study materials. JIL, KM, and MT
provided supervision. KM, JJL, and MT assisted with knowledge on previous and ongoing studies to validate the research
conducted in this paper. NMS prepared data for presentation in the published work. NM S drafted the paper. JIL, KM, MT, and
HS reviewed and edited the draft.

Conflictsof I nterest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1

Guidance for Reporting Involvement of Patients and the Public checklist in long form.
[DOCX File, 19 KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2

Interview guides.
[DOCX File, 22 KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

Multimedia Appendix 3

Results from the usability and feasibility tests.
[DOCX File, 39 KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

Multimedia Appendix 4

Overview of the content of the adolescent and parent program versions used when conducting the feasibility trial (version 1) and
the randomized controlled trial (version 2).
[DOCX File, 21 KB-Multimedia Appendix 4]

Multimedia Appendix 5

CoolMinds intervention content.
[DOCX File, 46164 KB-Multimedia Appendix 5]

References

1.  Nearchou FA, Bird N, Costello A, Duggan S, Gilroy J, Long R, et a. Personal and perceived public mental-health stigma
as predictors of help-seeking intentionsin adol escents. JAdolesc. Jul 2018;66:83-90. [doi: 10.1016/j.adolescence.2018.05.003]
[Medline: 29800758]

2. RadezJ, ReardonT, Creswell C, Orchard F, Waite P. Adolescents' perceived barriers and facilitatorsto seeking and accessing
professional help for anxiety and depressive disorders: a qualitative interview study. Eur Child Adolesc Psychiatry. Jun
2022;31(6):891-907. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s00787-020-01707-0] [Medline: 33502596]

3. Gulliver A, Griffiths KM, Christensen H. Perceived barriers and facilitators to mental health hel p-seeking in young people:
asystematic review. BMC Psychiatry. Dec 30, 2010;10:113. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-244X-10-113] [Medline:
21192795]

4.  Bennett SD, Cuijpers P, Ebert DD, McKenzie Smith M, Coughtrey AE, Heyman |, et al. Practitioner review: unguided and
guided self-help interventions for common mental health disordersin children and adolescents: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. J Child Psychol Psychiatry. Aug 2019;60(8):828-847. [doi: 10.1111/jcpp.13010] [Medline: 30775782]

5. Pennant ME, Loucas CE, Whittington C, Creswell C, Fonagy P, Fuggle P, et al. Computerised therapies for anxiety and
depression in children and young people: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Behav Res Ther. Apr 2015;67:1-18. [doi:
10.1016/j.brat.2015.01.009] [Medline: 25727678]

6. Vigerland S, Lenhard F, Bonnert M, Lalouni M, Hedman E, Ahlen J, et a. Internet-delivered cognitive behavior therapy
for children and adolescents: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Clin Psychol Rev. Dec 2016;50:1-10. [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1016/j.cpr.2016.09.005] [Medline: 27668988]

7.  Wickersham A, Barack T, Cross L, Downs J. Computerized cognitive behavioral therapy for treatment of depression and
anxiety in adolescents: systematic review and meta-analysis. JMed Internet Res. Apr 11, 2022;24(4):e29842. [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.2196/29842] [Medline: 35404263]

https:/formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966 JMIR Form Res 2025 | vol. 9 | 66966 | p. 13
(page number not for citation purposes)

RenderX


https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app1.docx&filename=89b2ba5066243511d6d70b9fa549eed5.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app1.docx&filename=89b2ba5066243511d6d70b9fa549eed5.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app2.docx&filename=e1123326a3e0af2edfcea574b694b804.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app2.docx&filename=e1123326a3e0af2edfcea574b694b804.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app3.docx&filename=a37fc7cce33caa716eb781c7e5c49040.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app3.docx&filename=a37fc7cce33caa716eb781c7e5c49040.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app4.docx&filename=80792afef978589a364632f8bc2173a9.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app4.docx&filename=80792afef978589a364632f8bc2173a9.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app5.docx&filename=78d1846e127b2fbb7f75bfabb114f3bb.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=formative_v9i1e66966_app5.docx&filename=78d1846e127b2fbb7f75bfabb114f3bb.docx
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.adolescence.2018.05.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29800758&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33502596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00787-020-01707-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33502596&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcpsychiatry.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-244X-10-113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-244X-10-113
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21192795&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.13010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30775782&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2015.01.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25727678&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0272-7358(15)30090-8
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0272-7358(15)30090-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2016.09.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27668988&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2022/4/e29842/
https://www.jmir.org/2022/4/e29842/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/29842
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35404263&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR FORMATIVE RESEARCH Sarensen et &

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

Clarke AM, Kuosmanen T, Barry MM. A systematic review of online youth mental health promotion and prevention
interventions. J Youth Adolesc. Jan 2015;44(1):90-113. [doi: 10.1007/s10964-014-0165-0] [Medline: 25115460]

March S, Spence SH, Donovan CL. The efficacy of an internet-based cognitive-behavioral therapy intervention for child
anxiety disorders. J Pediatr Psychol. Jun 2009;34(5):474-487. [doi: 10.1093/jpepsy/jsn099] [Medline: 18794187]

March S, Spence SH, Donovan CL, Kenardy JA. Large-scal e dissemination of internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy
for youth anxiety: feasibility and acceptability study. JMed Internet Res. Jul 04, 2018;20(7):e234. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/jmir.9211] [Medline: 29973338]

Spence SH, Donovan CL, March S, Kenardy JA, Hearn CS. Generic versus disorder specific cognitive behavior therapy
for social anxiety disorder inyouth: arandomized controlled trial using internet delivery. Behav Res Ther. Mar 2017;90:41-57.
[doi: 10.1016/J.BRAT.2016.12.003]

Wuthrich VM, Rapee RM, Cunningham MJ, Lyneham HJ, Hudson JL, Schniering CA. A randomized controlled trial of
the Cool Teens CD-ROM computerized program for adolescent anxiety. JAm Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry. Mar
2012;51(3):261-270. [doi: 10.1016/j.jaac.2011.12.002] [Medline: 22365462]

Waite P, Marshall T, Creswell C. A randomized controlled trial of internet-delivered cognitive behaviour therapy for
adolescent anxiety disordersin aroutine clinical care setting with and without parent sessions. Child Adolesc Ment Health.
Sep 2019;24(3):242-250. [doi: 10.1111/camh.12311] [Medline: 32677216]

Hill C, Creswell C, Vigerland S, Nauta MH, March S, Donovan C, et al. Navigating the development and dissemination
of internet cognitive behavioral therapy (iCBT) for anxiety disordersin children and young people: a consensus statement
with recommendations from the # CBTL orentz Workshop Group. Internet Interv. Feb 19, 2018;12:1-10. [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1016/j.invent.2018.02.002] [Medline: 30135763]

Fleming T, Merry S, Stasiak K, Hopkins S, Patolo T, Ruru S, et a. The importance of user segmentation for designing
digital therapy for adolescent mental health: findings from scoping processes. IMIR Ment Health. May 08, 2019;6(5):€12656.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/12656] [Medline: 31066705]

Ludlow K, Russell JK, Ryan B, Brown RL, Joynt T, Uhlmann LR, et al. Co-designing a digital mental health platform,
"momentum", with young people aged 7-17: aqualitative study. Digit Health. Nov 28, 2023;9:20552076231216410. [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1177/20552076231216410] [Medline: 38033517]

De Vito Dabbs A, Myers BA, Mc Curry KR, Dunbar-Jacob J, Hawkins RP, Begey A, et al. User-centered design and
interactive health technol ogiesfor patients. Comput Inform Nurs. 2009;27(3):175-183. [doi: 10.1097/NCN.0b013e31819f7c7c]
[Medline: 19411947]

Yardley L, Morrison L, Bradbury K, Muller 1. The person-based approach to intervention development: application to
digital health-related behavior change interventions. JMed Internet Res. Jan 30, 2015;17(1):e30. [EREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/jmir.4055] [Medline: 25639757]

Wozney L, Baxter P, Newton AS. Usability evaluation with mental health professionals and young people to develop an
internet-based cognitive-behaviour therapy program for adolescents with anxiety disorders. BMC Pediatr. Dec 16,
2015;15:213. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s12887-015-0534-1] [Medline: 26675420]

Hill C, Chessell C, Percy R, Creswell C. Online Support and Intervention (OSl) for child anxiety: a case serieswithin
routine clinical practice. Behav Cogn Psychother. May 04, 2022;50(4):429-445. [doi: 10.1017/s1352465822000157]

Hill C, Reardon T, Taylor L, Creswell C. Online support and intervention for child anxiety (OSl): development and usability
testing. IMIR Form Res. Apr 13, 2022;6(4):€29846. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/29846] [Medline: 35416781]

Moor S, Williman J, Drummond S, Fulton C, Mayes W, Ward N, et al. ‘E’ therapy in the community: examination of the
uptake and effectiveness of BRAVE (a self-help computer programme for anxiety in children and adolescents) in primary
care. Internet Interv. Dec 2019;18:100249. [doi: 10.1016/J.INVENT.2019.100249]

Vigerland S, Fredlander S, Aspvall K, Jolstedt M, Lenhard F, Mataix-Cols D, et a. Effectiveness of internet-delivered
cognitive behavioural therapy for anxiety and obsessive-compulsive disorders within routine clinical carein rural Sweden.
Internet Interv. Jun 2024;36:100738. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.invent.2024.100738] [Medline: 38617387]
Skaarnes H, Sarensen NM, Wisnewski AH, Lomholt JJ, Thastum M, McLellan L, et al. Internet-based cognitive behavioral
intervention for adolescents with anxiety disorders: a study protocol for aparallel three armed randomized controlled trial.
Trias. Oct 13, 2024;25(1):674. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s13063-024-08511-0] [Medline: 39396991]

Staniszewska S, Brett J, Simeral, Seers K, Mockford C, Goodlad S, et al. GRIPP2 reporting checklists: tools to improve
reporting of patient and public involvement in research. BMJ. Aug 02, 2017;358:j3453. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1136/bmj.j3453] [Medline: 28768629]

Horvath KJ, Ecklund AM, Hunt SL, Nelson TF, Toomey TL. Developing internet-based health interventions: a guide for
public health researchers and practitioners. JMed Internet Res. Jan 23, 2015;17(1):€28. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/jmir.3770] [Medline: 25650702]

Whiteside SP, Sim LA, Morrow AS, Farah WH, Hilliker DR, Murad MH, et al. A meta-analysis to guide the enhancement
of CBT for childhood anxiety: exposure over anxiety management. Clin Child Fam Psychol Rev. Mar 2020;23(1):102-121.
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s10567-019-00303-2] [Medline: 31628568]

https:/formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966 JMIR Form Res 2025 | vol. 9 | 66966 | p. 14

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10964-014-0165-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25115460&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jpepsy/jsn099
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18794187&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2018/7/e234/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.9211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29973338&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/J.BRAT.2016.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2011.12.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22365462&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/camh.12311
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32677216&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2214-7829(17)30129-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2018.02.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30135763&dopt=Abstract
https://mental.jmir.org/2019/5/e12656/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/12656
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31066705&dopt=Abstract
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/20552076231216410?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub  0pubmed
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/20552076231216410?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub  0pubmed
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/20552076231216410
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=38033517&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/NCN.0b013e31819f7c7c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19411947&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2015/1/e30/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.4055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25639757&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcpediatr.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12887-015-0534-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12887-015-0534-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26675420&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s1352465822000157
https://formative.jmir.org/2022/4/e29846/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/29846
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35416781&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/J.INVENT.2019.100249
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2214-7829(24)00031-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2024.100738
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=38617387&dopt=Abstract
https://trialsjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13063-024-08511-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13063-024-08511-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=39396991&dopt=Abstract
https://www.bmj.com/lookup/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=28768629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.j3453
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28768629&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2015/1/e28/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.3770
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25650702&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/31628568
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10567-019-00303-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31628568&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR FORMATIVE RESEARCH Sarensen et &

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

45,

46.

47.

Jolstedt M, Wahlund T, Lenhard F, Ljétsson B, Mataix-Cols D, Nord M, et al. Efficacy and cost-effectiveness of
therapist-guided internet cognitive behavioural therapy for paediatric anxiety disorders: asingle-centre, single-blind,
randomised controlled trial. Lancet Child Adolesc Health. Nov 2018;2(11):792-801. [doi: 10.1016/s2352-4642(18)30275-X]
Nordh M, Wahlund T, Jolstedt M, Sahlin H, Bjureberg J, Ahlen J, et a. Therapist-guided internet-delivered cognitive
behavioral therapy vsinternet-delivered supportive therapy for children and adolescents with social anxiety disorder: a
randomized clinical trial. JAMA Psychiatry. Jul 01, 2021;78(7):705-713. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2021.0469] [Medline: 33978699]

Stjerneklar S, Hougaard E, McLellan LF, Thastum M. A randomized controlled trial examining the efficacy of an
internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy program for adolescents with anxiety disorders. PLoS One. Sep 18,
2019;14(9):e0222485. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0222485] [Medline: 31532802]

Vigerland S, Ljotsson B, Thulin U, Ost LG, Andersson G, Serlachius E. Internet-delivered cognitive behavioural therapy
for children with anxiety disorders: arandomised controlled trial. Behav Res Ther. Jan 2016;76:47-56. [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1016/j.brat.2015.11.006] [Medline: 26649465]

Higa-McMillan CK, Francis SE, Rith-Ngjarian L, Chorpita BF. Evidence base update: 50 years of research on treatment
for child and adolescent anxiety. JClin Child Adolesc Psychol. 2016;45(2):91-113. [doi: 10.1080/15374416.2015.1046177)
[Medline: 26087438]

Luo A, McAloon J. Potential mechanisms of changein cognitive behavioral therapy for childhood anxiety: ameta-analysis.
Depress Anxiety. Feb 2021;38(2):220-232. [doi: 10.1002/da.23116] [Medline: 33225527]

BertieLA, Hudson JL. CBT for childhood anxiety: reviewing the state of personalised intervention research. Front Psychol.
Nov 26, 2021;12:722546. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.3389/fpsyq.2021.722546] [Medline: 34899467]

Smart K, Smith L, Harvey K, Waite P. The acceptability of atherapist-assisted internet-delivered cognitive behaviour
therapy program for the treatment of anxiety disorders in adolescents: a qualitative study. Eur Child Adolesc Psychiatry.
Apr 2023;32(4):661-673. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s00787-021-01903-6] [Medline: 34746976]

Radomski AD, Bagnell A, Curtis S, Hartling L, Newton AS. Examining the usage, user experience, and perceived impact
of an internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy program for adolescents with anxiety: randomized controlled trial. IMIR
Ment Health. Feb 07, 2020;7(2):e15795. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/15795] [Medline: 32022692]

Spence SH, March S, Donovan CL. Social support as a predictor of treatment adherence and response in an open-access,
self-help, internet-delivered cognitive behavior therapy program for child and adolescent anxiety. Internet Interv. Aug 22,
2019;18:100268. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.invent.2019.100268] [Medline: 31890621]

Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research electronic data capture (REDCap)--a
metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for providing transational research informatics support. J Biomed
Inform. Apr 2009;42(2):377-381. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010] [Medline: 18929686]

HarrisPA, Taylor R, Minor BL, Elliott V, Fernandez M, O'Neal L, et al. The REDCap consortium: building an international
community of software platform partners. J Biomed Inform. Jul 2019;95:103208. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/].jbi.2019.103208] [Medline: 31078660]

Neergaard MA, Olesen F, Andersen RS, Sondergaard J. Qualitative description - the poor cousin of health research? BMC
Med Res Methodol. Jul 16, 2009;9:52. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-2288-9-52] [Medline: 19607668]

Garrido S, Millington C, Cheers D, Boydell K, Schubert E, Meade T, et al. What works and what doesn't work? A systematic
review of digital mental health interventions for depression and anxiety in young people. Front Psychiatry. Nov 13,
2019;10:759. [doi: 10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00759] [Medline: 31798468]

Wood D, Bruner JS, Ross G. The role of tutoring in problem solving. J Child Psychol Psychiatry. Apr 1976;17(2):89-100.
[doi: 10.1111/j.1469-7610.1976.tb00381.x] [Medline: 932126]

Stjerneklar S, Hougaard E, Thastum M. Guided internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy for adolescent anxiety: Predictors
of treatment response. Internet Interv. Mar 2019;15:116-125. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.invent.2019.01.003] [Medline:
30792963]

Bandura A. Social cognitive theory: an agentic perspective. Annu Rev Psychol. 2001;52:1-26. [doi:
10.1146/annurev.psych.52.1.1] [Medline: 11148297]

Ludlow K, March S, Russell JK, Ryan B, Brown RL, Hides L, et al. Co-designing a new digital mental health platform,
‘momentum’, with caregivers of young people aged 7—-17. Digit Health. Aug 02, 2024;10. [doi: 10.1177/20552076241263693]
McCall HC, Hadjistavropoulos HD, Sundstrém CR. Exploring the role of persuasive design in unguided internet-delivered
cognitive behavioral therapy for depression and anxiety among adults: systematic review, meta-analysis, and meta-regression.
JMed Internet Res. Apr 29, 2021;23(4):€26939. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/26939] [Medline: 33913811]

Patterson VC, Rossi MA, Pencer A, Wozney L. An internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy program for anxiety and
depression (tranquility): adaptation co-design and fidelity evaluation study. IMIR Form Res. Feb 02, 2022;6(2):€33374.
[doi: 10.2196/33374] [Medline: 34910660]

Abbreviations

CBT: cognitive behavioral therapy

https:/formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966 JMIR Form Res 2025 | vol. 9 | 66966 | p. 15

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s2352-4642(18)30275-x
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/33978699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2021.0469
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33978699&dopt=Abstract
https://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0222485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0222485
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31532802&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0005-7967(15)30055-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.brat.2015.11.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26649465&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2015.1046177
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26087438&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/da.23116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33225527&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34899467
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.722546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34899467&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34746976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00787-021-01903-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34746976&dopt=Abstract
https://mental.jmir.org/2020/2/e15795/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/15795
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32022692&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2214-7829(19)30052-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2019.100268
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31890621&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1532-0464(08)00122-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18929686&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1532-0464(19)30126-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2019.103208
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31078660&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcmedresmethodol.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-2288-9-52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-9-52
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19607668&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2019.00759
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31798468&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7610.1976.tb00381.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=932126&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2214-7829(18)30043-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.invent.2019.01.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30792963&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.52.1.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11148297&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/20552076241263693
https://www.jmir.org/2021/4/e26939/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/26939
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33913811&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/33374
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34910660&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR FORMATIVE RESEARCH Sarensen et &

DMHI: digital mental health intervention

ICBT: internet-based cognitive behavioral therapy
RCT: randomized controlled trial

REDCap: Research Electronic Data Capture

Edited by A Mavragani; submitted 27.09.24; peer-reviewed by C Donovan, L Kagan; comments to author 15.01.25; revised version
received 03.02.25; accepted 02.03.25; published 08.04.25

Please cite as:

Sarensen NM, Skaarnes H, Mathiasen K, Thastum M, Lomholt JJ

Developing an Inter net-Based Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Intervention for Adolescents With Anxiety Disorders: Design, Usability,
and Initial Evaluation of the CoolMinds Intervention

JMIR Form Res 2025; 9: e66966

URL: https://formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966

doi: 10.2196/66966

PMID:

©Nikita Marie Sgrensen, Helene Skaarnes, Kim Mathiasen, Mikael Thastum, Johanne Jeppesen Lomholt. Originally published
in IMIR Formative Research (https://formative.jmir.org), 08.04.2025. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms
of the Creative Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use,
distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in IMIR Formative Research, isproperly
cited. The complete hibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https://formative.jmir.org, as well as this
copyright and license information must be included.

https:/formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966 JMIR Form Res 2025 | vol. 9 | 66966 | p. 16
(page number not for citation purposes)

RenderX


https://formative.jmir.org/2025/1/e66966
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/66966
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

