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Abstract

Background: Just-in-time adaptive interventions (JTAIls) are a promising approach in mental health care. Typicaly, a
smartphone application (app) is programmed to assess users psychological states in daily life; when a particular state is
detected, the app prompts users to engage in specific behaviors. JTAls are thought to be a promising approach — yet, scarce
evidenceisavailablein the literature.

Objective: We implemented this scheme as an online intervention for daily stress management, based on cognitive behavioral
therapy (CBT), and evaluated its feasibility and efficacy using a single-case experimental design.

M ethods: Eight Japanese adults (community sample: four women; mean age = 37.6 years, SD = 13.1) were recruited. An AB
phase design with multiple random baselines was used. Throughout the study period (28 days), participants were prompted to
indicate their momentary levels of stress using a smartphone thrice a day. The length of the baseline phase was randomly
permuted across participants (7-14 days), and the remaining period was used as the intervention phase (14-21 days), where CBT-
based exercises (e.g., breath control, mindfulness, and relaxation) were offered depending on the reported levels of stress.

Results: Approximately 70 % of the participants perceived the intervention to be useful and helpful. A randomization test
detected a statistically significant decrease in the reported levels of stress after the onset of the intervention (P=0.004), although
this effect was marginal when tested separately for each participant. Multilevel model analysis detected a significant acute
reduction in the momentary level of stress right after completing an CBT-based exercise (P=0.03, Cohen’'s dz=0.58). Also, a
significant reduction in depressive rumination was observed in the postintervention assessment (P=0.01, Cohen’sdz = 1.17).

Conclusions: The intervention was feasible and effective in reducing subjective stress (and rumination) in the study sample,
athough more evidence should be collected to draw robust conclusions. Clinica Tria: OSF:
https.//osf.io/3b5tp/ view_only=822e6357a8f442409285921e4b15e060
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Abstract
Background: Just-in-time adaptive interventions (JITAIs) are a promising approach in mental health
care given the potential scalability (i.e., interventions are offered automatically and remotely) and
preciseness (i.e., the right interventions are offered at the right moments). Typically, a smartphone
application (app) is programmed to assess users’ psychological states in daily life; when a particular
state is detected, the app prompts users to engage in specific behaviors. Conceptually, JITAIs hold
significant potential for precision health, although there is currently limited evidence in the literature.
Objective: We implemented this scheme as an online intervention for daily stress management,
based on cognitive behavioral therapy (CBT), and evaluated its feasibility and efficacy using a
single-case experimental design.
Methods: Eight Japanese adults (community sample: four women; mean age = 37.6 years, SD =
13.1) were recruited. An AB phase design with multiple random baselines was employed, where 'A’
represents the baseline phase and 'B' represents the intervention phase. Throughout the study period
(28 days), participants were prompted to indicate their momentary levels of stress (range: 0-100)
using a smartphone thrice a day. The baseline phase duration was randomly varied among
participants, lasting between 7 and 14 days. The remaining period was used as the intervention phase
(14-21 days), where six CBT-based exercises (i.e., breath control, mindfulness, relaxation, self-talk,
cognitive defusion, and cognitive restructuring) were offered depending on the reported levels of
stress.
Results: Approximately 70 % of the participants perceived the intervention to be useful and helpful.
A randomization test detected a statistically significant decrease in reported stress levels after the
intervention began (P=.005), though this effect was less pronounced when analyzed individually for
each participant. Multilevel model analysis detected a significant acute reduction in the momentary
level of stress right after completing an CBT-based exercise (pre-exercise: M = 47.98, SD = 21.65;
post-exercise: M = 42.13, SD = 19.88, P=.03, Cohen’s dz=0.58). Also, a significant reduction in
depressive rumination was observed in the postintervention assessment (pre-intervention: M=13.00,
SD=3.21: post-intervention: M=9.25, SD=2.60, P=.01, Cohen’s dz = 1.17).
Conclusions: The intervention was feasible and effective in reducing subjective stress (and
rumination) in the study sample. The small sample size and the non-clinical nature of the sample
may limit the generalizability and implications of the study findings for clinical practice. More
evidence should be collected to draw solid conclusions for technical/technological as well as clinical
aspects of mobile interventions. Accumulating exemplars with different implementations will clarify
how a JITAI can be designed and developed on a mobile platform and how the program can be
delivered in prevention and treatment for mental ill-health.
Keywords: ecological momentary assessment; just-in-time adaptive intervention; stress; rumination;
cognitive behavior therapy; mindfulness
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Introduction

Background

Digital technologies have become familiar not only in daily life, but also in clinical practice for
mental health. The electronic and mobile implementation of psychological interventions allows for
the remote and ubiquitous delivery of evidence-based care, which is of particular importance to
people who have limited access to clinics due to financial or physical constraints [1]. The COVID-19
pandemic has served as a catalyst [2], accelerating the development of digital healthcare services.
These services can be delivered in various formats and platforms, such as computer- or Internet-
based interventions, via chat systems or smartphone applications (apps), with or without human
therapeutic guidance. Stakeholders appear to see mobile implementations as one of the most
promising directions, given the number of apps available in the market and the huge amount of
investment in recent years [3].

An increasing number of efficacy and effectiveness trials have been published in recent decades, and
the results have been synthesized from different aspects. For example, a meta-analysis of digital
interventions in general showed a moderate effect on improving depression [4]. Another meta-
analysis, with a particular focus on app-based mobile health interventions [5] found small effects on
anxiety and depression. A meta-analysis of app-based interventions for moderate to severe
depression reported a larger, moderate-sized effect [6]. Overall, the evidence has been mixed, which
may be attributed to heterogeneity in the intervention designs and how each intervention (or
technique) is delivered.

The rapid development of mobile technologies has expanded the degrees of freedom in
implementing care and interventions offered digitally and automatically. Ecological momentary
interventions (EMISs) are a general scheme for delivering psychological interventions in daily life,
typically for which an app is programmed to obtain information from users and prompt them to
engage in specific behaviors at opportunistic times [7-9]. Many EMIs are designed to be just-in-time
adaptive interventions (JITAIs), which deliver interventions remotely that are personally tailored and
implemented on the basis of an individual’s context (e.g., with the GPS in a mobile device),
psychophysiology, or responses to questions. As such, a JITAI provides right treatment (i.e.,
"adaptive") at the right moment (i.e., "just-in-time") [10]. For mental health management, a JITAI
typically delivers cognitive behavioral and other specific messages (e.g., for behavior activation,
cognitive reappraisal) tailored to an individual’s present context and state [11]. The just-in-time
feature is of a particular importance for patients to become aware of the context in which a
maladaptive psychological process (e.g., depressive rumination) is triggered and the consequences
that maintain it. Appropriate timely guidance would help them perform functional analyses of their
maladaptive behavior and more accurately implement alternative coping [12]. The concept and
theoretical basis are not at all novel and have been implemented in existing, in-person psychological
treatments. However, the most critical limitation of the traditional approaches is that interventions
are offered in brief and infrequent windows of time (e.g., in a session at a clinic), which assumes
patients’ memory and effort to apply the learned techniques in daily life — thereby, the JITAI scheme
is expected to overcome the therapy-real world gap while delivering relevant support at the time,
place, and frequency needed to intervene symptoms as they arise [13].

Decision rules, which define what interventions to deliver and when [10], are the core of EMI and
make its shapes heterogeneous. A variety of interventions are offered in EMIs, such as cognitive
behavior therapy (CBT), acceptance and commitment therapy, mindfulness, behavioral activation,
and relaxation (for a review, see [14]). Furthermore, different trials have used different logic to
define delivery interventions. For example, a JITAI trial assessed participants’ experiences of
stressful events and related ruminative thinking several times a day, which were then used to
determine which messages and CBT-based support needed to be delivered [15]. Another JITAI
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system referred to contextual information (e.g., the number of emails and meetings of the day) as
well as passive sensing of facial expressions as tailoring variable to determine stress levels [16].

Objectives

However, EMI and JITAI are still in their infancy, and to the best of our knowledge, there are no
established designs (particularly decision rules) that promise the success of an intervention. In other
words, an evidence gap exists in the way to determine when and what interventions should be
delivered. Interventions were offered, for example, at fixed or semi-random moments [17,18], when
stressful events were reported [15], or when environmental and contextual information indicated a
high workload of users [16]. Also, the degree of optimization varies across trials — the same
interventions (or messages) can be delivered across different occasions, or different interventions can
be scheduled according to the values of tailoring variables. Given that no standard or consensus has
been established so far, it is pivotal to accumulate exemplars with different implementations and test
various decision rules, as there are a number of parameters to optimize when designing a JITAIL
What interventions or techniques should the system offer in its pool? What psychological and
behavioral states should be monitored, and how? What conditions should be implemented to trigger
or inhibit an intervention? Apropos this, the current study was designed as a pilot example of JITAI,
implementing decision rules to offer different CBT techniques for stress management, depending on
the momentary states of app users.

Specifically, we aimed to evaluate the feasibility and efficacy of an app-based intervention with just-
in-time prompts using CBT-based exercises for stress reduction. The key idea was to provide an
opportunity to engage in CBT exercises (including relaxation, body scans, self-compassion,
distancing, and cognitive restructuring) when needed, that is, when elevated stress levels are
detected. These CBT techniques (each had an evidence basis with or without mobile
implementations, e.g., [13,19]) were offered in a form of stand-alone, self-guided exercise, which
could be completed in a few minutes without any support of therapists or other health professionals.
This quick-to-go format is crucial for JITAI, similar to homework in traditional CBT [20], as
participants are prompted to engage with it in daily life. Furthermore, our pilot app was designed to
offer different exercises according to the detected levels of stress. This tailoring was important
because stress has intra-individual, temporal dynamics and appropriate coping strategies may differ
across the levels and types of stress [21,22]. It is not always possible for individuals to make a
rational decision on how to cope with their stress. A survey on GPs showed that even health
professionals use ineffective coping strategies (e.g., avoidance strategies, self-blame) under highly
stressful situations [23], which highlights the needs for tailored, context-specific guidance.

To this end, we conducted this pilot, proof-of-concept trial to test the feasibility (e.g., adherence,
acceptability, and usability) of the JITAI approach as well as its efficacy in reducing stress over a 2—
3-week intervention. A single-case experimental (AB phase) design was used with random multiple
baselines (baseline for 7-14 days vs. intervention for 14-21 days). For the feasibility, we were
particularly interested in how participants would feel about the timing and frequency of the prompts,
which may affect the perception of usefulness and willingness to continue the app use. One of the
known challenges for mental health apps is the low retention rate [24] — this issue could be resolved
by the regular prompting of JITAIs (e.g., to maintain users’ interests) but too much prompting or
inappropriate delivery timing may have adverse effects leading to dropout. For the efficacy, we
hypothesized that participants would show significant decreases in subjective stress over time.

Methods

Participants

Eight adults (mean age = 37.6 years, SD = 13.1; 4 women) were recruited from among inhabitants of
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Ibaraki Prefecture and its environs (middle-north regions in Japan) early in 2024. The study was
advertised online (e.g., via portal sites and emails), and those interested were invited to an online
eligibility assessment. Participants were assessed for their current levels of subjective stress by
responding to an item from the perceived stress scale (In the last week, how often have you felt
nervous and stressed?) [25] by indicating the most applicable of the five response options: 0 = never,
1 = almost never, 2 = sometimes, 3 = fairly often, and 4 = very often. Those who scored 3 or 4 on the
perceived stress scale, indicating they felt nervous and stressed fairly often or very often, were
eligible to participate. Other inclusion criteria were as follows: aged 20-64 years; expecting no major
life changes right before or during the study participation; not pregnant or lactating; being in good
health with no history of dysautonomia, depression, mania, bipolar disorder, or facial paralysis; no
medication with tranquilizers or antihypertensive agents; not under hormone replacement therapy; no
oral contraceptives; and no habit of physical activity and exercise (this criterion was used for an
overarching study). Recruitment continued until the planned sample size was achieved. The sample
size was determined pragmatically (considering the resources of the recruiting institution) due to the
pilot nature of this study. Yet, a simulation study [26] on the power of randomization tests in multiple
baseline designs suggested that a sample size of N = 6-10 would be sufficient to detect an effect of
Cohen’s d = 0.60- 1.0 with a sufficient power (0.80).

Study Design

An AB design with random baselines was used. The entire study period was 28 days (four weeks) for
each participant. The baseline phase duration was randomly varied among participants, lasting
between 7 and 14 days. The remaining period was used as the intervention phase (14-21 days).
Participants were not informed when the intervention would be started (single blinding). Throughout
the 28-day study period, participants received three signals each day at fixed times (1100, 1600, and
2100hrs) on their smartphones with an EMA app, m-Path [27], being installed. These momentary
cues prompted participants to indicate their current levels of subjective stress using a 0-100 slider (0
= not at all, 100 = very much). The exact prompt states were as follows: We would like to ask you
about your current stress level. Please rate your current stress using the slider below.

During the intervention phase, participants received in-app guidance for CBT exercises (see the next
section) depending on the reported momentary levels of subjective stress. For example, if
participants indicated 80 or above on the stress slider, they received a recommendation for muscle
relaxation, guided by a tutorial video (3-9 min long each). Participants were allowed to engage in an
exercise that was not recommended at this moment (e.g., performing breath control instead of or in
addition to muscle relaxation) or skip the opportunity if they were too busy. In addition, if
participants indicated low levels of stress (i.e., < 40 on the slider), they received no specific
recommendation for exercise.

At the end of the exercises, participants were asked to specify the exercises in which they actually
engaged (this prompt appeared even when no recommendation was presented). Specifically, they
indicated any applicability from the list of exercises (i.e., breath control, mindfulness, progressive
muscle relaxation, compassionate self-talk, cognitive defusion, and cognitive restructuring) with
other and skipped (too busy) response options. Subsequently, participants rated their current stress
levels again using a 0-100 slider. Post-exercise stress levels were subjected to randomization tests as
the primary outcome.

In addition to the momentary cues, participants were prompted each morning to estimate how busy
they would be today; depending on the estimated levels, they received another in-app guidance for
CBT exercise at 1900hrs, on the day. The morning cue stated: How busy do you expect to be today?
Use the slider below to indicate how busy you expect to be today. We asked how busy they would be
instead of how stressful the day would be because we were not sure how accurately participants
could estimate the stress level of the day; instead, estimating the extent of busyness was deemed
more reliable and easier for participants as they could refer to, for example, their schedules.
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Figure 1. Schematic flow of the study. An AB design was used (28 days in total for each
participant) with the baseline length randomized across participants (7-14 days).

Pre-intervention ) ] Post-intervention
PSS, PHQ-9, GAD-7 PSS, PHQ-9, GAD-7
etc--- etc---
A. Baseline Phase: 7~14 days B. Intervention Phase: 14~21 days
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11:00 16:00 21:00 7:00 11:00 16:00 19:00 21:00
Momentary Cue Momentary Cue CBT Post-Exercise
Stress Assessment Stress Assessment ~ Exercise  Stress Assessment
g‘:;gis"gxg';imi on End of the Day CET Exercise
CBT Exercises

Different CBT exercises were prompted depending on the reported levels of stress in response to the
momentary and morning cues. Table 1 summarizes the individual exercises and decision rules.
Among the techniques used in CBT and related programs [28,29], we implemented the following six
exercises into the current program: breath control [30]; mindfulness [31]; progressive muscle
relaxation [32]; compassionate self-talk [33]; leaves on a stream exercises [34]; and cognitive
restructuring [29]. These techniques are suitable for mobile implementation as stand-alone exercises,
each instructed via videos lasting between 3.5 and 9.0 minutes.

The first three exercises (breath control, mindfulness, and muscle relaxation) were prompted by
momentary cues. These quick-to-go exercises (less cognitive, typically with a particular focus on the
body and meditation) were selected because momentary cues were scheduled thrice a day and each
exercise should not be too demanding. Another focus was on the levels of stress, and we
programmed breath control for low levels of stress, mindfulness for moderate levels, and muscle
relaxation for high levels. We expected that the participants (a community sample) would experience
low levels of stress most frequently, for which a hands-free light-touch exercise was deemed
appropriate. Therefore, the breath-control tutorial video was the shortest (3.8 min) of the three (9.0
and 5.5 min for mindfulness and progressive muscle relaxation, respectively).

The other three exercises (compassionate self-talk, leaves on a stream exercises, and cognitive
restructuring) were programmed for morning cues and were to be completed in the evening (at
1900hrs or later). These imaginative or cognitive exercises were performed once a day (which is less
frequent than those for the momentary cues), and thus were meant to be more cognitively effortful,
and typically required a longer time to complete. Studies suggest that the successful use of cognitive
coping, particularly reappraisal, may produce significant cognitive costs, and people choose
reappraisal less frequently than other strategies (e.g., suppression, distraction) to regulate their
emotions [35,36]. Therefore, we programmed cognitive exercises to be offered in the evening
(deemed to be a quieter moment with less distractors than midday), not right after experiencing stress
(i.e., momentary cues). Compassionate self-talk was prompted when participants indicated that they
would be somewhat busy today, in response to a morning cue. Leaves on a stream exercises and
cognitive restructuring were recommended when participants expected that the day would be
tougher. Also, cognitive restructuring requires individuals to recall a specific negative event, and
thus, this exercise was regarded to be suited to the busiest day when they could easily spot a stressor
to target. These decision rules were determined somewhat arbitrarily, but compassionate self-talk
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was assumed to be less effortful and better fit on the day when light stress was foreseen compared to

the other two.

Table 1. Decision rules defining exercises prompted for different levels of stress. Participants
rated the current level of stress in response to momentary cues trice a day and anticipated the
extent of busyness in response to a morning cue.

Cue /
stress/busyness
level threshold

Exercise

Description / example
instruction

Momentary cues

Participants responded to
momentary cues thrice a
day, and exercise was
offered right after each
momentary cue.

0-39 No exercise prompted

40-59 Breath control Take deep breaths while
counting the numbers in
your mind.

60-79 Mindfulness (focusing on Pay attention to your

breath) breathing and savor the

sensation.

80-100 Progressive muscle relaxation | Reduce stress and anxiety

by progressively tensing
and then relaxing different
muscle groups in the body.

Morning cues

Participants responded to a
morning cue each day
(0700hrs) and indicated
how busy they would be
today; exercise was offered
at 1900hrs each day.

0-39 No exercise prompted

40-59 Compassionate self-talk Repeat in your mind a
phrase that is warm and
compassionate toward self.

60-79 Leaves on a stream (cognitive | Imagine leaves flowing

defusion) down a river and observe

the thoughts and feelings
that arise.

80-100 Cognitive restructuring Recall negative events,

write down thoughts and
feelings, and assess whether
your evaluations are
accurate.
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Measures

We administered two types of assessments: momentary, and pre- and post-intervention assessments.
Our primary outcome was the momentary post-exercise levels of subjective stress reported following
the momentary cues, which were sent three times daily over the 28-day study period. The pre- and
post-intervention assessments included questionnaires on subjective stress (over the past month),
psychopathological symptoms and traits, and well-being. The post-intervention assessment also
included feasibility measures to clarify how acceptable and appropriate the intervention was for each
participant. Note that we did not examine the internal consistency of each measure, given the small
sample size. However, all the measures used here have been shown to have good psychometric
properties.

Perceived Stress Scale

Subjective stress levels were assessed using the 10-item Perceived Stress Scale (PSS) [25]. The scale
asks how respondents felt and thought during the past month (e.g., how often have you been upset
because of something that happened unexpectedly?). Each item is rated on a 5-point scale (0 = never;
4 = very often), and the total score is calculated. A validation study documented a mean score of 20.3
(SD =5.4) in a Japanese sample [37], in which a PSS score of 31 or greater (> mean + 2SD) can be
interpreted as a high level of subjective stress.

Brief Patient Health Questionnaire

Depressive symptoms were assessed using the brief Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9) [38]. This
scale consists of nine items representing depressive symptoms rated using a 4-point scale (0 = not at
all; 3 = nearly every day). The sum score was calculated and interpreted with cut-off scores of 5, 10,
15, and 20, indicating mild, moderate, moderately severe, and severe depressive symptoms,
respectively.

Seven-item Anxiety Scale

Anxiety and symptoms of generalized anxiety disorder (GAD) were assessed using the 7-item
anxiety scale, GAD-7 [39]. Each item represents typical GAD symptoms (e.g., nervousness and
excessive worry), rated using a 4-point scale (0 = not at all; 3 = nearly every day). The sum score
was calculated and interpreted with cutoff scores of 5, 10, and 15, indicating mild, moderate, and
severe levels of anxiety, respectively.

Response Styles Questionnaire

Ruminative response styles to depressed mood were assessed using the Response Style
Questionnaire (RSQ) [40,41]. The brooding subscale was the target of our interest, which is known
to be predictive of depression and anxiety (e.g., Raes & Hermans, 2008). This subscale has 5 items
(e.g., Think “Why can’t I handle things better?”), and each is rate using a 4-point scale (1 = almost
never; 4 = almost always). The sum score was calculated.

Hedonic and Eudaimonic Motives for Activities Scale

Hedonic and eudaimonic conceptions of well-being were assessed using the Hedonic and
Eudaimonic Motives for Activities scale (HEMA) [43]. The HEMA has two subscales: hedonic and
eudaimonic. The former assesses pleasure and the absence of pain and is subdivided into two factors:
seeking relaxation (two items) and seeking pleasure (three items). The eudaimonic subscale consists
of four items, reflecting e.g., authenticity and excellence. Each item is rated using a 7-point scale (1
= not at all; 7 = very much), and the sum scores are calculated for the eudaimonic, seeking-
relaxation, and seeking-pleasure subscales.

Feasibility

Immediately after the intervention phase, participants rated the feasibility of the intervention online.
Specifically, they rated the following aspects using a 7-point scale (1 = not at all; 7 = very much): the
intervention was (a) satisfactory, (b) useful, (c) helpful, (d) suited to me, (e) appropriate timing, (f)
practical, and (g) I would like to continue using this intervention system (e.g., [44]).

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]
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Procedure

Eligible participants were invited to the laboratory individually for a briefing session. They received
study instructions and mobile devices (a smartphone and activity tracker) for assessment and
intervention. After providing written informed consent, participants completed questionnaires on
stress and symptomatology (e.g., the PSS, PHQ-9, etc.). The baseline phase began on the day after
the briefing. The randomization sequence for the baseline length was generated prior to recruitment
and masked to the participants. Upon completion of the intervention phase, participants completed
the post-intervention questionnaires (online) and returned their lab devices in exchange for
compensation for study participation.

Ethical Considerations

The study protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of the National Institute of Advanced
Industrial Science and Technology (ID: 2022-1240). The registered protocol is available from Open
Science Framework [45], and we adhered to the The Single-Case Reporting Guideline In
BEhavioural Interventions (SCRIBE) checklist [46] (see the supplementary materials for the
checklist). Each participant received detailed study information about the procedure, aim, and their
right in the briefing session. They were also informed that they had the option to withdraw from
study participation without any consequences at any point of the study. Afterwards, they provided
written informed consent prior to completing the baseline questionnaires. The privacy and
confidentiality of participants were ensured by pseudo-anonymizing all collected data. Each
participant was recognized by unique participant ID in the collected data, and personal information
(e.g., participants’ names, emails) was saved in a separate file. A reference list was made digitally to
link the ID and personal information, which was accessible only by the first author and was deleted
at the end of the data collection. Participants received 15000-20000 JPY (100-140 USD) as
compensation at the end of the study.

Statistical Analyses

Momentary levels of stress, reported three times daily (for the intervention phase, those reported
immediately after the exercises), were aggregated within each day to reduce the proportion of
missing values when passing the data to the randomization tests. The aggregated scores were then
subjected to randomization tests to establish the effect of the intervention, which was operationalized
as the mean difference in the stress score between the baseline and intervention phases. A
randomization test permutes the condition assignments of each assessment occasion for a person,
which mimics the random assignment used to test a null hypothesis about the treatment effect in a
randomized experiment [47]. For example, for a participant who received an assignment sequence of
AABBBB for T1-T6 assessment occasions (i.e., the first two occasions were the baseline and the
following four were in the intervention phase), the observed test statistic is given by the mean of T1-
T2 minus that of T3-T6. Then, a randomization test calculates the test statistics for each possible
permuted sequence (e.g., ABBBBB, AAABB, AAAAB) to generate a randomization distribution, on
which the observed test statistic (here: T1-T2 minus T4-T6) is located to test the null hypothesis, for
example, no treatment effect exists. The p-value is given as the proportion of the observed value
equal to or smaller than the values from the permutated sequences. We set the alpha level to 0.05 and
generated random permuted sequences 5000 times. Randomization tests were conducted on each
participant and group of participants [48]. The R package SCRT [47], was used to conduct the
randomization tests.

As an exploratory analysis (not preregistered), a multilevel model was estimated to test whether the
momentary level of stress was acutely decreased right after each CBT exercise. The model specified
stress as the outcome and time (pre- vs. post-exercise) as the predictor with the random intercept to
allow the intercept to vary across participants. Similarly, we tested whether the stress level during the
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baseline phase would differ from the pre-exercise level during the intervention phase. Multilevel
modeling was conducted using Imer4 [49] and ImerTest packages [50].

We did not specify in the preregistered protocol how missing values would be handled as we did not
have a clear prospect for how good the compliance would be among the studied population with this
specific study design. After looking into the data, we found that several participants had missing
responses for more than half of the momentary cues (see the section, Dropout and dose). Therefore,
we concluded that imputations would not be helpful at the within-person, momentary level of the
data. Also, the randomization tests were meant for the efficacy but not effectiveness of our pilot
intervention, and therefore, a per-protocol analysis was regarded to be more appropriate than an
intention-to-treat approach. To this end, the randomization tests were performed on the day-level data
with participants’ momentary responses being aggregated for each day. The exploratory, multilevel
modeling analysis was conducted with the maximum likelihood estimation while leaving out a
participant who showed extremely low compliance (cf. Dropout and dose). Although this estimation
approach is robust under the assumption of missing at random, we would not argue that our results
were unbiased as we did not have sufficient contextual information to gauge the randomness or
underlying mechanisms of missingness —like other EMIs, it was highly likely that participants
responded to momentary (and morning) cues only when they were available for that.

Results

Demographics and Baseline Characteristics

Eight participants who met the inclusion criteria were enrolled, five of whom were married and had a
child/ren. Four participants were unemployed currently. All participants had received higher
education, namely, graduated from a two-year college, university, or above. Regarding baseline
levels of stress and psychopathology, all participants had experienced high levels of stress, four had
mild levels of depressive and anxiety symptoms, and one had moderate levels of symptoms (Table
2).

Table 2. Pre-intervention characteristics of each participant

ID Baselin | Ag | Gende | PSS | PHQ | GAD | RSQ | HEM | HEM | HEM
e e r -9 -7 A APle | A
length Eud Relx
(day)

1 71 52 M 50 7 9 12 21 18 18

2 8| 43 M 42 4 1 17 22 18 16

3 9| 22 M 54 3 7 14 28 20 18

4 10| 23 M 46 9 8 17 19 16 22

5 11| 23 \Y 58 7 4 13 19 18 21

6 12| 52 w 31 4 2 7 21 18 24

7 13| 39 \Y 53 13 12 12 22 18 26

8 14| 47 \Y 37 4 6 12 17 17 13

Mea -| 37. - 46.4 6.4 6.1 13.0| 21.1| 179 198
n 6

SD -| 13. - 9.2 3.4 3.7 3.2 3.3 1.1 4.3
1

Note. Gender = self-identified. PSS = Perceived Stress Scale; PHQ-9 = Brief Patient Health Questionnaire; GAD-7 = 7-
item anxiety scale; RSQ = Response styles questionnaire, brooding scale; HEMA Eud, Ple, Relax = Hedonic and
Eudaimonic Motives for Activities scale: Eudaimonic, Seeking-pleasure, Seeking-relaxation subscales, respectively.
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Dropout and dose

All participants completed the pre- and postintervention assessments (no dropouts were observed).
No adverse events were reported. One participant (ID 4) showed low compliance (responded to 9 out
of 30 momentary cues [30%] during the baseline phase and 2 out of 72 momentary cues [3%] during
the intervention phase). While there is no established standard for the minimum number of
observations needed for a randomization test as far as we know, 3-5 observations per phase may be a
practical minimum (cf. [51]). The test on ID4, who had only 2 observations in the intervention phase,
was thus deemed unreliable, and their data were excluded from statistical analyses. The remaining
seven participants responded to 75.6 % (range: 44.4-90.5 %) of the momentary cues in the baseline
phase and 59.7 % (range: 28.1-79.4 %) in the intervention phase. They showed lower compliance
with morning cues: 44.3 % (range: 0-92.9 %). The frequency of recommendations and number of
engagements for each type of exercise are shown in Table S1. Breath control and mindfulness were
recommended and performed most frequently. in other words, participants hardly experienced the
highest (80 or above) levels of stress during the intervention period. Four participants performed
breath control more frequently than recommended. Similarly, three participants practiced muscle
relaxation spontaneously even when not explicitly recommended.

Feasibility

Each aspect of feasibility was rate using a 7-point scale (1 = not at all to 7 = very much), and we
counted the number of participants who indicated 4 or higher as an indication of endorsement (Table
S2). Most participants perceived the current intervention as satisfactory (63%), useful (75%), helpful
(75%), and practical (63%). In addition, most participants reported that they would like to continue
the intervention even after the study (75%). However, seven out of eight (88%) participants
disagreed that the momentary and morning cues were delivered at appropriate times, suggesting that
timing remains a challenge.

Intervention Effect

Figure 2 illustrates how the stress levels (for the intervention phase, stress reported immediately after
each exercise) changed over time. Participants did not show a clear, acute change in the reported
stress levels; however, three participants (ID 1, 2, and 7) appeared to have experience reductions,
whereas two participants (ID 5 and 6) showed slight increases during the intervention phase.

Figure 2. Changes in stress level as a function of time. Each panel indicates the mean stress
levels per day for each participant (ID 1-8, except for ID 4, which was excluded due to low
compliance). Red = baseline phase; Blue = intervention phase.
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The randomization test across all participants (Table 3) showed a significant decrease in subjective
stress from the baseline to the intervention phase (P=0.005), rejecting the null hypothesis of no
change. However, randomization tests for individual participants did not show significant reductions
(all Ps>0.05), consistent with the visual inspection of Figure 2, where no clear changes or inflection
points were observed.

As an exploratory analysis, we tested whether the stress level was acutely decreased from the pre- to
post-exercise moments. A multilevel model analysis detected a significant decrease, fixed effect=-
5.77, t(4.57)=3.038, P=.032, Cohen’s dz=0.582 (pre-exercise: M=47.98, SD = 21.65; post-exercise:
M=42.13, SD=19.88). Another multilevel model revealed no significant change from the baseline
phase to the pre-exercise moments during the intervention phase, fixed effect=1.62, t(6.06)=0.315,
P=.763, Cohen’s dz=0.013 (baseline: M=44.34, SD=20.46).

Table 3. Means (SDs) of stress levels reported by each participant and the results of
randomization tests

Obaet a

ID Baseline phase, M (SD) | Intervention phase, M P value
(SD)
1 51.8 (17.2) 33.0 (11.8) .254
2 40.3 (22.5) 30.8 (23.0) 127
3 35.9 (14.8) 34.8 (19.8) .632
4 - -
5 44.5 (17.1) 55.4 (9.90) 517
6 40.6 (13.1) 64.2 (9.06) .626
7 46.1 (21.7) 34.0 (13.8) 134
8 37.0 (19.8) 36.8 (13.9) 124
All 42.3 (5.6) 41.3 (13.0) .005
participants

Note. p-values were calculated for the test statistics, M(intervention)-M(baseline), with the null hypothesis,
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M(intervention) = M(baseline). ID4 was not analyzed because of low compliance.

We calculated the means and SDs for each measure administered at the pre- and post-intervention
assessments (Table S3). Neither well-being nor psychopathology symptoms showed notable changes
(Cohen’s dz<0.35, P>.360), except for rumination, which showed a statistically significant reduction
over time (Cohen’s dz=1.17, P=.013). Although this result should be interpreted carefully, given the
small sample size, the current intervention may help control depressive cognitive styles.

Discussion

This pilot trial aimed to establish the feasibility and efficacy of the JITAI in reducing subjective
stress among eight Japanese adults experiencing high levels of subjective stress at enrolment.

Feasibility and adherence

Participants perceived the intervention as satisfactory and helpful; overall, it is appropriate to
conclude that the intervention was acceptable. Breath control and mindfulness were the most
frequently recommended exercises by the system (because participants typically indicated that they
were experiencing low-to-moderate levels of stress in response to momentary cues), and thus were
the most frequently performed by participants. Several participants spontaneously performed breath
control and relaxation, even when these exercises were not explicitly recommended. These findings
are in line with the feasibility and acceptability reported in the literature for mobile (particularly
mindfulness) interventions. A JITAI study for smoking cessation [52] delivered brief mindfulness
strategies for stress management via smartphone, and participants reported that those strategies were
helpful and they were likely to continue to use the strategies. Another trial that offered brief body
scan via smartphone documented excellent adherence and continued interest of participants in
mindfulness practice [53] — more than half of the participants spontaneously maintained mindfulness
practice even after the active intervention phase. Good retention and engagement have also been
reported in a JITAI intervention targeting repetitive negative thinking [13].

However, the feasibility evaluation revealed a practical issue: participants found that the cues were
not sent at the appropriate time. There is an ongoing debate on how to optimize and personalize the
intervention timing for an electronic and mobile healthcare system. In general, it is thought that
delivering interventions at the right moments (e.g., considering participants’ schedules, circadian
rhythms, and lifestyles) would increase the likelihood of accepting and adopting the intervention’s
recommendations, thereby increasing the adherence rate [54,55]. In the current study, one participant
failed to respond to most (around 90%) of the momentary cues and therefore missed almost all the
opportunities to perform the CBT-based exercises. The remaining seven participants showed good
compliance in responding to momentary (sent at 1100hrs, 1600hrs, and 2100hrs each day) and
morning cues (at 0700hrs), even though they perceived that these were not the best moments to do
so. Participants may have been intrinsically motivated to engage in CBT-based exercises whenever
the cues were sent; however, it should be noted that all participants were paid volunteers.

Efficacy

The overall effect of the intervention on momentary subjective stress levels merged across all
participants was statistically significant. This result implies that the intervention is effective in
reducing subjective stress. However, the randomization tests on individual participants failed to
detect significant effects, which may suggest that the size of the effect was too small to be detected
with the current design, the statistical power was not sufficient with the number of observations per
participant, or both. This study used across-subjects random multiple baselines, which requires at
least two participants to randomize by nature. As such, the test on multiple participants fits the study
design better than the individual-participant tests, which do not consider the manipulation (i.e.,
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randomization) in the baseline length. Importantly, it is known that both the larger number of
participants and the wider range of possible start moments of intervention (= possible lengths of
baseline) lead to a higher power [26]. Another possibility is that the effect of the exercises was short-
living — indeed, we found that statistically significant decrease in stress right after completing an
CBT exercise, but this decrease did not appear to stay for the entire intervention period.

It is also noteworthy that two participants (ID 5 and 6) experienced increases (but did not reach
statistical significance) in the intervention phase. We do not have data that readily explain these
unexpected increases; both participants received a fair dose, which was comparable to that of other
participants (ID 5: breath control 17 times; ID 6: mindfulness and cognitive defusion 11 times). It is
too early to conclude that these exercises had adverse effects on the participants, but the data suggest
that they were not responsive to these CBT techniques. In general, SCED enhances the interpretation
of outcomes (here: stress) by understanding how the behaviors of interest represented by the repeated
assessments (or ecologically momentary assessments), compare to similar behaviors found and
averaged in a larger group [56]. Such contextualization may be a first step to explore how the
outcome change is manifested in daily life and to explore who is responsive to what interventions.
Establishing the optimal prescription of CBT techniques was beyond our scope, but integrating the
P4 health spectrum into a JITAI system is crucial to address the variability in how individuals
respond to psychological interventions [57].

Another interesting finding was that participants experienced significant reductions in depressive
rumination. This effect was assessed as the difference between the two (pre- vs. post-intervention)
time points, and thus, should be interpreted carefully, given the low statistical power. That said, it is
fair to say that the current intervention might include a factor that helps reduce cognitive
vulnerability (i.e., rumination), such as mindfulness. Mindfulness interventions, even in a brief
format or embedded in an EMI, are known to be effective not only in improving symptoms, but also
in reducing depressive rumination and repetitive negative thinking [53,58]. Given that rumination is
understood as a mental habit sustained by learned context-response associations (e.g., rumination
triggered when being alone), JITAI may be a good platform to identify cuing contexts in daily life
and to replace an unhelpful ruminative response to the cues with a more helpful response [59]. The
just-in-time nature would well suite this scheme (i.e., counterconditioning to establish a new context-
response association), which allows patients to perform repeated practice at utilizing an alternative
incompatible coping strategy immediately after a triggering contextual cue is detected. However, our
pilot system was not designed to collect contextual and environmental information; also, we cannot
conclude which factors (mindfulness, cognitive restructuring, relaxation, etc.) were the active
ingredients to facilitate the learning of new compelling behaviors. Future research should explore the
contextual cues to target and the (combinations of) techniques to offer for further optimization (e.g.,
using a fractional factorial design [60]).

Limitations

This study had some limitations. First, the non-clinical nature of the sample may have limited the
clinical implications of the study findings. The mobile implementation of CBT techniques, especially
with a just-in-time approach, can guide daily stress management for non-clinical or at-risk
individuals. However, it remains necessary to examine whether this approach works in clinical
settings as a stand-alone self-help intervention or as an add-on to therapist-guided treatment.
Moreover, since our sample consisted only of Japanese adults, this may limit the generalizability and
replicability of our findings across different populations. Future research should target a wider range
of users such as children, adolescents, older adults, and those with different cultural backgrounds.
This may involve system-wise modifications (e.g., digital literacy and technology acceptance [61])
and content-wise adaptations of the implemented CBT techniques (e.g., used language, acronyms,
vignettes; see for a meta-analysis of cultural adaptations [62]). Second, although the single-case
design is a powerful tool for investigating the intervention effect in a small sample, it is appropriate
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to proceed to a larger-scale trial with appropriate controls and long-term follow-ups to establish the
efficacy and effectiveness of the intervention. Third, a sampling bias may have affected the results.
Overall, we found good compliance, and it is possible that the participants enjoyed the intervention
and were intrinsically motivated to participate. However, all participants were paid volunteers and
adherence (or user engagement) may not be readily generalized to real-life settings.

Conclusions

The current JITAI implementation of CBT techniques was generally accepted by the participants and
was effective in reducing subjective stress and depressive rumination. An important direction for
future research is to develop a reliable system to automatically detect psychological distress and
stress (e.g., [63]) that can be embedded in the decision rule (i.e., if the sensor detects elevated stress,
it triggers a particular intervention). Technological sophistication will improve the usability,
adherence, and effectiveness of the intervention.

Acknowledgements

We thank RTC for their support in the data collection. We did not use any generative Al at any stage
of the study, including preparation of materials and manuscript writing.

Funding

This study was supported by the funding program of University of Tsukuba: Project for Industry-
University Collaboration Strengthening in Tsukuba.

Data availability

The data is available from the repository of Open Science Framework [45].

References

1. Andrade LH, Alonso J, Mneimneh Z, et al. Barriers to mental health treatment: results from the
WHO World Mental Health surveys. Psychol Med. 2014;44(6):1303-1317.
doi:10.1017/S0033291713001943

2. Torous J, Jan Myrick K, Rauseo-Ricupero N, Firth J. Digital Mental Health and COVID-19:
Using Technology Today to Accelerate the Curve on Access and Quality Tomorrow. JMIR Ment
Health. 2020;7(3):e18848. doi:10.2196/18848

3. Torous J, Wisniewski H, Bird B, et al. Creating a Digital Health Smartphone App and Digital
Phenotyping Platform for Mental Health and Diverse Healthcare Needs: an Interdisciplinary
and Collaborative Approach. J Technol Behav Sci. 2019;4(2):73-85. doi:10.1007/s41347-019-
00095-w

4. Moshe I, Terhorst Y, Philippi P, et al. Digital interventions for the treatment of depression: A
meta-analytic review. Psychol Bull. 2021;147(8):749-786. doi:10.1037/bul0000334

5. Lu SC, Xu M, Wang M, et al. Effectiveness and Minimum Effective Dose of App-Based Mobile
Health Interventions for Anxiety and Depression Symptom Reduction: Systematic Review and
Meta-Analysis. JMIR Ment Health. 2022;9(9):e39454. doi:10.2196/39454

6. Bae H, Shin H, Ji HG, Kwon JS, Kim H, Hur JW. App-Based Interventions for Moderate to
Severe Depression: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. JAMA Netw Open.
2023;6(11):e2344120. doi:10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2023.44120

7.  Heron KE, Smyth JM. Ecological momentary interventions: Incorporating mobile technology
into psychosocial and health behaviour treatments. Br J Health Psychol. 2010;15(1):1-39.
doi:10.1348/135910709X466063

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]



JMIR Preprints Obaet d

8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

McDevitt-Murphy ME, Luciano MT, Zakarian RJ. Use of Ecological Momentary Assessment
and Intervention in  Treatment With  Adults. FOCUS. 2018;16(4):370-375.
doi:10.1176/appi.focus.20180017

Schueller SM, Aguilera A, Mohr DC. Ecological momentary interventions for depression and
anxiety. Depress Anxiety. 2017;34(6):540-545. doi:10.1002/da.22649

Nahum-Shani I, Smith SN, Spring BJ, et al. Just-in-Time Adaptive Interventions (JITAIs) in
Mobile Health: Key Components and Design Principles for Ongoing Health Behavior Support.
Ann Behav Med. 2018;52(6):446-462. doi:10.1007/s12160-016-9830-8

Zainal NH, Liu X, Leong U, Yan X, Chakraborty B. Bridging Innovation and Equity:
Advancing Public Health Through Just-in-Time Adaptive Interventions. Annu Rev Public
Health. Published online December 10, 2024. doi:10.1146/annurev-publhealth-071723-103909

Kanter JW, Manos RC, Bowe WM, Baruch DE, Busch AM, Rusch LC. What is behavioral
activation?A review of the empirical literature. Clin Psychol Rev. 2010;30(6):608-620.
doi:10.1016/j.cpr.2010.04.001

Bell I, Arnold C, Gilbertson T, et al. A Personalized, Transdiagnostic Smartphone Intervention
(Mello) Targeting Repetitive Negative Thinking in Young People With Depression and Anxiety:
Pilot Randomized Controlled Trial. J Med Internet Res. 2023;25:e47860. doi:10.2196/47860

Versluis A, Verkuil B, Spinhoven P, Van Der Ploeg MM, Brosschot JF. Changing Mental Health
and Positive Psychological Well-Being Using Ecological Momentary Interventions: A
Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. J Med Internet Res. 2016;18(6):e152.
doi:10.2196/jmir.5642

Wang L, Miller L. Assessment and Disruption of Ruminative Episodes to Enhance Mobile
Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Just-in-Time Adaptive Interventions in Clinical Depression: Pilot
Randomized Controlled Trial. JMIR Form Res. 2023;7:€37270. doi:10.2196/37270

Suh J, Howe E, Lewis R, et al. Toward Tailoring Just-in-Time Adaptive Intervention Systems
for Workplace Stress Reduction: Exploratory Analysis of Intervention Implementation. JMIR
Ment Health. 2024;11:e48974. doi:10.2196/48974

Versluis A, Verkuil B, Spinhoven P, F Brosschot J. Effectiveness of a smartphone-based worry-
reduction training for stress reduction: A randomized-controlled trial. Psychol Health.
2018;33(9):1079-1099. doi:10.1080/08870446.2018.1456660

Beute F, De Kort YAW. Stopping the Train of Thought: A Pilot Study Using an Ecological
Momentary Intervention with Twice-Daily Exposure to Natural versus Urban Scenes to Lower
Stress and Rumination. Appl Psychol Health Well-Being. 2018;10(2):236-253.
doi:10.1111/aphw.12128

Martinengo L, Stona AC, Griva K, et al. Self-guided Cognitive Behavioral Therapy Apps for
Depression: Systematic Assessment of Features, Functionality, and Congruence With Evidence.
J Med Internet Res. 2021;23(7):e27619. doi:10.2196/27619

Kazantzis N, Miller AR. A Comprehensive Model of Homework in Cognitive Behavior
Therapy. Cogn Ther Res. 2022;46(1):247-257. doi:10.1007/s10608-021-10247-z

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]



JMIR Preprints Obaet d

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

Achnak S, Vantilborgh T. Do individuals combine different coping strategies to manage their
stress in the aftermath of psychological contract breach over time? A longitudinal study. J Vocat
Behav. 2021;131:103651. doi:10.1016/j.jvb.2021.103651

Haines SJ, Gleeson J, Kuppens P, et al. The Wisdom to Know the Difference: Strategy-Situation
Fit in Emotion Regulation in Daily Life Is Associated With Well-Being. Psychol Sci.
2016;27(12):1651-1659. doi:10.1177/0956797616669086

Aragones E, Fernandez-San-Martin M, Rodriguez-Barragan M, et al. Gender differences in
GPs’ strategies for coping with the stress of the COVID-19 pandemic in Catalonia: A cross-
sectional study. Eur J Gen Pract. 2023;29(2):2155135. doi:10.1080/13814788.2022.2155135

Baumel A, Muench F, Edan S, Kane JM. Objective User Engagement With Mental Health
Apps: Systematic Search and Panel-Based Usage Analysis. J Med Internet Res.
2019;21(9):e14567. doi:10.2196/14567

Cohen S, Kamarck T, Mermelstein R. A Global Measure of Perceived Stress. J Health Soc
Behav. 1983;24(4):385. doi:10.2307/2136404

Bouwmeester S, Jongerling J. Power of a randomization test in a single case multiple baseline
AB design. Gasparini M, ed. PLOS ONE. 2020;15(2):e0228355.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0228355

Mestdagh M, Verdonck S, Piot M, et al. m-Path: an easy-to-use and highly tailorable platform
for ecological momentary assessment and intervention in behavioral research and clinical
practice. Front Digit Health. 2023;5:1182175. doi:10.3389/fdgth.2023.1182175

Beck JS. Cognitive Behavior Therapy: Basics and Beyond. 3rd ed. Guilford Press; 2021.

Leahy RL. Cognitive Therapy Techniques: A Practitioner’s Guide. 2nd ed. Guilford Press;
2018.

Chien H, Chung Y, Yeh M, Lee J. Breathing exercise combined with cognitive behavioural
intervention improves sleep quality and heart rate variability in major depression. J Clin Nurs.
2015;24(21-22):3206-3214. doi:10.1111/jocn.12972

Williams M, Teasdale J, Segal Z, Kabat-Zinn J. The Mindful Way through Depression: Freeing
Yourself from Chronic Unhappiness. Guilford Press; 2007.

Johnson HM. You must relax. Psychol Bull. 1936;33(7):563-567. doi:10.1037/h0052011

Neff K, Germer C. The Mindful Self-Compassion Workbook: A Proven Way to Accept Yourself,
Find Inner Strength, and Thrive. New York: Guilford Press; 2018.

Hayes SC, Strosahl KD, Wilson KG. Acceptance and Commitment Therapy: The Process and
Practice of Mindful Change. 2nd ed. Guilford Press; 2012.

Troy AS, Shallcross AJ, Brunner A, Friedman R, Jones MC. Cognitive reappraisal and
acceptance: Effects on emotion, physiology, and perceived cognitive costs. Emotion.
2018;18(1):58-74. doi:10.1037/emo0000371

Brans K, Koval P, Verduyn P, Lim YL, Kuppens P. The regulation of negative and positive

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]



JMIR Preprints Obaet d

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

affect in daily life. Emotion. 2013;13(5):926-939. doi:10.1037/a0032400

Sumi K. Reliability and validity of the Japanese version of the Perceived Stress Scale. Jpn J
Health Psychol. 2006;19(2):44-53. doi:10.11560/jahp.19.2_44

Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JBW. The PHQ-9: validity of a brief depression severity
measure. J Gen Intern Med. 2001;16(9):606-613.

Spitzer RL, Kroenke K, Williams JBW, Lowe B. A Brief Measure for Assessing Generalized
Anxiety Disorder: The GAD-7. Arch Intern Med. 2006;166(10):1092.
doi:10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092

Nolen-Hoeksema S, Morrow J. A prospective study of depression and posttraumatic stress
symptoms after a natural disaster: the 1989 Loma Prieta Earthquake. J Pers Soc Psychol.
1991;61(1):115-121.

Treynor W, Gonzalez R, Nolen-Hoeksema S. Rumination reconsidered: A psychometric
analysis. Cogn Ther Res. 2003;27(3):1-13. doi:doi: 10.1023/A:1023910315561

Raes F, Hermans D. On the mediating role of subtypes of rumination in the relationship
between childhood emotional abuse and depressed mood: brooding versus reflection. Depress
Anxiety. 2008;25(12):1067-1070. doi:10.1002/da.20447

Huta V, Waterman AS. Eudaimonia and Its Distinction from Hedonia: Developing a
Classification and Terminology for Understanding Conceptual and Operational Definitions. J
Happiness Stud. 2014;15(6):1425-1456. doi:10.1007/s10902-013-9485-0

Weiner BJ, Lewis CC, Stanick C, et al. Psychometric assessment of three newly developed
implementation outcome measures. Implement Sci. 2017;12(1):108. doi:10.1186/s13012-017-
0635-3

Takano K, Sugawara D, Oba T, Kimura K. Just-in-time delivery of CBT-based exercises: a
single case experimental design with random baselines (Protocol). Accessed December 3, 2024.
https://osf.io/3b5tp/?view_only=822e6357a8f442409285921e4b15e060

Tate RL, Perdices M, Rosenkoetter U, et al. The Single-Case Reporting Guideline In
BEhavioural Interventions (SCRIBE) 2016 Statement. Phys Ther. 2016;96(7):el-e10.
doi:10.2522/ptj.2016.96.7.el

Bulté I, Onghena P. Randomization tests for multiple-baseline designs: An extension of the
SCRT-R package. Behav Res Methods. 2009;41(2):477-485.

Onghena P, Edgington ES. Customization of pain treatments: Single-case design and analysis.
Clin J Pain. 2005;21(1):56-68.

Bates D, Maechler M, Bolker B, Walker S. Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models Using lme4. J
Stat Softw. 2015;67:1-48. doi:10.18637/jss.v067.i01

Kuznetsova A, Brockhoff PB, Christensen RHB. ImerTest Package: Tests in Linear Mixed
Effects Models. J Stat Softw. 2017;82(13). doi:10.18637/jss.v082.i13

Michiels B, Onghena P. Randomized single-case AB phase designs: Prospects and pitfalls.

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]



JMIR Preprints Obaet d

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

Behav Res Methods. 2019;51(6):2454-2476. doi:10.3758/s13428-018-1084-x

Yang MJ, Sutton SK, Hernandez LM, et al. A Just-In-Time Adaptive intervention (JITAI) for
smoking cessation: Feasibility and acceptability findings. Addict Behav. 2023;136:107467.
doi:10.1016/j.addbeh.2022.107467

Sommerhoff A, Ehring T, Takano K. Effects of Induced Mindfulness at Night on Repetitive
Negative Thinking: An Ecological Momentary Assessment Study (Preprint). JMIR Ment
Health. Published online November 21, 2022. doi:10.2196/44365

Chaudhari S, Ghanvatkar S, Kankanhalli A. Personalization of Intervention Timing for Physical
Activity: Scoping Review. JMIR MHealth UHealth. 2022;10(2):e31327. doi:10.2196/31327

Solbrig L, Jones R, Kavanagh D, May J, Parkin T, Andrade J. People trying to lose weight
dislike calorie counting apps and want motivational support to help them achieve their goals.
Internet Interv. 2017;7:23-31. doi:10.1016/j.invent.2016.12.003

Bulkeley K, Bundy A, Roberts J, Einfeld S. ASD intervention research in real world contexts:
Refining single case designs. Res Autism Spectr Disord. 2013;7(10):1257-1264.
doi:10.1016/j.rasd.2013.07.014

Sagner M, McNeil A, Puska P, et al. The P4 Health Spectrum — A Predictive, Preventive,
Personalized and Participatory Continuum for Promoting Healthspan. Prog Prev Med.
2017;2(1):e0002. doi:10.1097/pp9.0000000000000002

Howarth A, Smith JG, Perkins-Porras L, Ussher M. Effects of Brief Mindfulness-Based
Interventions on Health-Related Outcomes: a Systematic Review. Mindfulness.
2019;10(10):1957-1968. doi:10.1007/s12671-019-01163-1

Watkins ER, Nolen-Hoeksema S. A habit-goal framework of depressive rumination. J Abnorm
Psychol. 2014;123(1):24-34. doi:10.1037/a0035540

Watkins ER, Newbold A. Factorial Designs Help to Understand How Psychological Therapy
Works. Front Psychiatry. 2020;11:429. doi:10.3389/fpsyt.2020.00429

Davis FD. Perceived Usefulness, Perceived Ease of Use, and User Acceptance of Information
Technology. MIS Q. 1989;13(3):319. doi:10.2307/249008

Hall GCN, Ibaraki AY, Huang ER, Marti CN, Stice E. A Meta-Analysis of Cultural Adaptations
of Psychological Interventions. Behav Ther. 2016;47(6):993-1014.
doi:10.1016/j.beth.2016.09.005

Burns MN, Begale M, Duffecy J, et al. Harnessing Context Sensing to Develop a Mobile
Intervention for Depression. J Med Internet Res. 2011;13(3):e55. doi:10.2196/jmir.1838

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]



JMIR Preprints Obaet d

Supplementary Files

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]



JMIR Preprints Obaet d

Figures

https://preprints.jmir.org/preprint/69556 [unpublished, peer-reviewed preprint]



JMIR Preprints

Obaet a

Schematic flow of the study. An AB design was used (28 days in total for each participant) with the baseline length randomized

across participants (7-14 days).
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Changesin stress level as afunction of time. Each panel indicates the mean stress levels per day for each participant (ID 1-8,
except for ID 4, which was excluded due to low compliance). Red = baseline phase; Blue = intervention phase.
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