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Abstract 

Background: Recent data indicates high prevalence of post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) 

in bipolar disorder (BD). PTSD may play a role in poor treatment outcomes and quality of 

life for people with BD. Despite this, few studies have examined the pharmacological 

treatment interventions and outcomes for this comorbidity. This systematic review will bring 

together currently available evidence regarding the impact of comorbid PTSD on 

pharmacological treatment outcomes in adults with BD.  

Methods: A systematic search of Embase, MEDLINE Complete, PsycINFO, and the 

Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL) will be conducted to identify 

randomised and non-randomised studies of pharmacological interventions for adults with 

diagnosed bipolar disorder and PTSD. Data will be screened and extracted by two 

independent reviewers. Literature will be searched from the creation of the databases until 

April 1 2021. Risk of bias will be assessed using the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale and the 

Cochrane Collaborations Risk of Bias tool. A meta-analysis will be conducted if sufficient 

evidence is identified in the systematic review. The meta-analysis will employ a random-

effects model and be evaluated using the I2 statistic.  

Discussion: This review and meta-analysis will be the first to systematically explore and 

integrate the available evidence on the impact of PTSD on pharmacological treatments and 

outcome in those with BD. The results and outcomes of this systematic review will provide 

directions for future research and be published in relevant scientific journals and presented at 

research conferences.  

Systematic review registration: The protocol has been registered at the International 

Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews (PROSPERO; registration number: 

CRD42020182540). 

Keywords: bipolar disorder, post-traumatic stress disorder, systematic review, comorbidity, 

psychiatry.  
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Background 

Evidence suggests that Post-traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) and bipolar disorder (BD) 

commonly co-occur. Rates of PTSD have been found to be much higher in people with BD 

than in the general population,[1] with estimates varying from 7% to 55%.[2] for the 

comorbidity. Bipolar disorder is among the top 20 leading causes of disability worldwide 

according to the Global Disease Burden Study in 2013.[3] These two psychiatric disorders 

together create a high-risk and vulnerable population with an increased mental and physical 

health and quality of life burden.[4–6] Crucially, the overlap in symptomatology in PTSD 

and BD may lead to underdiagnosis or misdiagnosis.[1] The disorders share some common 

symptoms and features including sleep disruptions, difficulty concentrating, irritability, 

difficulty maintaining relationships or employment, anhedonia, mood swings, anxiety and 

hopelessness.[1] Furthermore, it can be difficult to differentiate psychomotor agitation from a 

hypomanic/manic episode.[1] Emotional lability induced by environmental triggers (e.g. 

sudden panic, distress and avoidance) experienced in PTSD is associated with risk for relapse 

for  BD episodes.[7]  

PTSD has an impact on BD.[8] Cross-sectional analysis of hospitalised US veterans,[8] 

primary care[6] and a sample of Brazilian patients with Bipolar Disorder 1 (BDI)[9] found 

those with comorbid BD and PTSD experience more severe symptoms, increased rapid 

cycling, more manic episodes, lower functioning scores, higher rates of disability pension 

use, worse quality of life, and more disability than those with BD alone. A European cross-

sectional sample[4] and a retrospective chart review of BDI patients[10] found those with 

comorbid BD and PTSD were more vulnerable and had higher risks of exposure to physical 

violence, alcoholism and sexual assault, spent more time depressed and had a history of more 

complex polypharmacy compared to those with BD alone. 

Recent studies by Carter and colleagues (2017)[11] and Katz and colleagues (2020)[5] 

investigated the increased suicide risk in those with comorbid BD and PTSD. Both cross-

sectional analyses found increased suicidal ideation, suicide attempts and lower quality of life 

compared those with BD alone. In addition, Quarantini and colleagues[9] emphasise the need 

to assess BD patients for PTSD as it is a predictor of suicide risk. Most relevant to the current 

review, these studies found that patients with comorbid BD and PTSD had a lower likelihood 

of staying recovered, increased suicide attempts, and increased rates of illness severity.[4]    
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While psychotherapy remains the foundation approach, pharmacological treatment strategies 

for PTSD as recommended by The Australian Guidelines for the Treatment of Acute Stress 

Disorder & Posttraumatic Stress Disorder[12] involve mono- or combination therapies of 

antidepressants, antipsychotics, mood stabilisers, anti-convulsants, and beta-blockers. 

Selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs) escitalopram, fluoxetine and paroxetine have 

clinical evidence to support the use in PTSD. Similarly, the National Institute for Health and 

Care Excellence (NICE) guidelines[13] recommend the use of SSRI’s (particularly 

venlafaxine, paroxetine or sertraline) and antipsychotic risperidone (if disabling symptoms 

are present such as psychosis and these symptoms have not responded to other treatments) for 

treatment of PTSD. The Australian Guidelines also recommend the use of adjunctive 

antipsychotics (risperidone, olanzapine, clozapine and quetiapine) for complex or treatment-

resistant cases.[12] Additionally, benzodiazepines are occasionally used to assist with anxiety 

and insomnia.[12]  However, new WHO recommendations warn against the use of 

benzodiazepines in PTSD stating there is no evidence on the benefits of benzodiazepines on 

symptoms of traumatic stress, and they may slow down recovery time from the traumatic 

event.[14] Moreover, WHO Guidelines for the management of conditions related explicitly to 

stress[14] recommend against the use of SSRIs and tricyclic antidepressants as the first line 

of treatment in PTSD. The WHO recommends their use only if psychotherapies have failed 

or there is comorbid moderate to severe depression.  

Pharmacotherapies for BD consist of mood stabilisers, anti-convulsants, anxiolytics and 

antipsychotics.[15],[16] There is an unmet need for clinical trials evaluating the effectiveness 

of pharmacological treatments in comorbid BD and PTSD, especially as antidepressants are 

also the first-line treatment in PTSD.[5] A meta-analysis investigating the prevalence of 

antidepressant-induced mania in BD found a high incidence (pooled prevalence of 30.9%) of 

manic-switch and caution against their use in BD as a mono-therapy.[17] There is an  

inconsistency   between the  guideline-recommended pharmacological treatment options for 

both BD and PTSD. Pharmacological options for PTSD recommended by the WHO 

guidelines recommend against benzodiazepines and anti-depressants for PTSD, whereas The 

Australian Guidelines and The NICE guidelines[13] recommend for anti-depressant use and 

benzodiazepine use if needed. Additionally, the risk of manic switch in BD from anti-

depressants prescribed for PTSD creates further complications. This misalliance of guideline 

recommendations may be an important confounding factor in the pharmacological treatment 

of comorbid BD and PTSD.    
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Despite the overlap in symptoms, high prevalence rates and increased illness burden of those 

comorbid BD and PTSD, few studies have assessed and/or evaluated prospective treatment 

strategies in people with comorbid BD and PTSD.[7] A recent rapid review[2] on treatments 

for this comorbidity found no trials that have evaluated pharmacological treatments for this 

population. This systematic review will build upon the 2017 rapid review, which largely 

focussed on epidemiology, clinical correlates and prevalence estimates of comorbid BD and 

PTSD. For example, a meta-analysis is planned in this systematic review and it will focus on 

outcomes of pharmacological treatments. The identification of effective pharmacological 

treatments for this comorbidity is vitally important to help reduce the increased burden of 

illness. Previous research has suggested that comorbid PTSD influences treatment outcomes 

in bipolar disorder. Pharmacogenomic and cohort studies have found people with comorbid 

BD and PTSD have a decreased response to lithium compared to those BD alone.[18],[19] 

Interestingly, the Fornaro[17] meta-analysis suggests that lithium is among the most effective 

treatments for treatment-resistant mania. Previous research by Nierenberg[20] and Carter and 

collegues[11] have identified the challenges of pharmacotherapy amongst this comorbidity by 

highlighting that those with comorbid PTSD and BD show poorer response to medication and 

are less likely to adhere to treatment plans.[11,20]  

Due to the complexity of the clinical presentation of comorbid BD  and PTSD, polypharmacy 

is often employed.[10],[21] Given the lack of information and inconsistent findings 

concerning pharmacological interventions and treatment outcomes in comorbid BD and 

PTSD, this systematic review is warranted. The proposed review will bring together available 

evidence regarding pharmacological treatments and outcomes for people with comorbid BD 

and PTSD, contrasted to those with BD alone, to inform treatment decision making for 

clinicians and patients. The focus of this review is on exploring outcomes for people with 

bipolar disorder with and without comorbid PTSD. 

Objectives 

The aims of this systematic review are: 

1. To identify and synthesise published studies of pharmacological interventions and 

treatment outcomes within a population of comorbid BD and PTSD and BD alone. This 

includes studies of BD, which also include a PTSD comorbid cohort and assessment. 

2. To appraise the quality of the methodology used in each study eligible for inclusion in this 

systematic review. Specifically, to provide a synthesis and meta-analysis of the evidence and 
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to evaluate whether treatment outcomes differ in those with comorbid BD and PTSD and 

those with BD alone. 

Methods and analysis 

The PICO framework (Populations, Intervention, Comparator and Outcome) was used to 

develop the search strategy. We used the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review 

and Meta-Analysis Protocols PRISMA-P checklist when writing this protocol see additional 

file 1 for more details.[22]  

Participants/population: Adults (18 years or over) diagnosed with BDI, BDII or other 

bipolar subtypes and diagnosed with or without PTSD will be included in the review. If 

studies include participants under 18 years of age and 18 years of age or older, only the 

participant data of those 18 years of age or older (if available) will be included in the 

systematic review. Diagnosis of BD must be confirmed by diagnostic interview, either via a 

structured or semi-structured clinical interview (e.g. The Composite International Diagnostic 

Interview [CIDI],[23] The Structured Clinical Interview for the DSM [SCID][24] The Mini 

International Neuropsychiatric Interview [MINI][25] ) or via psychiatrist. Diagnosis of PTSD 

must be validated via screening tool (e.g. Clinician administered PTSD Scale [CAPS-5][26], 

Posttraumatic Diagnostic Scale [PDS][27], PTSD Checklist for DSM-5 [PCL-5][28]), 

psychiatrist diagnosis or structured or semi-structured clinical interview, such as; any version 

of  CIDI,[23]  SCID,[24] or  MINI. Studies are to include people with a diagnosis of BD and 

an assessment or diagnosis of PTSD.  If studies have reported that PTSD assessment was 

undertaken but not reported in the analysis, or missing data is identified, attempts will be 

made to contact the authors to obtain the data. 

 

Intervention: All pharmacological treatments for symptoms of BD and PTSD will be 

reviewed. Treatments may include but are not limited to mood stabilisers, antidepressants and 

antipsychotics. 

Comparator or control: Any intervention, non-exposed control groups, waitlist controls, 

active comparators, placebo, treatment as usual or standard care comparisons or controls are 

to be included. 

Types of study to be included: Studies to be included are randomised trials, non-randomised 

trials, cross-over trials, randomised controlled trials (RCT), cluster RCTs, one arm trials, 

controlled non randomised trials, cohort studies, case-control studies, cross-sectional studies 
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and open-label studies. Studies in community, clinical and hospital settings will be included, 

in all social-economic statuses and all countries. Studies to be excluded are case reports, case 

series and qualitative studies. 

Search strategy 

Medical, health and psychology databases will be electronically searched. These consist of 

EMBASE via embase.com, PsycINFO via EBSCO, CENTRAL via cochranelibrary.com, and 

Medline via EBSCO. Additionally, citation searching will be completed using Scopus via 

elsevier.com before and after the searches to ensure all relevant articles have been captured. 

The following medical subject headings (MeSH) and search terms will be used: (‘mood 

disorders’ OR ‘mood disorder’ OR ‘bipolar and related disorders’ OR ‘affective disorders’ 

OR ‘bipolar disorder’ OR ‘mania’ OR ‘manic depression’ OR ‘bipolar depression’ OR 

‘severe mental illness’ OR ‘serious mental illness’ OR ‘SMI’) AND (‘PTSD’ OR ‘post-

traumatic stress disorders’ OR ‘post-traumatic stress disorder’ OR ‘post-traumatic stress 

disorder’ OR ‘post-traumatic stress disorder’) AND (‘drug therapy’ OR ‘pharmacotherapy’ 

OR ‘pharmaceuticals’ OR ‘intervention’ OR ‘drugs’ OR ‘pharmacology’ OR ‘medication” 

OR ‘trial’ OR ‘antipsychotics’ OR ‘mood stabiliser’ OR ‘antidepressant’ OR ‘anxiolytics’ 

OR ‘hypnosedatives’). Appropriate wildcard symbols and truncation will be applied in each 

database. Literature will be searched from the creation of the databases until April 1 2021.  A 

preliminary search strategy is displayed in Additional File 2. 

The reference lists of articles included in the review will also be hand searched for any 

relevant articles not found in the electronic database search. All selected studies will be 

downloaded into Mendeley, and duplicates will be removed. Papers in languages other than 

English will be excluded. The authors of the original studies will be contacted for additional 

information if relevant outcomes of interest are not reported. Searches will be rerun prior to 

the final analysis to identify any further studies. Unpublished studies will not be sought for 

this review.  

Main outcome 

The primary outcome will be to evaluate the impact of PTSD on treatment outcomes in 

studies of pharmacological interventions for adults with bipolar disorder. Specifically, to 

measure any change in BD outcome score from baseline to the end of the study period. 

Treatment outcomes will be measured with any validated assessment tool, such as 

Montgomery Åsberg Rating Scale (MADRS),[29] Bipolar Depression Rating Scale 
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(BDRS)[30], Young Mania Rating Scale (YMRS),[31] and Bipolar Inventory of Symptom 

Scale (BISS)[32] and any other validated scales assessing bipolar disorder will also be 

considered.  

Secondary outcomes: Secondary outcomes of this systematic review include assessing the 

impact that PTSD has on participants’ subjective outcomes, such as self-reported symptom 

improvements and assessments of the quality of life and functioning (e.g., the Quality of Life 

Enjoyment and Satisfaction Questionnaire [Q-LES-Q][33], Clinical Global Impressions-

Bipolar Disorder (GCI-BP)[34], Clinical Global Impressions – Improvement (CGI-I 

score),[34] clinician-rated functioning scales: Social and Occupational Functioning 

Assessment Scale [SOFAS][35], Longitudinal Interval Follow-up Evaluation – Range of 

Impaired Functioning Tool [LIFE-RIFT][36] and any other validated scale assessing 

functioning or quality of life). 

Data extraction (selection and coding) 

Titles and abstracts identified in the searches will be screened by two authors to determine 

whether they are eligible for inclusion. Full-text articles will be retrieved from studies that 

satisfy the eligibility criteria of pharmacological treatment in adult participants with a 

diagnosis of BD and an assessment of PTSD or a comorbid diagnosis of BD and PTSD. Full 

texts will then be read and assessed for eligibility by two authors, with disagreements 

resolved by discussion until consensus is reached or by utilising a third author. The 

Covidence platform will be used for screening and selection of studies for review, and a 

custom REDCap[37,38] extraction tool will be utilised 

Two authors will independently extract the data. Extracted data will include: 

1. Study characteristics for identification (author name, publication year, country or countries 

of study) 

2. Study design (e.g. randomised, cross-sectional, longitudinal) 

3. Sample size and characteristics 

5. BD type (I, II or subtype) 

6. Details of pharmacological treatments or interventions 

7. Demographic characteristics 

8. Diagnostic and assessment tools utilised 

9. Study outcomes and results (main and secondary outcomes)  
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Evaluation of methodological quality of included articles: Cochrane Collaborations Risk 

of Bias tool[39] will be utilised for randomised controlled trials, and eligible literature will be 

scored low, high or unclear risk of bias. Specifically, the domains of bias include selection 

bias, performance bias, detection bias, attrition bias, reporting bias and any other bias 

detected. For non-randomised studies, the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale[40] will be used. The 

Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI) critical appraisal tools[41] will also be utilised if other 

observational study designs  are identified  for  the review. The Newcastle Ottawa scale 

grades on selection, comparability and outcomes using a star award system. The quality of 

studies could be defined as high (10-9 stars), moderate (7-8 stars), low (6 stars and 

below).[40]  

Strategy for data synthesis: Data will be analysed for quality of evidence using the Grades 

of Recommendation, Assessment, Development and Evaluation (GRADE) procedure.[42] 

The quality of evidence will be graded as high, moderate, low and very low. Limitations in 

comprehensive design, heterogeneity or inconsistency, indirectness, imprecision and 

publication bias will also be assessed. The GRADE[42] will analyse data for quality of 

evidence as per guidelines of the JBI[41] whether a meta-analysis can or cannot be 

conducted.  

A meta-analysis will be conducted if more than two eligible studies are identified. 

Randomised and non-randomised intervention studies will be analysed and presented 

separately.  The meta-analysis will involve a random-effects model, and 95% confidence 

intervals (CI) and a p-value will be reported. This meta-analysis requires that the treatment 

effects have been reported in the studies according to BD subgroup (i.e. BD+PTSD vs BD 

only) and the mean symptom change of BD between participants with and without comorbid 

PTSD. For continuous data, the standard mean difference (SMD) will be calculated with 95% 

CIs.  Where possible, differences in treatment outcomes between disorder groups will be 

compared using mean differences on the same rating scale. Where different outcomes 

measures are used, standardized mean difference will be used. Effect sizes will be calculated 

using Hedges’ g. Sensitivity analysis will be conducted to determine the robustness of the 

meta-analysis outcomes. For example, studies with a high rating on the New Castle Ottawa 

and those with a moderate and high rating will be compared; however, other sensitivity 

analysis may be performed.  
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The meta-analysis will be conducted with the Comprehensive Meta-Analysis (CMA) 

software[43] and heterogeneity of evidence will be determined using the Higgins I2 statistic 

calculations.[44]  If substantial heterogeneity between studies is found  (I2>50%), the 

possible reasons for between-study variability will be considered by analysing the included 

studies characteristics, such as the methodological differences (e.g., outcome measures used) 

and sources of potential bias will be explored. A random-effects model will be utilised if a 

meta-analysis is possible. If a meta-analysis is not possible, a narrative synthesis will be 

conducted.   

Presentation and reporting of results: 

We will use the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis 

PRISMA checklist when writing our report. The result of the searches and screening process 

will be reported in a PRISMA flow diagram, including the number of studies and reasons 

regarding included versus excluded studies at each stage.   

Discussion 

This planned review and meta-analysis will systematically explore the available evidence on 

pharmacological treatments in adults with BD+PTSD. This review will aim to compare 

pharmacological treatments and associated outcomes between those with BD only, and those 

with PTSD+BD. The findings from this study will provide directions for future research and 

provide clinicians with an understanding of the current treatment landscape for those with 

BD+PTSD. This knowledge can be used to develop more informed treatment strategies and 

interventions.   
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