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ABSTRACT

Recent time-dependent analyses of stress-related disorders have identified heterogeneity of trajectories
and their modifying factors. While psychiatric patients are vulnerable to stress events, it is unclear
how psychiatric conditions modulate subsequent stress symptoms. Using alongitudinal online survey
from pre- to post-COVID-19 pandemic (n = 3815) and a latent growth mixture model, we identified
four trajectories of stress symptoms: resilient, chronic, mild chronic, and early response. Though
depression/anxiety was identified as a specific risk factor for the early-response tragjectory, general
psychiatric burden and social withdrawal were identified as common risk/protective factors. Further,
we estimated pre-pandemic latent stress symptoms to determine the predictability of the stress
symptoms. The chronic group showed significantly higher latent stress symptoms scores than the
mild-chronic/early-response groups, both of which were significantly higher than the resilient group.
These results suggest that prior psychiatric conditions may be considered for the prevention and

treatment of maladaptive stress responses.
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INTRODUCTION

The COVID-19 pandemic has been aglobal calamity, and it offered a unique test case to
investigate psychiatric resilience and the effects of stress exposure (Barzilay et al., 2020). Exposure to
a stressful/traumatic event can cause severe mental problems, including severe stress symptoms, as
have been observed in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic (Barzilay et al., 2020; Brilhart et al.,
2021; Pierce et al., 2021). Recently, we found the strong temporal specificity of the association
between stress symptoms toward the event and the suicide rate (Chiba et al., 2023). The finding
supports that stress symptoms could thus be considered reliable surrogate endpoints for increased
suicide that are highly heterogeneous across countries, cultures, and demographics (Brown et al.,
1986; Harris et al., 2010; Judkins et al., 2020; Lantos & Nyari, 2024; Nagamine et a., 2020; Pirkis et
al., 2021). Prevention of suicide can be progressed by understanding how stress reactions develop.
Recent research has revealed trgjectories of the stress symptoms after the event exposures, especially
PTSD after traumatic events (Andersen et a., 2014; Bonanno et al., 2012; Bonanno & Mancini, 2012;
Dickstein et al., 2010; Kargtoft et al., 2015; Orcuitt et al., 2004; Saito et al., 2022). Trajectories of such
stress symptoms are usually classified into four types: resilient, chronic, recovery, and delayed-onset
(Andersen et a., 2014; Bonanno et al., 2012; Dickstein et a., 2010; Karstoft et al., 2015). The resilient
type shows stable low or no PTSD severity. The chronic type shows consistently high severity. The
recovery type shows rapid exacerbation that subsequently improves. The delayed-onset type shows
low-level symptomsin theinitial phase, which become exacerbated several months after the stressful

trauma exposure (Andrews et al., 2007).

Trajectories of stress symptoms are shaped by a complex interplay of risk and protective
factors, including personality, demographics, and coping strategies (Bonanno & Mancini, 2012;
Dohrenwend et al., 2006). Among these, prior psychiatric conditions hold particular significance
(Bomyeaet al., 2012; Bonanno et al., 2023; Pan et a., 2021), but are poorly understood due to their
bidirectional relationship with stress. Stress exacerbates these conditions, which, in turn, intensify
stress symptoms, creating areinforcing loop. This underscores the need for pre-event psychiatric data,

which israrely available since most patients seek care post-trauma. Previous research has addressed
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this limitation using data collected years before the stressful event (Solomon et al., 2021), yet the
impact of near-term pre-event data remains underexplored. Moreover, the existing literature indicated
the limited capacity to predict the stress symptom trajectories because they failed to capture
heterogeneous aspects, only relying on afew pre-existing psychopathologic measures (Bonanno et al.,
2023). Here, we bridge this gap by analyzing longitudinal mental health data collected just before and

after the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic.

Under standing latent stress symptoms prior to specific events

Stress symptoms often arise within a complex interplay of psychiatric conditions, which
frequently share genetic and neurobiological roots. For instance, PTSD’ s strong association with
depression and anxiety underscores these connections. Cognitive biases, extensively documented in
psychological research (Harding et al., 2004; Kremer et al., 2020; Noworyta-Sokolowska et al., 2019),
often distort perceptions, leading individuals to attribute enduring psychological burdensto recent
stressors. These pre-existing burdens can be conceptualized as "latent stress symptoms,” remaining
unexpressed until exacerbated by life events. This study utilizes concurrent psychiatric assessmentsto
model these latent stress symptoms, elucidating their critical role in shaping subsequent stress
responses. By distinguishing pre-existing latent stress symptoms from event-driven exacerbations, this
framework advances our understanding of stress symptomatology and enhances approachesto stress-
related disorders. In this study, we examined the effects of psychiatric states and demographics
sampled before the COVID-19 pandemic on trajectories of stress symptoms during the pandemic.
Further, using latent stress symptoms, we provide an intuitive interpretation of prognosisin stress

symptoms from the pre-event data.

TRANSPARENCY AND OPENNESS
Preregistration

This study was not preregistered.

Data, materials and onliner esour ces

The main summary statistical and materials data supporting this study's findings are available in the
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manuscript and Supplementary Materials. Owing to company cohort data sharing restrictions,
individual-level data cannot be publicly posted. However, data are available from the authors upon
request and with permission of KDDI Corporation.

Reporting

We report how we determined our sample size, all data exclusions, all manipulations, and al measures

relevant to this study.

METHODS

Procedures and outcomes

The online survey was conducted by Macromill Inc.(Japan) asa large, longitudinal survey to
investigate the mental health of the general Japanese adult population (see our previous studies (Chiba
et a., 2023; Oka, Hamamura, et al., 2021; Oka, Kubo, et al., 2021) for details). The original panel
survey was conducted in December 2019 (TO) before the identification of the first COVID-19 case in
Japan (January 2020). In response to the outbreak of COVID-19, follow-up surveys of TO participants
were conducted in August 2020 (T1), December 2020 (T2), April 2021 (T3), August 2021 (T4), and
December 2021 (T5). Invitations for the original survey were sent to 5955 individuals, of which 478
were excluded due to inconsistencies or contradictionsin their answers. An additional 481 individuals
were also excluded because of unreliable answers, such as using only the maximum or minimum
rating in quegtionnaires, including reverse items. The sample size was determined in accordance with
the original large-scale study, which aimed to examine psychopathological issuesin a cohort of over
5,000 individuals from the general population during the COVID-19 pandemic. The original and
follow-up research designs were approved by the Ethics Committees of the Advanced
Telecommunications Research Ingtitute International (ATR) (approval No. 21-195 for the original
study & 21-749 for the follow-up study). This study was conducted in accordance with the guidelines
of the Declaration of Helsinki. All participants read afull explanation of the study and gave informed

consent before each survey.
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Questionnaires were constructed from questions for psychiatric, demographic, and COVID-19
related items. Our survey included ten types of validated questionnaires for psychiatric disorders;
PTSD (IES-R (Weliss, 2004)), mgor depressive disorder (CES-D (Radloff, 1977)), obsessive-
compulsive disorder (OCI (Foa et a., 1998)), internet-related problems (CIUS (Meerkerk et al., 2009)),
attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) (ASRS (Kessler et al., 2005)), autistic spectrum
disorder (AQ (Baron-Cohen et al., 2001)), social anxiety (LSAS-fear/avoid (Baker et d., 2002)),
general anxiety (STAI-Y -gtate (Spielberger, 1983)), and alcohol-related problems (AUDIT (Saunders
et a., 1993)). To assess stress symptoms severity, we used the IES-R, which is commonly used for
PTSD assessment, to examine stress symptoms to COV ID-19 (Husky et al., 2021). Although
limitations have been noted in measuring stress symptoms with PTSD scalesthat are inherently event-
related,(Muysewinkel et al., 2024) traumatic and stressful experiences that do not meet the A criteria
are treated as mild/small trauma, which isknown to cause symptoms similar to PTSD (Marx et al.,
2024). We dealt with trajectories of stress symptomsto pandemics, which are positioned as mild
trauma (Bridgland et al., 2021). Moreover, this approach facilitates comparison with previous research
ontrgectories, asthe IES-R is frequently used in trgjectory studies (Galatzer-Levy et a., 2018).
Collected demographic data included sex (women and men), age, job status (self-employed, employed,
unemployed, and other), marital state, and household income per year (lowest; less than four million
yen, 2nd; four~six million yen, 3rd; six~eight million yen, 4th; eight~ten million yen, Highest; more

than ten million yen, and Missing) and they were analyzed as pre-COVID demographics.

Trajectory analysisusing the Latent Growth Mixture M odel

In this study, we assumed that the global heterogeneity of stress symptom trajectories can be
explained by a set of homogeneous tragjectories. Consistent with previous studies, we used alatent
growth mixture model (LGMM) (Muthén, 2004; Muthén & Muthén, 2000) to identify latent class
trajectories of stress symptoms measured by IES-R from T1 to T5 during the COVID-19 pandemic.
The“lcmni” package™ in R version. 4.1.0 was used to identify the latent classes. The classification
was performed under all parameter conditions (6x3: the number of latent classes (1 to 6 class) x the

model function (linear, quadratic and exponential)). The optimal condition was determined according
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to the following measures. Commensurate with recommendationsin a previous study (Nylund et al.,
2007), we relied on three types of measures to determine the best model for clustering: AIC (Akaike
information criterion), BIC (Bayesian information criterion), and sample-size-adjusted BIC. A grid
search approach with 100 iterations was used to estimate optimal values of model parameters, and 100
repetitions were applied to achieve stable results. After repetition, the optimal parameter was
determined using the maximum likelihood method. After estimating optimal model parameters, the
membership probability was calculated for each participant to assign aclass label. In the model with
the quadratic function, which showed the lowest BIC for all class numbers, the Vuong-Lo-Mendell-
Rubin Likelihood Ratio Test (VLMR) was used to compare the mode fitting between models with

adjacent class numbers.

Multinomial logistic regression analysis

We used a multinomial logistic regression model to identify risk/protective factors for each
trajectory class. Prior to applying the model, the nine psychiatric scores of all participants were
compressed into four-dimensional data using principal component analysis (PCA) on TO data (Oka,
Kubo, et al., 2021; Wold et al., 1987). Then, according to the estimated loading of the top four PCs,
orthogonal transformation was applied, and the scores of each participant at each time point were
converted into four-dimensional orthogonal scores. Then, logistic regression was performed using
class assignment as adependent variable and compressed psychiatric scoresat TO and other
demographics (sex, age, income, employment status, and marital status) as independent variables. The
relative risk b from the resilient group for each independent variable was estimated for each trgjectory
group. A p-value lessthan 0.05 indicates statistical significance, and p-values were adjusted by

Bonferroni correction. We fitted the model using the Statistical Machine Learning Toolbox in Matlab.

Estimation of latent stress symptoms scor e

We estimated the latent stress symptoms score by using multiple psychiatric scores collected
prior to COVID-19 in multiple ridge regression analysis (Bishop, 2006; Vapnik et a., 1996). First, al
datafrom T1to T5 were randomly split into training and test setsin a 9:1 ratio. To obtain reliable

results excluding sampling bias, we repeated this random splitting procedure 10 times, thus creating
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ten randomly sampled datasets. For each dataset, both training and test data were normalized based on
the mean and variance of the training dataset. Second, Ridge regression was applied to analyze the
linear association between stress symptom scores and nine other psychiatric scoresfromT1to T5in
each dataset. Training data were further divided into training and validation data with a 5-fold cross-
validation approach to tune the regularization parameter in each randomly sampled dataset. The
optimal penalty coefficient was searched within the range of 0.001 to 10,000 using logarithmic
increments of 10. In each cross-validation, regression and penalty coefficients were determined based
on the minimization of the cost function estimated with the validation dataset. Successively, optimal
parameters were selected based on the minimization of the cost function among the folds of cross-
validation. The model was evaluated using the test data based on the adjusted-R? metricsin each
dataset, and we reported the mean score of the adjusted-R? metrics. Using the final model estimated,
the latent stress symptoms of test data were calculated from the nine psychiatric scoresat TO in each
dataset. Finally, we concatenated the test datafrom each dataset with the estimated |latent stress
symptoms and used the values for the subsequent statistical analysis. The differencein the mean latent
stress symptoms score for each tragjectory group was tested by one-way ANOV A, with post-hoc Tukey

tedts.

Furthermore, we evaluated the model's applicability acrosstime points with a similar approach.
Specifically, we performed |eave-one-time-point-out cross-validation. In this validation, the model
was trained on scores at four time points, except fixed time point Tx (selected between T1 and T5),

and the scores at Tx were used as test data.

RESULTS
Descriptiveresults

The number of participants who contributed to the data at TO was 3815 (51.3% male and
48.7% female), and the mean age was 46.3 (45.9-46.6 for 95% Cl) years (see Table 1). The statistical

test revealed a significant decrease in stress symptoms severity from T1 to T2-T5, from T2 to T5, and
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from T3 to T5 (one-way ANOVA: p <.001, F4 12504 = 60.69, n° = 0.02, post-hoc Tukey test: all

p<.001).
[Table 1 inserted]
L atent growth mixture model analysis

A latent growth mixture analysis (LGMM) was used to identify the latent class tragjectories of
stress symptoms. For the LGMM analysis, all pairs of model functions and numbers of latent classes
were tested and evaluated by statistical indicators. As areault, all three indicators (AIC, BIC, and
adjusted-BIC) showed that a quadratic function with a four-class model offered the best fit (see Table
S1). We excluded afive-class model with the quadratic function from the analysis because the number
of classes converging in model fitting was less than the specified number. In other words, while we
attempted to estimate a five-class model, one or more of the classes failed to converge, resulting in an
invalid solution. The Vuong-Lo-Mendell-Rubin Likelihood Ratio Test (VLMR) was a so performed
for the fitted model s with quadratic function to compare the model fitting for each class number, and
the 4-class model was significantly better than the 3- and 5-class models (Class 3; p < 0.001, df = 15,
Class 5; p <0.001, df = 19). Consistent with previous studies (deRoon-Cassini et al., 2010; Murphy &
Smith, 2018; Steenkamp et al., 2012), four types of trajectory were named: resilient, chronic, mild
chronic, and early response (Figure 1a). The resilient group comprised 2712 participants[71.1%], the
chronic group consisted of 120 participants [3.2%], the mild-chronic group included 623 participants
[16.3%], and the early response group consisted of 360 participants [9.4%] (Figure 1b). In the resilient
group, a significant decrease was observed at T2 from T1 (p <.001, t = 5.25, df = 4418) and T5 from
T4 (p<.001, t =4.02, df = 2805). No significant change was observed in the chronic group at any time
pair. In the mild chronic group, a significant decrease was observed at T4 from T3 (p <.001, t = 4.51,
df = 740) and at T5 from T4 (p <.001, t = 4.77, df = 602). Finally, in the early response group, a
significant decrease was observed at T2 from T1 (p <.001, t = 28.09, df =579) and at T3 from T2 (p
<.001, t =5.66, df = 433), but a significant increase was also observed at T5 from T4 (p <.001,t =

5.19, df = 306) (all trajectories are shown in Figure 1c). While most results were consistent with
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previous studies, the delayed-onset trgjectory was not identified in our study. This may be explained

by the difference in the observation period, interval, and the event type (Bonanno & Mancini, 2012).

[Figure 1 inserted]

Multinomial logistic regression analysis

Psychiatric scores at TO were compressed by principal component analysis (PCA), and the top
4 components (25.3% for PC1, 13.9% for PC2, 11.2% for PC3, 10.9% for PC4, and 61.2% for all,
Figure S1) were used in the sequential modifying factor analysis. Identified factors were consi stent
with the previous study®, and each PC was named in the same way: PC1 as ageneral psychiatric
burden, PC2 as socia withdrawal, PC3 as alcohol-related problems, and PC4 as depression/anxiety.
Risk factors for each group were identified by multinomial logistic regression (MLR) with the resilient
group as a reference (multiple comparison was corrected by the Bonferroni method, Figure 2). Asa
result, ageneral psychiatric burden component (PC1) was identified as a significant risk factor for al
groups(chronic: b = 2.16; 95% Cl [1.89-2.42], p <.001, t = 15.87, df = 9234, mild chronic: b = 1.27;
95% CI [1.14-1.40], p <.001, t = 19.13, df = 9234, early response: b = 1.24; 95% CI [1.08-1.39], p
<.001, t = 15.62, df =9234). Also, a socia withdrawal component (PC2) was identified as a
significant protective factor for all groups (chronic: b = -0.70; 95% CI [-0.90-0.49], p <.001, t = -6.57,
df = 9234, mild chronic: b =-0.51; 95% CI [-0.62-0.40], p <.001, t = -8.88, df = 9234, early response:
b =-0.43; 95% ClI [-0.56-0.30], p <.001, t = -6.39, df = 9234). An alcohol-related problem component
(PC3) was identified as a significant protective factor for the chronic group (b = -0.30; 95% CI [-0.49-
0.10], p <.01, t = -3.02, df = 9234) and the mild chronic group (b = -0.23; 95% CI [-0.34-0.13], p
<.001, t =-4.30, df = 9234). Depression/anxiety component (PC4) was also identified as a significant
risk factor for the early response group (b = 0.23; 95% CI [0.10-0.35], p = .005, t = 3.55, df = 9234).
While young age and unmarried status al so showed a tendency asarisk factor for the chronic group,
which was consistent with the previous result (Pierce et al., 2021), no significant difference was

identified (see Table S2 for the details of statistical values.

[Figure 2 inserted]
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L atent stress symptoms estimation

The latent stress symptoms score of the chronic group (30.7; 95% CI [28.8-32.7]) was
significantly higher than those of the mild chronic (22.8; 95% CI [22.1-23.6]), early-response (22.2;
95% CI [21.1-23.2]) and resilient groups (10.7; 95% CI [10.4-11.0]), and scores of mild chronic and
early-response groups were significantly higher than that of the resilient group (one-way ANOVA, p
<.001, F33506 = 565.1, ;72 = 0.52; posthoc Tukey test chronic versus mild chronic, early-response, and
resilient p <.001; resilient versus mild chronic, early response p <.001). No significant difference was
found between the mean scores of the mild chronic and early-response groups.

We also tested the estimation validity of latent stress symptoms score by using leave-one-
time-point-out cross-validation analysis. The mean adjusted-R? score of the estimation model showed
0.525 at training and 0.436 at testing. The leave-one-time-point-out cross-validation analysis showed
higher than 0.5 adjusted-R? score for all Tx conditions at training and higher than 0.4 adjusted-R? score

for all Tx conditions at test (see detailsin Supplementary materials).

DISCUSSION

In this study, we conducted an online longitudinal survey that included event-related stress
symptoms over a COVID-19 pandemic period of 1.5 years since the event's exposure. Our LGMM
trajectory analysisidentified four stress symptoms tragjectory types: resilient, chronic, mild chronic,
and early response. We then demonstrated how these prognoses are modulated by psychiatric
conditions prior to the pandemic. For demonstration purposes, we further estimated the latent stress
symptoms score before the pandemic, which we assume corresponds to the score that would have
arisen during the pandemic if this psychiatric exacerbation had not occurred. We found that the higher
latent stress symptoms were associated with higher stress symptoms during the pandemic, with more

pronounced exacerbation in stress symptoms.

Thisanalysis highlights that pre-pandemic psychiatric conditions influence stresstrajectories
both distinctly and broadly, guiding two intervention strategies: tailored, trgjectory-specific care and

general approaches. Depression and anxiety, key risk factors for the early response group, may reflect

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.14.23300571
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.14.23300571; this version posted February 2, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

transient and normal stress responses. For these cases, symptomatic psychotherapy, psychoeducation,
and short-term pharmacotherapy (e.g., anxiolytics) may prove more effective than SSRIs, focusing on
alleviating immediate distress. Normalizing these responses through education may further foster
understanding and recovery, promoting resilience during stressful events (Bersani & Delle Chiaie,

2021; Cohen & Mannarino, 2015)

In contrast to a specific risk factor, the social withdrawal/general psychiatric burden
component emerged as a shared risk and protective factor across stress trgjectories. While most
individualsfaced mental health declines during the pandemic (Brunoni et al., 2021; van der Velden et
a., 2021), those predisposed to social isolation and lower sociability may have found psychological
relief in reduced social demands. This finding highlights the importance of personalizing public health
strategies, such as social distancing policies, to respect individual inclinations toward social
interaction. The general psychiatric burden component was also identified as a common risk factor.
Thisfinding aligns with established observations indicating the vulnerability of psychiatric patients to
stress.(Goh & Agius, 2010; Harris et al., 2010) From this perspective, those with high general
psychiatric burden components may have experienced a more pronounced exacerbation of their
psychological states. On the other hand, from the perspective that many psychiatric disorders arise
from a single common factor (Caspi & Moffitt, 2018), stress-induced psychiatric symptoms may be
attributable to emotional malaise that existed before the event. Individuals may have interpreted their
malaise that existed before the pandemic rather than that was induced by the pandemic. In such a
scenario, the individual’ s holigtic problem, rather than the effect of the trigger event, should be
resolved to treat stress symptoms. To identify which perspective better explains the mechanism of
stress symptom deterioration, it is necessary to separate psychiatric problems existing prior to the

event—Ilatent stress symptoms—from those exacerbated during the event.

To achieve this, we estimated the latent stress symptoms using pre-pandemic psychiatric
conditions based on the correspondence between stress symptoms and psychiatric conditions during
the pandemic. Here, we assume that latent stress symptoms correspond to symptoms attributed to

psychiatric conditions prior to stressful events. Leave-one-time-out regression suggested that
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magnitudes in stress symptoms could be estimated from scores of other psychiatric disorders at other
time points (mean adjusted-R* = 0.411). The ANOV A conducted on the mean |atent stress symptoms
for trgjectory types revealed three levels: high for the chronic group, low for the resilient group, and
intermediate for the others. Thisfinding suggests that individuals with higher latent stress symptoms
are more likely to exhibit elevated stress symptoms following a stressful life event. During prolonged
stressors, such asthe COVID-19 pandemic, these heightened stress levels can establish a new
baseline, creating a feedback loop where elevated symptoms perpetuate and intensify over time. This
cyclical effect highlights the importance of early intervention to prevent the compounding of stress
symptoms throughout extended periods of adversity. While the precise interpretation of the latent
stress symptoms requires further discussion and clarification, our proposal represents an initial step
toward addressing the intricate relationship between stress vulnerability and exacerbations triggered

by the event.

There are several limitations in our study. First, though small classes could present challenges
for replication (Nylund-Gibson & Choi, 2018), our chronic stress class captured only 3.2%. While we
acknowl edge the concern about the small size, the chronic stress group aligns with prior literature and
clinical observations (Galatzer-Levy et al., 2018), where a small subset of individuas demonstrate
persistent and severe symptoms over time. This group’sinclusion provides critical insightsinto
heterogeneity within the sample. Second, it is aso important to verify whether the results of our study
can be generalized to other types of stressful experiences; therefore, it is necessary to apply the same
analysisto other cases. Third, our measurements were taken every three months, which means we did
not capture specific stress events occurring over shorter spans, which may have led to inconsistent
results compared to the existing literature, e.g., alack of adelayed onset group. While the results have
avariety of implications for stress research, they should be interpreted with caution in comparison to

previous studies at various time and population scales (Schéfer et a ., 2022).

In conclusion, we identified four types of stress symptoms with different modifying factors.

We also found that these four tragjectories were partly predictable, even before the onset of the stressful
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event. These findings may help develop personalized care according to the psychiatric states

underlying their pathogenesis.
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Figure 1. Thetrajectories of stress symptom scoresand PC trajectoriesfor each group

a. Thick lines show mean stress symptom trajectories of the four groups estimated by LGMM, and thin
lines show their 95% confidence intervals. Stress symptoms were normalized at T1, and TO scores were
estimated by Ridge regression. Each time transition was tested by unpaired t-test ( * shows significant
difference with Bonferroni correction (n=5) ). The blue bars represent a moving average in

back-and-forth seven days of new daily cases of COVID-19 per 100,000 Japanese residents.

b. Population ratio of four estimated groups.

¢. Thick lines show mean trajectories of psychiatric items estimated by PCA for each of the four
groups, and thin lines show their 95% confidence intervals. Each time transition was tested by

ANOVA (* shows significant difference adjusted by Bonferroni correction (n=5) ).
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Figure 2. M ultinomial logistic regression analysis showing risk/protective factorsfor each stress

symptom group

Multinomial logistic regression (MLR) analysis shows risk/protective factors for each stress symptom
group. Psychiatric items were estimated by principal component analysis (PCA) based on scores of nine
other psychiatric symptoms. Demographic items were selected as pre-existing demographics before the
trigger event. Each dot shows coefficients of the M LR, and the line shows the 95%-ile. Scores of the
resilient group were used as a reference, and * shows a significant difference from the reference

justed by Bonferroni correction (n=3) ). Peorr < 0.001, peorr < 0.
adjusted by Bonf [ [ 3) ). 0.001 0.01
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Table 1. Demographics of the survey.

Time Point of Survey

Characteristic TO T1 T2 T3 T4 TS
Participants, No. 3815 3508 2680 2562 2202 1806
Age ©3%CD 463 (45.9-46.6)  46.4 (46.1-46.8) 47.0 (d6.6-47.5) 471 @6.7-47.6) 477 @7.3-482) 47.8 (47.3-48.3)
Gender, %
Male 513 51.7 51.6 5.8 54.8 55.5
Female 438.7 18.3 47 4 472 452 44.5

Income (tnillion), %

-2 5.9 &.0 5.9 3.8 5.2 33
24 183 184 183 18.8 18.7 189
46 21.6 216 218 214 218 219
6-8 17.7 17.5 18.2 18.5 18.7 18.0
8-10 89 9.0 9.7 94 10.5 11.0
10-12 3.9 3.9 4.0 4.4 4.6 4.5
12-15 23 23 2.5 25 2.6 26
15-20 14 1.4 1.4 1.4 1e 1.7
20- 08 08 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.8
N/A 19.1 19.0 17.5 17.0 154 154
Employment, %
employed 77.7 778 713 77.9 78.8 78.3
unemployed 223 222 223 222 212 1.3
Marrie d, %
mamicd 64.% &4.8 65.2 643 5.1 65.1

unmartied 354 352 34.8 357 349 34.9
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