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ABSTRACT

Objective  Low socioeconomic status (SES) is a risk factor for work disability due to common mental disorders (CMDs), one
possible reason being inequal use of services. Psychotherapy is an evidence-based treatment for CMDs. This study examines
socioeconomic and sociodemographic differences in psychotherapy attendance and an association of psychotherapy duration
with return to work (RTW).

Methods The study subjects (N = 12,263) were all Finnish citizens granted a disability pension (DP) due to CMDs in 2010-
2012. Numbers of psychotherapy sessions (maximum 200) were collected from the nine-year interval around the DP grant.
Socioeconomic and sociodemographic differences in psychotherapy duration (dependent variable) among DP recipients
were studied using multinomial logistic regression models, likewise, the association between psychotherapy duration and
RTW (dependent variable) among temporary DP recipients was examined.

Results  Higher SES, female gender, and younger age were positively associated with attending longer psychotherapies and
surpassing the early treatment termination level (>10 sessions). Attending 11-60 psychotherapy sessions was positively
associated with full RTW and partial RTW, whereas longer psychotherapies were not. Early termination was positively
associated with partial RTW only.

Conclusion This study demonstrates varying tendencies among CMD patients from different backgrounds to attend long
rehabilitative psychotherapies, which may create inequalities in RTW.

Keywords: psychotherapy adherence; common mental disorder; disability; socioeconomic status; return to work

Clinical or methodological significance of this article: The public rehabilitation system should ensure using the
person’s full potential to return to work or studies. Our study shows that not only the need but also other factors have a
significant role in determining the duration of psychotherapy. Further research is needed to identify those patients who
would benefit from psychotherapy but do not receive it or are at risk of terminating it prematurely.
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Common mental disorders (CMDs), including
depression, anxiety and stress-related disorders, are
markedly prevalent globally (Finnes et al., 2019;
GBD Disease and Injury Incidence and Prevalence
Collaborators, 2018). Depressive and anxiety disorders
have a significant negative impact on work functioning
(Plaisier et al., 2010). Besides losses in productivity of
labour, mental disorders constitute a significant finan-
cial burden on national economies due to health care
expenditure and social benefits (Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development, 2015).

Low socioeconomic status (SES) is associated with
a higher prevalence of CMDs (Fryers et al., 2003),
psychiatric work disability, and lower return to
work (RTW) rate after a period of work disability
(de Vries et al., 2018; Ervasti et al., 2013; Laaksonen
& Gould, 2015; Rissanen et al., 2021; Victor et al.,
2018), when low SES is indicated by education (de
Vries et al., 2018; Ervasti et al., 2013; Laaksonen &
Gould, 2015; Rissanen et al., 2021; Victor et al.,
2018), occupational position (Ervasti et al., 2013;
Laaksonen & Gould, 2015; Rissanen et al., 2021;
Victor et al., 2018), income (Rissanen et al., 2021)
and accommodation (Ervasti et al., 2013). Conver-
sely, some studies have reported high occupational
position (Karolaakso et al., 2020) and high education
(Nieuwenhuijsen et al., 2006) to be risk factors for
work disability due to mental disorders, which may
be explained by correspondingly higher cognitive
job demands (de Vries et al.,, 2018; Samuelsson
et al., 2013). Most research, however, has produced
evidence of an inverse socioeconomic gradient in
mental health work disability (de Vries et al., 2018;
Ervasti et al., 2013; Laaksonen & Gould, 2015; Ris-
sanen et al., 2021; Victor et al., 2018), for which one
explanation is the “inverse care law”, according to
which the availability of appropriate medical and
social care varies inversely with the need for this in
the population, leading to lower treatment rates
among disadvantaged groups (Tudor Hart, 1971).
Besides availability, factors related to the use of
health services may also explain the inverse socioeco-
nomic gradient in psychiatric work disability. Psy-
chotherapy is an evidence-based treatment for
CMDs and often aims to improve working ability
(Nieuwenhuijsen et al., 2020). Low SES is associated
with lower psychotherapy attendance (Epping et al.,
2017; Leppénen et al., 2022) and also with mixed
evidence with poorer psychotherapy outcomes
measured in terms of symptom alleviation (Finegan
et al., 2018). The association of SES with adherence
to psychotherapy is not clear; a review in the 1990s
concluded that low SES was associated with psy-
chotherapy dropout, which was argued to be mostly
attributable to educational disadvantages of the
low-SES clients leading to divergent perspectives,

values and expectations from those of their thera-
pists(Reis & Brown, 1999). However, more recent
research has not confirmed this association (Firth
et al., 2022; Swift & Greenberg, 2012).

The targets of psychotherapy are various and
depend on the stakeholder. In the literature, the
outcome is most often measured in terms of allevia-
tion of symptoms, whereas return to work (RTW)
from a period of work disability is often among the
patient-defined targets and also helps to reduce the
societal burden of mental disorders (Cuijpers,
2019). Alleviation of symptoms and regaining of
working ability are not parallel in studies; alleviation
of symptoms may facilitate but is not necessarily suf-
ficient for a successful RTW (Ejeby et al., 2014;
Finnes et al.,, 2019). According to systematic
reviews, psychological interventions improve overall
working ability among CMD patients, but the evi-
dence is weak (Finnes et al., 2019; Nieuwenhuijsen
et al., 2020; Salomonsson et al., 2018). Recent
studies from the Nordic countries (Knapstad et al.,
2020; Peutere et al., 2022; Rissanen et al., 2021)
suggest a positive association between psychotherapy
and better working ability outcomes.

On a population level, no optimal duration of psy-
chotherapy has been established (Knekt et al., 2008;
Robinson et al., 2020). A systematic review by
Robinson et al (Robinson et al., 2020) found evi-
dence for often faster alleviation of symptoms in the
initial phase of treatment, and optimal number of
sessions ranged between 4 and 26 sessions in
routine settings, while inclusion of chronic and psy-
chotic symptoms vyielded an optimal duration
ranging between 4 and 54 sessions. However, at an
individual level, the patient’s suitability as a candi-
date to receive psychotherapeutic interventions
affects the outcome; some patients have a rapid
response, whereas others require longer treatments
to achieve remission (Alanne et al., 2021; Robinson
et al., 2020). Knekt et al (Knekt et al., 2008, 2016)
found that for people suffering from depression or
anxiety, short-term therapies yielded faster benefits,
but long-term therapies had longer-lasting effects
(up to 10 years in follow-up), and they studied
both symptoms and working ability.

Receiving benefits from psychotherapy also
depends on the severity of individual psychopathol-
ogy; in a Norwegian study, patients with mostly
severe psychopathology who received 80-120 psy-
chotherapy sessions derived the greatest total pre-
dicted magnitude of change in both outcome
domains: symptoms and interpersonal functioning.
Generally, patients with more severe conditions
who received longer treatments experienced slower
rates of change but generally also greater overall
benefits. (Nordmo et al., 2021)



Mental health services are mostly publicly funded
in Finland (Patana, 2014). Usually, a CMD patient
meets either a psychologist or psychiatric nurse or
attends web-based psychotherapy lasting for at least
3 months, as a first-line psychosocial treatment.
Rehabilitative psychotherapy may be applied, if the
symptoms persist and the person’s working or study-
ing ability is impaired, and based on a psychiatrist’s
statement rehabilitative psychotherapy is seen as
necessary to support or improve the person’s
working or studying ability (Patana, 2014). Psy-
chotherapy is provided by private services and is par-
tially compensated by the Finnish Social Insurance
Institution (SII) (Patana, 2014). Psychotherapy
may also be self-funded by the client or in rare
cases paid for by hospital districts (Huttunen &
Kalska, 2015). Financial support for rehabilitative
psychotherapy is available for one to two sessions
per week and for one to three years, meaning up to
80 sessions per year and 200 sessions in three years
(Huttunen & Kalska, 2015; Patana, 2014). In over
90% of cases, psychotherapy is granted due to
CMDs, and the duration of psychotherapy is on
average one year for about 24/30% (females/males),
two years for about 27% (both genders), and three
years for 49/43% (females/males) (Tuulio-Henriks-
son et al., 2019).

In the Finnish system, before a disability pension
(DP) is granted a person usually spends 300
working days on sickness benefit. DP is granted as
temporary if the individual is deemed potentially
able to return to work. Temporary DP (tDP) in
some cases precedes the permanent DP, which is
considered a decisive solution. Rehabilitative psy-
chotherapy is intended to support the patient’s
ability to study or work and is hence offered proac-
tively, before a permanent DP. According to a
study by the SII, only 6% of psychotherapy appli-
cants were already on DP at the time of applying
for psychotherapy (Tuulio-Henriksson et al., 2019).

To sum up, there is robust evidence that low SES
is associated with a higher prevalence of CMDs, psy-
chiatric work disability and lower RTW. There is also
evidence of an association between low SES and
lower attendance at psychotherapies and poorer out-
comes. However, to what extent SES is associated
with attendance at longer psychotherapies and
whether psychotherapy duration is associated with
RTW has not yet been studied. In the present
study we aimed to investigate the use of rehabilitative
psychotherapy among CMD patients before being
granted a permanent DP. As presented in Figure 1,
we studied the extent to which socioeconomic and
sociodemographic factors and use of vocational reha-
bilitation were associated with duration of psy-
chotherapy, and how duration of psychotherapy,
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together with other factors, was associated with
RTW among tDP recipients. Based on -earlier
research, hypothesis 1 is that of SES factors, at
least lower education is associated with poorer adher-
ence leading to shorter psychotherapy duration in
general. Sociodemographic factors, especially age
and gender, are also supposed to be associated with
psychotherapy adherence. Hypothesis 2 is that
RTW is associated with longer treatment duration
considering the severity of the psychopathology of
our study subjects. This study is part of the
RETIRE research project, which studies risk factors
for psychiatric DPs and identifies effective processes
in the service system to prevent premature retirement
(Karolaakso et al., 2020; Leppédnen et al., 2022;
Pirkola et al., 2019; Rissanen et al., 2021).

Data and Methods
Study Population

This is a register study of CMD patients aiming to
investigate the associations between SES and psy-
chotherapy duration, and also between psychother-
apy duration and RTW. The dataset included all
Finnish citizens granted a DP for the first time
between 2010 and 2012 due to CMD diagnoses
(ICD-10: F32-F34 and F40-43, N=12,263), of
which 89.8% were depressive disorders and 10.2%
anxiety disorders, also including obsessive-compul-
sive disorder and PTSD. Diagnoses were recorded
from the decisions granting DPs and the main diagno-
sis leading to DP was used. The data were obtained
from the registers of the SII, the Finnish Centre for
Pensions, the National Institute for Health and
Welfare, and Statistics Finland. The data combined
DP statistics with socioeconomic and sociodemo-
graphic information, number of yearly psychotherapy
sessions and information on vocational rehabilitation
received by the study subjects. Each study subject was
followed from five years before to three years after the
year in which the DP was granted.

Rehabilitative Psychotherapy

The data on rehabilitative psychotherapy visits were
collected in the nine-year period extending from five
years prior to the year when DP was granted to three
years after the first DP. The nine-year periods varied
between 2005-2015 depending on the DP year
(2010-2012) of each person. The psychotherapy
visits frequently occurred in at least two different
calendar years and we only knew the number of
annual visits. Therefore, those study subjects whose
psychotherapy was realized only in the first or last
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A. HYPOTHESIS 1. Analysis of rehabilitative psychotherapy.

Socioeconomic and
Sociodemographic Factors

Rehabilitation Services

Socioeconomic status -

Attending
rehabilitative psychotherapy
1-10 sessions

- education - 11-60 sessions
- income - 61-120 sessions
- occupation - >120 sessions

Sociodemographic factors
- age

pd

- gender
- family type

\

Other rehabilitation service use
(vocational rehabilitation)

B. HYPOTHESIS 2. RTW Analysis.

Socioeconomic and
Sociodemographic Factors

Rehabilitation Services

Return to Work

Attending
rehabilitative psychotherapy
- 1-10 sessions
- 11-60 sessions
- 61-120 sessions
- >120sessions

Socioeconomic status
- education
- income

- occupation

Return to work from
temporary disability

¥

Sociodemographic factors
- age

pension

- gender
- family type

Other rehabilitation service use
(vocational rehabilitation)

Figure 1. Hypothesized associations between socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors, service use and RTW.

year of the study period were excluded from the analy-
sis to avoid bias by only taking account of partial infor-
mation about psychotherapy visits. Our previous
study (Leppédnen et al., 2022) showed that psy-
chotherapy is concentrated around the DP year, and
that is why further bias about the psychotherapy ses-
sions extending over the study period remains small.
In the literature psychotherapy dropout is defined in
various ways: by attending less than a specified
number of sessions, failure to complete the treatment
protocol, missed appointments, therapist’s judgment

or discontinuation of therapy prior to recovering from
the impairment (Swift & Greenberg, 2012). There is
some evidence that in routine therapies even rapid
responders usually need at least four sessions to
show signs of improvement (Robinson et al., 2020).
Considering the time-consuming process of finding
a therapist in Finland due to a shortage of psy-
chotherapists, as well as the nature of rehabilitative
psychotherapies aimed to last from one to three
years, we considered ten sessions or less as early treat-
ment termination. Continuing psychotherapy



depends on the bilateral decisions of the psychothera-
pist and the client and is mostly made based on the
therapeutic alliance and therapy progress, and the
reasons for termination are not recorded in the regis-
ters. Overall, psychotherapy sessions were classified
into four categories: 1-10 sessions, 11-60 sessions,
61-120 sessions and over 120 sessions.

Return to Work

Some of the study subjects on tDP are able to return
to work. The RETIRE research project has previously
defined three clusters of patterns by which individuals
returned to work in the follow-up of three years: full
RTW, partial RTW and no RTW (Rissanen et al.,
2021). In the full RTW group, individuals returned
to work during the first or second year after tDP
and they continued at work during the three-year
follow-up. In the partial RTW group, individuals
returned to work, but only for a short period and
mostly only during one year in the follow-up time.
In the no RTW group, individuals continued on DP.

Socioeconomic and Sociodemographic
Factors

The socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors have
been described in greater detail elsewhere (Karolaakso
etal., 2020; Leppédnen et al., 2022) and are summarized
here. Factors representing dimensions of SES were edu-
cation, income, and occupational status. The values
were taken from one year before the granting of a DP.

Education was categorized into five groups in accord-
ance with the classification of Statistics Finland: basic
level, upper secondary, short-cycle tertiary, lower
degree tertiary, and higher degree tertiary education.
Average yearly income was calculated for each person
by dividing the income of the person’s household by
the OECD consumption unit with weights of 0.3-1
per person in the household (“Consumption Unit |
Concepts | Statistics Finland,”, 2022). Income was
divided into quintiles: lowest (less than 14,454 euros),
middle-lower (14,455e—20,468¢), middle (20,469¢e—
25,931e), middle-higher (25,932e-33,254¢) and
highest (more than 33,255¢). Occupational status was
classified into seven groups in accordance with the
classification of Statistics Finland: student, unem-
ployed, blue-collar worker, lower and upper white-
collar worker, entrepreneur, and agriculture and for-
estry entrepreneur. In this study, we combined the
last two categories into a single category of entrepre-
neurs, because of the small number of study subjects
in the category of agriculture and forestry entrepre-
neurs. Sociodemographic factors were gender (male/
female), age categorized into five groups (18-25, 26-
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35, 36-45, 46-55 and 5665 years), and family type
categorized into four groups (living alone, couple,
single parent and couple with children).

Vocational Rehabilitation

Vocational rehabilitation is offered by the SII or a
pension insurance company depending on the
patient’s working history. In this study, providers
were not considered separately, because the content
of the vocational rehabilitation is more dependent
on the person’s situation than the provider. Voca-
tional rehabilitation may include for example rehabi-
litation assessment, education, training tryouts,
rehabilitation courses, start-up grants for self-
employment, and support for integration into work
(“Vocational Rehabilitation - Kela.Fi,”, 2022).
Vocational rehabilitation was used in this study to
reflect the use of rehabilitation services other than
psychotherapy, and the possible association
between this, psychotherapy duration and RTW.

Statistical Analysis

Multinomial logistic regression was used to detect
associations between socioeconomic and sociode-
mographic factors, vocational rehabilitation and
the number of psychotherapy sessions attended
during the nine-year period, when the reference
category was no psychotherapy. Separate univariate
models were created for each independent factor.
As a final model, a multinomial logistic regression
model was created where these exposures were
entered simultaneously, and the model was
adjusted for all factors. Similarly, three multinomial
logistic regression models were used to detect
associations between the number of psychotherapy
sessions and RTW, when the reference category
was no RTW. The first model was a univariate
model, the second was adjusted for socioeconomic
and sociodemographic factors and the third was
also adjusted for vocational rehabilitation. The uni-
variate and adjusted odds ratios (OR) and 95%
confidence intervals (95% CIs) were computed.
To test statistical significance a p-value <0.05
was used. The collinearity of the exposures was
assessed with the generalized variance inflation
factor (GVIF) adjusted for each exposure
based on the degrees of freedom. Since all
exposures resulted in a GVIF below two, there
was no indication of collinearity. Statistical analyses
were conducted with SPSS Statistics Version 25
(IBM Inc., Armonk NY), R version 4.0.1,
and package ggplot2 version 3.3.1. (Wickham,
2016)



6 H. Leppdnen et al.

Table I. Distribution of the received psychotherapy sessions from the beginning of the psychotherapy for the following calendar years.
Disability pension recipients grouped based on the number of sessions received (%).

Calendar years

1 (n=103) 2 (n=457) 3 (n=556) 4 (n=764) 5 (n=65) 6 (n=6)
Number of sessions 1-10 75.5 24.5 0 0 0 0
11-60 12.3 63.0 21.1 3.6 0 0
61-120 0.7 18.5 39.1 37.5 3.6 0.6
> 120 0 2.6 25.2 66.4 5.5 0.3

Ethical Issues

The register data collected regularly for administra-
tive, development and evaluation purposes were
used for the study. No one will be identifiable from
the data. The Ethics Committee of the National
Institute of Health and Welfare has approved the
plan of the project.

Results
Descriptive Analysis

The mean age of the DP recipients was 47.2 years
(SD 11.9) and gender representation was 37.9%
males. Out of 12,263 people in the data, who
retired due to CMDs, 1,951 (15.9%) received reha-
bilitative psychotherapy from five years prior to
three years after the DP grant. The number of psy-
chotherapy sessions varied between one and 255.
The mean number of psychotherapy sessions was
103.8 and the median was 101.0. Of the psychother-
apy recipients 53 (2.7%) attended between one and
ten psychotherapy sessions and were classified as
early treatment terminators, 470 (24.1%) attended
11-60 sessions, 698 (35.8%) attended 61-120 ses-
sions and 730 (37.4%) attended over 120 sessions.
Table I shows the duration of psychotherapy in
each psychotherapy session category. A larger
amount of sessions naturally lasted for several
years, whereas with fewer sessions, the duration of
psychotherapy was commonly shorter. Psychother-
apy visits were recorded yearly. For example, if an
individual started a three-year psychotherapy in
October 2012 and ended the sessions thus in Sep-
tember 2015, the sessions were divided into four
calendar years (n =764). For a small portion of indi-
viduals with 61-120 or over 120 sessions the reim-
bursed rehabilitative psychotherapy continued on
for a fifth or a sixth calendar year, which could be
due to client or therapist-related reasons with excep-
tional reimbursement period, or two separate reim-
bursed psychotherapy periods, (with a quarantine
of five years between the reimbursed psychotherapy

periods) during the study interval, or issues related
to data-recording. Table II shows the percentages
of socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors
and attending vocational rehabilitation in different
psychotherapy session categories. Some data on
occupation (n=9,812) and income (n=12,076)
were missing and hence were left out of the
regression analysis. Accordingly, the final sample
sizes of the adjusted regression models are presented
in Tables III and IV.

Association of Socioeconomic and
Sociodemographic Factors with
Psychotherapy Duration

Table IIT and Figure 2 show an adjusted model of the
associations between socioeconomic and sociodemo-
graphic factors and the number of psychotherapy ses-
sions attended when the reference group was “no
psychotherapy”. The univariate models are added
as Supplementary Table 1.

Of sociodemographic factors, male gender was
negatively associated with longer psychotherapies:
adjusted ORs (aORs) were 0.61 (95% CI 0.48-
0.77) for 11-60 sessions, 0.56 (95% CI 0.45-0.68)
for 61-120 sessions, and 0.43 (95% CI 0.35-0.54)
for over 120 sessions. Younger age was strongly
associated with longer psychotherapies. In the group
attending over 120 psychotherapy sessions, the aOR
for the youngest age group was 31.81 (95% CI
20.82-48.60) while the reference was the oldest age
group. These results mean that females and younger
CMD patients tend to attend longer psychotherapies.

Of socioeconomic factors, higher education was
associated with longer psychotherapies. AORs for
the higher degree education were in the groups of
11-60 sessions, 61-120 sessions and over 120 ses-
sions 4.17 (95% CI 2.61-6.68), 5.96 (95% CI
3.95-8.98) and 10.32 (95% CI 6.79-15.71) respect-
ively, when the reference category was basic edu-
cation. This means that more highly educated
individuals tend to receive longer psychotherapies.
High income was associated with attending psy-
chotherapy for more than ten sessions, but the
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Table II. Socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors, vocational rehabilitation and numbers of rehabilitative psychotherapy sessions

attended.
1-10 sessions  11-60 sessions 61-120 over 120 No psychotherapy
(%) (%) sessions (%) sessions (%) (%) Total
3.8%

Total 0.4% (n=53) (n=470) 5.7% (n=698) 6.0% (n=730) 84.1%n=10,312 100% (n=12,263)
Gender
Male 43.4 25.3 24.1 20.5 40.6 37.9
Female 56.6 74.7 75.9 79.5 59.4 62.1
Age
18-25 years 9.4 11.5 13.0 18.6 6.5 7.8
26-35 years 24.5 16.4 21.6 24.9 9.8 11.7
36-45 years 24.5 20.6 21.2 20.1 16.1 16.8
46-55 years 22.6 31.7 29.9 28.2 32.7 32.2
56—65 years 18.9 19.8 14.2 8.1 35.0 31.5
Family status
Living alone 41.5 28.3 29.8 35.1 37.6 36.7
Couple 24.5 32.6 28.5 24.7 31.7 31.1
Single parent 13.2 12.8 10.9 12.1 9.8 10.1
Couple with children 20.8 26.4 30.8 28.2 20.9 22.1
Education
Higher degree tertiary 11.3 12.1 12.8 14.1 5.2 6.0
Lower degree tertiary 9.4 10.6 13.3 13.2 5.6 6.4
Short cycle tertiary 20.8 21.5 19.9 15.6 13.5 14.3
Upper secondary level 34.0 40.4 41.4 43.8 47.4 46.6
Basic level 24.5 15.3 12.6 13.3 28.3 26.8
Income?®
Highest 17.3 20.1 17.1 20.2 12.5 13.5
Middle-higher 21.2 19.2 21.6 16.5 14.4 15.2
Middle 15.4 20.5 19.1 18.5 19.0 19.0
Middle-lower 25.0 22.2 22.8 18.7 23.2 22.8
Lowest 21.2 17.9 19.4 26.1 30.9 29.4
Occupation®
Entrepreneur 8.5 5.9 4.1 7.3 8.2 7.8
Upper white-collar 14.9 21.2 22.3 21.1 11.9 13.5

worker
Lower white-collar 42.6 40.9 40.6 34.2 33.1 34.1

worker
Student 10.6 13.2 16.3 21.9 8.3 9.9
Unemployed 6.4 4.9 5.5 4.6 13.7 12.1
Manual worker 17.0 13.9 11.2 10.9 24.9 22.6
Vocational

rebabilitatation
Yes 52.8 54.5 57.9 55.6 40.4 42.9
No 47.2 45.5 42.1 44.4 59.6 57.1

Total n=12,076
®Total n=9,812

strength of the association did not increase towards
longer psychotherapies. Regarding occupational
status, entrepreneurs, white-collar workers and stu-
dents were all associated with adherence to psy-
chotherapy for more than ten sessions while the
reference group was manual workers. None of the
socioeconomic factors was statistically significantly
associated with early treatment terminations when
the reference group was “no psychotherapy”. Early
treatment termination category had overall relatively
wide confidence intervals, which reflect the relatively
small group sizes and statistical uncertainty.

Association between a Number of
Psychotherapy Sessions and RTW among
tDP Recipients

Out of 12,263 people in the data, who retired due to
CMDs, 4408 (35.9%) received temporary and 7855
(64.1%) permanent DP. Of those who received tDP
1292 people (29.3%) were able to return to work,
631 people (14.3%) did return for a few days
(partial RTW) and 2485 (56.4%) did not return to
work at all. Supplementary Table 2 shows the fre-
quencies and percentages of socioeconomic and
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Table III. Association of socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors with the number of psychotherapy sessions attended, adjusted
multinomial logistic regression model (reference = no psychotherapy).

1-10 sessions 11-60 sessions 61-120 sessions over 120 sessions

OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI
Gender
Male 1.70 0.92-3.12 0.61*  0.48 -0.77 0.56* 0.45-0.68 0.43* 0.35-0.54
Female (reference) 1 1 1 1
Age
18-25 years 3.63 0.80-16.58 6.95* 4.34-11.13 12.82* 8.62-19.06 31.81* 20.82-48.60
26-35 years 8.42* 3.22 -22.03 5.08* 3.49 - 7.40 8.67* 6.27 -11.98 18.73* 12.99 - 26.99
3645 years 3.66* 1.43 -9.36 3.12* 2.22 -4.37 4.00* 2.95-543 7.54* 5.31-10.72
46-55 years 1.45 0.60 - 3.50 2.10¢  1.58-2.79 2.81* 2.16-3.65 4.71*  3.43-6.46
56—65 years (reference) 1 1 1 1
Family status
Living alone 2.11 0.94 - 4.71 0.99 0.75 - 1.32 0.85 0.67 - 1.07 0.99 0.78 - 1.25
Couple 1.22 0.50 - 2.99 1.04 0.79 - 1.37 0.88 0.70 - 1.11 0.81 0.64 - 1.03
Single parent 2.01 0.71 -5.66 1.23 0.86 - 1.74 0.89 0.65-1.21 1.06 0.78 - 1.44
Couple with children (references) 1 1 1 1
Education
Higher degree tertiary 2.93 0.80-10.72 4.17* 2.61 - 6.68 5.96* 3.95 - 8.98 10.32* 6.79 - 15.71
Lower degree tertiary 1.65 0.51-5.30 2.66* 1.71-4.12 3.94* 2.71-5.73 5.63* 3.80 - 8.34
Short cycle tertiary 2.28 0.86 - 6.07 2.82* 1.93-4.11 3.44* 2.44 -4.85 4.90* 3.38-7.11
Upper secondary level 0.78 0.34-1.78 1.53* 1.11 - 2.10 1.98* 1.49 - 2.64 2.72* 2.02 - 3.67
Basic level (reference) 1 1 1 1
Income
Highest 2.64 0.77 -9.03 2.35* 1.53-3.62 1.79* 1.25-2.58 2.40* 1.72-3.35
Middle-higher 2.55 0.82-7.91 2.01*  1.34-3.01 1.97*  1.42-273 1.56* 1.14-2.15
Middle 1.25 0.39 - 3.96 1.57*  1.07 - 1.31 1.25 0.91-1.71 1.10 0.82-1.49
Middle-lower 1.84 0.65-5.17 1.55* 1.07 - 2.24 1.29 0.96 - 1.74 0.85 0.63-1.13
Lowest (reference) 1 1 1 1
Occupation
Entrepreneur 1.55 0.45 -5.32 1.26 0.75-1.32 1.16 0.72-1.85 1.93* 1.29 - 2.90
Upper white-collar worker 1.14 0.34 - 3.83 1.75*  1.17-2.63 2.36*  1.66 - 3.37 1.87* 1.29 - 2.69
Lower white-collar worker 1.77 0.73 -4.28 1.60* 1.16 -2.20 2.02*  1.51-2.70 1.59* 1.18-2.15
Student 1.18 0.34 - 4.09 1.71% 1.12-2.63 2.15* 1.50 - 3.08 2.22* 1.57-3.13
Unemployed 0.72 0.18 - 2.86 0.77 0.46 - 1.29 1.03 0.67 - 1.59 0.81 0.51-1.29
Manual worker (reference) 1 1 1 1
Vocational rehabilitation
Yes 1.53 0.85-2.77 1.38* 1.13-1.70 1.50* 1.26-1.79 1.44* 1.21-1.72
No (reference) 1 1 1 1

Total n=9,720 in the adjusted multinomial logistic regression model
*Statistical significance p < 0.05

sociodemographic factors, attending vocational reha-
bilitation and the number of psychotherapy sessions
attended in different RTW status categories.

The association between number of psychotherapy
sessions attended and RTW is examined with three
models in Table IV. Model 1 is a univariate model
according to which all psychotherapy use of more
than ten sessions was associated with full RTW: OR
for 11-60 sessions was 2.07 (95% CI 1.54-2.78), for
61-120 sessions 1.59 (95% CI 1.26-2.02) and for
over 120 sessions 1.41 (95% CI 1.13-1.75). Model 2
is adjusted for socioeconomic and sociodemographic
factors and only psychotherapy of 11-60 sessions was
significantly associated with full RTW with OR 1.66
(95% CI 1.15-2.39), meaning that people who
attended 11-60 psychotherapy sessions were more

likely to return to work than those who didn’t attend
psychotherapy. The results remained the same in
model 3, which is also adjusted for vocational
rehabilitation.

In the analyses with partial RTW, psychotherapy
groups with 1-10 and 11-60 sessions were signifi-
cantly associated with partial RTW in all three
models (Table IV). Early treatment termination
had remarkably higher ORs 6.09 (95% CI 2.16—
17.15) in model 2 and 5.94 (95% CI 2.11-16.75)
in model 3, whereas psychotherapy sessions 11-60
had ORs 1.69 (1.11-2.58) and 1.67 (1.09-2.55)
respectively. This means that those people who
dropped out of psychotherapy and to some extent
also those who attended 11-60 sessions tended to
return to work more than those not attending
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Table IV. Association between a number of psychotherapy sessions and RTW, multinomial logistic regression models (reference =no

RTW).
Full RTW Partial RTW
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
OR 95%CI OR 95%CI OR 95%CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI OR 95% CI

Over 120 sessions 1.41* 1.13-1.75 1.22 0.92-1.62 1.19 0.90-1.58 1.35* 1.01-1.80 1.26 091-1.75 1.23 0.89-1.71

61-120 sessions
11-60 sessions
1-10 sessions
No 1 1 1

1.59* 1.26-2.02 1.20 0.90-1.61 1.18 0.88-1.58 1.31 0.95-1.80 0.91 0.62-132 0.89 0.61-1.30
2.07* 1.54-2.78 1.66* 1.15-2.39 1.64* 1.14-2.36 1.86* 1.27-2.72 1.69* 1.11-2.58 1.67* 1.09-2.55
1.08 0.37-3.17 1.18 0.33-4.28 1.16 0.32-4.19 5.22* 2.24-12.16 6.09* 2.16-17.15 5.94* 2.11 - 16.75

1 1 1

Model 1: Univariate model, total n = 4,408

Model 2: Adjusted for socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors, total n = 3,435
Model 3: Adjusted for socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors and vocational rehabilitation, total n = 3,435

*Statistical significance p < 0.05

psychotherapy, but could not permanently maintain
their working ability.

Discussion

This study with 12,263 disability pension (DP) reci-
pients due to common mental disorders (CMDs)
showed a significant association between socioeco-
nomic and sociodemographic factors and the
number of psychotherapy sessions attended. To the
best of our knowledge, this is the first study to
report tendency among younger and more highly-
educated individuals to attend psychotherapy more
perseveringly. Moreover, we found a positive associ-
ation between attending 11-60 psychotherapy ses-
sions and return to work (RTW) among the 4,408
CMD patients in temporary DP (tDP).

Socioeconomic and Sociodemographic
Factors, Vocational Rehabilitation, and
Psychotherapy Duration

Higher education and younger age were strongly associ-
ated with attending more psychotherapy sessions, and
the gradients became steeper towards the longest
therapy group. Of socioeconomic factors, higher
income, higher occupational status and being a
student were likewise positively associated with adher-
ing to psychotherapy for more than ten sessions.
According to the literature, high SES may relate posi-
tively to a therapeutic alliance, which means emotion-
ally bonding with a therapist, with common goals and
methods (Wolgast et al., 2022). The therapeutic alli-
ance tends to lead to better adherence, which is ben-
eficial for the outcome of psychotherapy (Huddy
et al., 2012; Wolgast et al., 2022). Clients with low
socioeconomic status (SES) may feel remote from the
psychotherapy process and find it difficult to identify

with their therapist (Wolgast et al., 2022), which may
lead to earlier psychotherapy cessations and hence also
explain our results.

Research has been inconclusive about an associ-
ation between SES and psychotherapy dropout
(Firth et al., 2022; Reis & Brown, 1999; Swift &
Greenberg, 2012), nor could this association be
studied in the present study setting. However, we
can conclude that CMD patients with higher edu-
cation tend to persevere longer with psychotherapies
and higher income and occupational status are
associated with adhering to psychotherapy for more
than ten sessions. In the literature, access to a psy-
chotherapist has been shown to be more difficult
for lower SES clients due to invisible discrimination
(Kugelmass, 2016). Besides, after starting psy-
chotherapy, low SES clients may experience a sense
of inferiority and shame and may see their social situ-
ation as an obstacle to effective psychotherapy (Trott
& Reeves, 2018; Wolgast et al., 2022). Furthermore,
in Finland, the out-of-pocket cost for each psy-
chotherapy session is 30-70 euros after the reimbur-
sement by the SII, which may be a further obstacle to
longer psychotherapies among low-income clients.
All the above-mentioned reasons may lead to earlier
cessation of psychotherapy among low SES clients.

Of sociodemographic factors, besides older age,
male gender was also negatively associated with psy-
chotherapy adherence for more than ten sessions,
and the negative gradient was steeper towards
longer therapies. According to the literature, males
attend less psychotherapy, and showing emotional
vulnerability may contradict perceptions of mascu-
line traits, and adhering to traditional male role
norms increases the threshold to seek psychotherapy
(Eggenberger et al.,, 2021). Encouraging males to
attend psychotherapy has been proposed in various
ways (Seidler et al., 2018). Forming a therapeutic
alliance has been seen as a key factor to combat
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Figure 2. Socioeconomic and sociodemographic factors associated with the number of psychotherapy sessions attended (reference =no
psychotherapy).



feelings of uncertainty, stigma and ambivalence
towards treatment (Seidler et al., 2018). This could
help males to adhere to longer therapies if needed.

Vocational rehabilitation was associated with
adherence to psychotherapy for more than ten ses-
sions, possibly reflecting the availability of rehabilita-
tion measures in general and the patients’ readiness
to use them.

Psychotherapy Duration and RTW

Rehabilitative psychotherapy is aimed at restoring
working ability (Tuulio-Henriksson et al., 2019),
and in our study, the overall association of psy-
chotherapy with RTW from tDP was quite moderate,
which is in line with the literature, with weak or
uncertain evidence of improved working ability
(Finnes et al., 2019; Nieuwenhuijsen et al., 2020;
Salomonsson et al., 2018). Our study included a
specific population of CMD patients in such a dire
condition that they ended up on DP. Therefore,
they presumably needed longer psychotherapies in
general than CMD patients with less severe psycho-
pathology would need (Nordmo et al., 2021; Robin-
son et al., 2020). Noteworthy, the association of 11—
60 psychotherapy sessions with full RTW remained
significant in all models, even after adjusting for
socioeconomic factors and vocational rehabilitation,
indicating that the psychotherapy process itself may
be essential in regaining working ability. The Norwe-
gian study (Nordmo et al., 2021) of open-ended psy-
chotherapies also showed that the median time to
functionally significant change in symptom reduction
was 57 sessions. Due to our study setting, we can
draw no causal conclusions about the optimal dur-
ation of psychotherapy in promoting RTW. Probably
those who regained full working ability were suitable
for psychotherapy (Laaksonen et al., 2012) and rela-
tively fast psychotherapy responders (Nordmo et al.,
2021; Robinson et al., 2020), and psychotherapy,
possibly among other interventions, was correctly
timed for them. Probably those who are more likely
to regain working ability and assume it as a part of
their social rehabilitation, often do so in the relatively
early phases of the psychotherapy process.

Psychotherapies of Maximal Length and
RTW

We found no evidence to suggest that psychothera-
pies of maximal lengths are superior in achieving
full or partial RTW. In predicting the outcome of
psychotherapies, two models on the trajectories of
change over time prevail, the dose-effect (DE)
model and the good enough level (GEL) model
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(Nordmo et al., 2021; Robinson et al., 2020;
Schuler et al., 2021). The DE model assumes a nega-
tively accelerating (curvilinear) dose-outcome
relationship and predicts diminishing improvements
over time. The GEL model assumes that each
client attends psychotherapy for as long as is required
to achieve a good enough level of functioning. In long
therapies, the recent literature has reported inconsist-
ent results on whether the dose-outcome relationship
is linear or curvilinear (Nordmo et al., 2021; Schuler
et al., 2021; Sembill et al., 2017). Our result can be
explained by the GEL model’s assumption whereby
psychotherapy duration reflects the therapeutic
responsiveness of the client; others respond quickly
whereas some need longer therapies (Nordmo
et al., 2021; Robinson et al., 2020). Probably some
patients in open-ended psychotherapy never reach
the theoretical “Good Enough Level”. On the other
hand, our endpoint was straightforwardly related to
working ability measured by RTW. We did not
study different domains, such as well-being, symp-
toms or interpersonal functioning, which may
change in different slopes over the psychotherapy
process (Nordmo et al., 2021; Sembill et al., 2017).
One possibility is that CMD patients with longer psy-
chotherapies (over 60 sessions) had reduced symp-
toms and improved well-being, even though they
could not return to work, which may have motivated
them to continue psychotherapy.

In contrast to the present study, Knekt et al
studied CMD patients who were not facing DPs.
One of their studies (Knekt et al., 2008) compared
short-term therapies combined with auxiliary thera-
pies (30—47 sessions) and long-term therapy (about
235 sessions) with three-year follow-up. Another
study (Knekt et al., 2016) compared short-term
therapies combined with auxiliary therapies (100-
120 sessions), and long-term therapy (240-260 ses-
sions) with 10-year follow-up. In both studies,
working ability scores improved more in long thera-
pies at the end of follow-up but no differences
emerged in employment status. The superiority of
long-term psychotherapies in restoring working
ability was hence detected in questionaries but not
yet in work statistics. In the present study, one
interpretation is that slow responders responded
too slowly to return to work in the cases when they
were already close to being granted DP.

Socioeconomic Status, Psychotherapy
Adherence and Working Ability

Early treatment termination was strongly associated
with partial RTW in all models but not with full
RTW, which may reflect inability to adhere to the
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rehabilitation process and regain full working ability.
Also, attending 11-60 psychotherapy sessions was
associated with partial RTW, but less strongly. It
might be that in this group, some slow responders
discontinued psychotherapy prematurely in relation
to their needs. We cannot be sure whether the
clients who terminated their treatment early would
have benefitted from psychotherapy after all. One
way to measure this could be the Suitability for Psy-
chotherapy Scale (SPS), which uses ego strength,
self-observing capacity and nature of problems as
suitability measures and has proven to be a valid
method for assessing pre-treatment suitability,
especially in long psychotherapies (Knekt et al.,
2021; Laaksonen et al., 2012).

In our study higher SES was associated with
attending more than ten psychotherapy sessions,
hence predisposing to greater likelihood of full
RTW. Sweetman et al. (2021) found that initial
non-attendance to psychotherapy was associated
with a lack of confidence in the service, a perceived
mismatch between the service and patient percep-
tions and patient concerns about the consequences
of engaging with mental health services (Sweetman
et al., 2021). Recent research has already proposed
many ways to improve adherence, like psychoeduca-
tion prior to treatment, prompt responses to the
patient, flexibility and addressing financial con-
straints (Holman, 2014; Levi et al., 2018; Sweetman
et al., 2021). Probably, before initiating the psy-
chotherapy process, this extra effort should be
made especially for low SES patients with good suit-
ability for psychotherapy.

Strengths and Limitations

The strength of this study was a unique research
setting with reliable register-based data, which
enabled us to study long rehabilitative psychothera-
pies over a nine-year period. The data enabled us
to include all SES groups in the study and to
combine the information with sociodemographic,
rehabilitation and RTW data. Instead of evaluating
the effectiveness of psychotherapy, this study ana-
lysed psychotherapy targeting and adherence, and
factors related to them.

Our study also had some limitations. First, the
reasons for psychotherapy cessation were not
recorded and dropout could not be detected.
Second, we studied CMD patients ending up on
DPs, and the results cannot be generalized to
include all psychotherapy recipients. Third, anti-
depressant medication was used by the majority
(96.4%) of the study subjects at least at some point
during the nine-year interval, but medication was
not under investigation. Fourth, due to technical

reasons, the follow-up was not more than three
years after the DP grant. We consider this the most
critical time period regarding RTW. Fifth, we did
not study the exact timing of psychotherapy in
relation to DP, but we know that in Finland psy-
chotherapy is in practically all cases granted before
the DP (Tuulio-Henriksson et al., 2019), and the
follow-up of three years after the DP implies that
all the study subjects should have received the
benefits of rehabilitative psychotherapy in the poss-
ible RTW process. Sixth, in the RTW analysis of
tDP recipients, the number of individuals in each
psychotherapy session category was small, especially
in the category 1-10 sessions (minimum n =5),
which must be considered with caution when inter-
preting the results. The number of cell sizes is
shown in Supplementary Table 2. Seventh, there
was some missing data on income and occupation,
which we included in our preliminary analyses as sep-
arate categories. However, as we couldn’t make any
certain conclusions about the missing data or con-
sider them as systematic groups, we left them out,
which didn’t impact the main results.

Conclusion

We found evidence of socioeconomic and sociode-
mographic factors contributing to differences in
adhering to psychotherapy. Moreover, avoiding
early treatment termination may help regain
working ability. System-based factors, which possibly
target psychotherapy in a suboptimal way regarding
the potential to return to work, merit further study.

Disclosure Statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the
author(s).

Funding

This work was supported by The Hospital District of
South Ostrobothnia [grant no EVO1114]; Competi-
tive Research State Funding, Finland: [grant no
9ACO075].

Supplemental Data

Supplemental data for this article can be accessed
http://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2023.2229500.

ORCID

Helena Leppinen http://orcid.org/0000-0002-

1051-3200


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1051-3200
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1051-3200

Olli Kampman http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6891-

2266
Reija Autio © http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6519-2715
Tino Karolaakso @ http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7875-
8079
Pdivi Rissanen http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4779-
6221
Turkka Ndppila © http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0562-
7254
Sami Pirkola http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0138-
3130

References

Alanne, C., Heinonen, E., Knekt, P., Rissanen, J., Virtala, E., &
Lindfors, O. (2021). Predicting improvement of work ability
in modalities of short- and long-term psychotherapy: The
differential impact of reflective ability and other aspects of
patient suitability. Fournal of Clinical Psychology, 77(9), 1905—
1920. https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.23128

Consumption unit Concepts Statistics Finland. (2022). Retrieved
January 16, 2023, from https://www.stat.fi/meta/kas/
kulutusyksikko_en.html.

Cuijpers, P. (2019). Targets and outcomes of psychotherapies for
mental disorders: an overview. World Psychiatry, 18(3), 276—
285. https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20661

de Vries, H., Fishta, A., Weikert, B., Rodriguez Sanchez, A., &
Wegewitz, U. (2018). Determinants of sickness absence and
return to work among employees with common mental dis-
orders: A scoping review. Journal of Occupational
Rehabilitation, 28(3), 393-417. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10926-017-9730-1

Eggenberger, L., Fordschmid, C., Ludwig, C., Weber, S., Grub,
J., Komlenac, N., & Walther, A. (2021). Men’s psychotherapy
use, male role norms, and male-typical depression symptoms:
Examining 716 Men and women experiencing psychological
distress. Behavioral Sciences, 11(6), https://doi.org/10.3390/
BS11060083

Ejeby, K., Savitskij, R., Ost, L. G., Ekbom, A., Brandt, L.,
Ramnero, J., Asberg, M., & Backlund, L. G. (2014).
Symptom reduction due to psychosocial interventions is not
accompanied by a reduction in sick leave: Results from a ran-
domized controlled trial in primary care. Scandinavian
FJournal of Primary Health Care, 32(2), 67-72. https://doi.org/
10.3109/02813432.2014.909163

Epping, J., Muschik, D., & Geyer, S. (2017). Social inequalities in
the utilization of outpatient psychotherapy: Analyses of registry
data from German statutory health insurance. International
FJournal for Equiry in Health, 16(1), 147. https://doi.org/10.
1186/s12939-017-0644-5

Ervasti, J., Vahtera, J., Pentti, J., Oksanen, T., Ahola, K.,
Kiviméki, M., & Virtanen, M. (2013). Depression-Related
work disability: Socioeconomic inequalities in onset, duration
and recurrence. PLOS ONE, 8(11), €79855. https://doi.org/
10.1371/journal.pone.0079855

Finegan, M., Firth, N., Wojnarowski, C., & Delgadillo, J. (2018).
Associations between socioeconomic status and psychological
therapy outcomes: A systematic review and meta-analysis.
Depression and Anxiery, 35(6), 560-573. https://doi.org/10.
1002/da.22765

Finnes, A., Enebrink, P., Ghaderi, A., Dahl, J., Nager, A., & Ost,
L.-G. (2019). Psychological treatments for return to work in
individuals on sickness absence due to common mental

Psychotherapy Research 13

disorders or musculoskeletal disorders: A systematic review
and meta-analysis of randomized-controlled trials.
International Archives of Occupational and Environmental
Health, 92(3), 273-293. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00420-018-
1380-x

Firth, N., Barkham, M., Delgadillo, J., Allery, K., Woodward, J.,
& O’Cathain, A. (2022). Socioeconomic deprivation and
dropout from contemporary psychological intervention for
common mental disorders: A  systematic review.
Administration and Policy in Mental Health and Mental Health
Services Research, 490-505. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-
021-01178-8

Fryers, T., Melzer, D., & Jenkins, R. (2003). Social inequalities
and the common mental disorders: A systematic review of the
evidence. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology, 38(5),
229-237. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-003-0627-2

GBD 2017 Disease and Injury Incidence and Prevalence
Collaborators. (2018). Global, regional, and national inci-
dence, prevalence, and years lived with disability for 354 dis-
eases and injuries for 195 countries and territories, 1990-
2017: A systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease
Study 2017. The Lancet, 392(10159), 1789-1858. https://doi.
org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32279-7

Holman, D. (2014). Exploring the relationship between social
class, mental illness stigma and mental health literacy
using British national survey data. Health: An Interdisciplinary
Fournal for the Social Study of Health, Illness and Medicine, 19
(4), 413-429. https://doi.org/10.1177/1363459314554316

Huddy, V., Reeder, C., Kontis, D., Wykes, T., & Stahl, D. (2012).
The effect of working alliance on adherence and outcome in
cognitive remediation therapy. Journal of Nervous & Mental
Disease, 200(7), 614-619. https://doi.org/10.1097/NMD.
0b013e31825bfc31

Huttunen, M., & Kalska, H. (2015). Psykoterapiar (3rd ed.).
Kustannus Oy Duodecim.

Karolaakso, T., Autio, R., Néppild, T., Nurmela, K., & Pirkola, S.
(2020). Socioeconomic factors in disability retirement due to
mental disorders in Finland. European Journal of Public Health,
30(6), 1218-1224. https://doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/ckaal32

Knapstad, M., Sether, S. M. M., Hensing, G., & Smith, O. R. F.
(2020). Prompt Mental Health Care (PMHC): Work partici-
pation and functional status at 12 months post-treatment.
BMC Health Services Research, 20(1), 1-13. https://doi.org/10.
1186/s12913-020-4932-1

Knekt, P., Grandell, L., Sares-Jdske, L., & Lindfors, O. (2021).
Poor suitability for psychotherapy — a risk factor for treatment
non-attendance? Fournal of Affective Disorders, 295, 1432—
1439. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.09.020

Knekt, P., Lindfors, O., Laaksonen, M., Raitasalo, R., Haaramo,
P., & Jarvikoski, A. (2008). Effectiveness of short-term and
long-term psychotherapy on work ability and functional
capacity - a randomized clinical trial on depressive and
anxiety disorders. Journal of Affective Disorders, 107(1-3), 95—
106. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2007.08.005

Knekt, P., Virtala, E., Hirkidnen, T., Vaarama, M., Lehtonen, J.,
& Lindfors, O. (2016). The outcome of short- and long-term
psychotherapy 10 years after start of treatment. Psychological
Medicine,  46(6), 1175-1188.  https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0033291715002718

Kugelmass, H. (2016). “Sorry, ’'m not accepting new patients™:
An Audit Study of Access to Mental Health Care. Fournal of
Health and Social Behavior, 57(2), 168-183. https://doi.org/
10.1177/0022146516647098

Laaksonen, M., & Gould, R. (2015). Return to work after tempor-
ary disability pension in Finland. Journal of Occupational
Rehabilitation, 25(3), 471-480. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$10926-014-9554-1


http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6891-2266
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6891-2266
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6519-2715
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7875-8079
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7875-8079
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4779-6221
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4779-6221
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0562-7254
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0562-7254
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0138-3130
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0138-3130
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.23128
https://www.stat.fi/meta/kas/kulutusyksikko_en.html
https://www.stat.fi/meta/kas/kulutusyksikko_en.html
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20661
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-017-9730-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-017-9730-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/BS11060083
https://doi.org/10.3390/BS11060083
https://doi.org/10.3109/02813432.2014.909163
https://doi.org/10.3109/02813432.2014.909163
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12939-017-0644-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12939-017-0644-5
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0079855
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0079855
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.22765
https://doi.org/10.1002/da.22765
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00420-018-1380-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00420-018-1380-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-021-01178-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-021-01178-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-003-0627-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32279-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32279-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/1363459314554316
https://doi.org/10.1097/NMD.0b013e31825bfc31
https://doi.org/10.1097/NMD.0b013e31825bfc31
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/ckaa132
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-020-4932-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-020-4932-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.09.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2007.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291715002718
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291715002718
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022146516647098
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022146516647098
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-014-9554-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-014-9554-1

14 H. Leppdnen et al.

Laaksonen, M. A., Lindfors, O., Knekt, P., & Aalberg, V. (2012).
Suitability for Psychotherapy Scale (SPS) and its reliability, val-
idity, and prediction. British Journal of Clinical Psychology, 51(4),
351-375. https://doi.org/10.1111/.2044-8260.2012.02033.x

Leppénen, H., Kampman, O., Autio, R., Karolaakso, T., Néppild,
T., Rissanen, P., & Pirkola, S. (2022). Socioeconomic factors
and use of psychotherapy in common mental disorders predis-
posing to disability pension. BMC Health Services Research, 22
(1), 983. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-022-08389-1

Levi, U., Laslo-Roth, R., & Rosenstreich, E. (2018). Socioeconomic
status and psychotherapy: A cognitive-affective view. Fournal of
Psychiatry and Behavioral Health Forecast, 1(2), 1008. https://
www.researchgate.net/publication/328238564_Socioeconomic_
Status_and_Psychotherapy_A_Cognitive-Affective_View.

Nieuwenhuijsen, K., Verbeek, J., de Boer, A., Blonk, R., & van
Dijk, F. (2006). Predicting the duration of sickness absence
for patients with common mental disorders in occupational
health care. Scandinavian Fournal of Work, Environment &
Health, 32(1), 67-74. https://doi.org/10.5271/sjweh.978

Nieuwenhuijsen, K., Verbeek, J. H., Neumeyer-Gromen, A.,
Verhoeven, A. C., Biiltmann, U., & Faber, B. (2020).
Interventions to improve return to work in depressed people.
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, 10), https://doi.org/
10.1002/14651858.CD006237.PUB4

Nordmo, M., Monsen, J. T., Hoglend, P. A., & Solbakken, O. A.
(2021). Investigating the dose-response effect in open-ended
psychotherapy. Psychotherapy Research, 31(7), 859-869.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2020.1861359

Organisation for economic Co-operation and development.
(2015). Fit mind, Fit Job. OECD Publishing. https://doi.org/
10.1787/9789264228283-EN.

Patana, P. (2014). Mental Health Analysis Profiles (MhAPs):
Finland. OECD Health Working Papers No 72. https://doi.
org/10.1787/5jz1591p91vg-en.

Peutere, L., Ravaska, T., Bockerman, P., Viidnidnen, A., &
Virtanen, P. (2022). Effects of rehabilitative psychotherapy
on labour market success: Evaluation of a nationwide pro-
gramme. Scandinavian Fournal of Public Health, https://doi.
org/10.1177/14034948221074974

Pirkola, S., Nevalainen, J., Laaksonen, M., Fr6jd, S., Nurmela,
K., Nippild, T., Tuulio-Henriksson, A., Autio, R., &
Blomgren, J. (2019). The importance of clinical and labour
market histories in psychiatric disability retirement: analysis
of the comprehensive Finnish national-level RETIRE data.
Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric Epidemiology, 55(8), 1011-
1020. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-019-01815-6

Plaisier, I., Beekman, A. T. F., de Graaf, R., Smit, J. H., van Dyck,
R., & Penninx, B. W. J. H. (2010). Work functioning in persons
with depressive and anxiety disorders: The role of specific psy-
chopathological characteristics. Fournal of Affective Disorders,
125(1-3), 198-206. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2010.01.072

Reis, B. F., & Brown, L. G. (1999). Reducing psychotherapy
dropouts: maximizing perspective convergence in the psy-
chotherapy dyad. Psychotherapy: Theory, Research, Practice,
Training, 36(2), 123-136. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0087822

Rissanen, P., Autio, R., Néppild, T., Frojd, S., & Pirkola, S.
(2021). Factors associated with returning to work after long
term absence due to mental disorders. Humanities and Social
Sciences  Communications, 8(1), https://doi.org/10.1057/
$41599-021-00952-1

Robinson, L., Delgadillo, J., & Kellett, S. (2020). The dose-
response effect in routinely delivered psychological therapies:

A systematic review. Psychotherapy Research, 30(1), 79-96.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2019.1566676

Salomonsson, S., Hedman-Lagerlof, E., & Ost, L.-G. (2018).
Sickness absence: a systematic review and meta-analysis of
psychological treatments for individuals on sick leave due to
common mental disorders. Psychological Medicine, 48(12),
1954-1965. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291718000065

Samuelsson, A, Ropponen, A., Alexanderson, K., & Svedberg, P.
(2013). Psychosocial working conditions, occupational groups,
and risk of disability pension due to mental diagnoses: A cohort
study of 43 000 Swedish twins. Scandinavian Fournal of Work,
Environment & Health, 39(4), 351-360. https://doi.org/10.
5271/sjweh.3338

Schuler, K., Kilmer, E. D., Callahan, J., Dziurzynski, K., & Swift,
J. (2021). The dose-effect model is good enough. Counselling
and Psychotherapy Research, 21(3), 608—620. https://doi.org/
10.1002/capr.12337

Seidler, Z. E., Rice, S. M., Ogrodniczuk, J. S., Oliffe, J. L., &
Dhillon, H. M. (2018). Engaging Men in psychological
treatment: A scoping review. American Fournal of Men’s Health,
12(6), 1882-1900. https://doi.org/10.1177/1557988318792157

Sembill, A., Vocks, S., Kosfelder, J., & Schottke, H. (2017). The
phase model of psychotherapy outcome: Domain-specific tra-
jectories of change in outpatient treatment. Psychotherapy
Research, 29(4), 541-552. https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.
2017.1405170

Sweetman, J., Knapp, P., Varley, D., Woodhouse, R., McMillan,
D., & Coventry, P. (2021). Barriers to attending initial psycho-
logical therapy service appointments for common mental health
problems: A mixed-methods systematic review. Fournal of
Alffective Disorders, 284, 44—63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.
2021.01.089

Swift, J. K., & Greenberg, R. P. (2012). Premature discontinu-
ation in adult psychotherapy: A meta-analysis. Fournal of
Consulting and Clinical Psychology, https://doi.org/10.1037/
20028226

Trott, A., & Reeves, A. (2018). Social class and the therapeutic
relationship: The perspective of therapists as clients. A qualitat-
ive study using a questionnaire survey. Counselling and
Psychotherapy Research, 18(2), 166-177. https://doi.org/10.
1002/capr.12163

Tudor Hart, J. (1971). Inverse care law. The Lancet, 297(7696),
405-412. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(71)92410-X

Tuulio-Henriksson, A., Heino, P., Tuula, T., & Laukkala, T.
(2019). Kuntoutuspsykoterapia tukee ty0ssd pysymistd.
Lédkdrilehti, 74(13), 816-824. https://www.laakarilehti.fi/
tieteessa/alkuperaistutkimukset/kuntoutuspsykoterapia-tukee-
tyossa-pysymista/.

Victor, M., Lau, B., & Ruud, T. (2018). Predictors of return to
work 6 months after the end of treatment in patients with
common mental disorders: a Cohort Study. Fournal of
Occupational Rehabilitation, 28(3), 548-558. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s10926-017-9747-5

Vocational rehabilitation - kela.fi. (2022). Retrieved August 31,
2022, from https://www.kela.fi/web/en/vocational-rehabilitation.

Wickham, H. (2016). Ggplot2: Elegant graphics for data analysis.
Springer-Verlag.

Wolgast, M., Despotovski, D., Olsson, J. L., & Wolgast, S. (2022).
Socioeconomic status and the therapeutic alliance: An empiri-
cal investigation using structural equation modeling. Fournal of
Clinical Psychology, 78(6), 1058—1073. https://doi.org/10.1002/
jclp.23290


https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2044-8260.2012.02033.x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-022-08389-1
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328238564_Socioeconomic_Status_and_Psychotherapy_A_Cognitive-Affective_View
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328238564_Socioeconomic_Status_and_Psychotherapy_A_Cognitive-Affective_View
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/328238564_Socioeconomic_Status_and_Psychotherapy_A_Cognitive-Affective_View
https://doi.org/10.5271/sjweh.978
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006237.PUB4
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD006237.PUB4
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2020.1861359
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264228283-EN
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264228283-EN
https://doi.org/10.1787/5jz1591p91vg-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/5jz1591p91vg-en
https://doi.org/10.1177/14034948221074974
https://doi.org/10.1177/14034948221074974
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-019-01815-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2010.01.072
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0087822
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-021-00952-1
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-021-00952-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2019.1566676
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291718000065
https://doi.org/10.5271/sjweh.3338
https://doi.org/10.5271/sjweh.3338
https://doi.org/10.1002/capr.12337
https://doi.org/10.1002/capr.12337
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557988318792157
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2017.1405170
https://doi.org/10.1080/10503307.2017.1405170
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.01.089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2021.01.089
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028226
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028226
https://doi.org/10.1002/capr.12163
https://doi.org/10.1002/capr.12163
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(71)92410-X
https://www.laakarilehti.fi/tieteessa/alkuperaistutkimukset/kuntoutuspsykoterapia-tukee-tyossa-pysymista/
https://www.laakarilehti.fi/tieteessa/alkuperaistutkimukset/kuntoutuspsykoterapia-tukee-tyossa-pysymista/
https://www.laakarilehti.fi/tieteessa/alkuperaistutkimukset/kuntoutuspsykoterapia-tukee-tyossa-pysymista/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-017-9747-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-017-9747-5
https://www.kela.fi/web/en/vocational-rehabilitation
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.23290
https://doi.org/10.1002/jclp.23290

	Abstract
	Data and Methods
	Study Population
	Rehabilitative Psychotherapy
	Return to Work
	Socioeconomic and Sociodemographic Factors
	Vocational Rehabilitation
	Statistical Analysis
	Ethical Issues

	Results
	Descriptive Analysis
	Association of Socioeconomic and Sociodemographic Factors with Psychotherapy Duration
	Association between a Number of Psychotherapy Sessions and RTW among tDP Recipients

	Discussion
	Socioeconomic and Sociodemographic Factors, Vocational Rehabilitation, and Psychotherapy Duration
	Psychotherapy Duration and RTW
	Psychotherapies of Maximal Length and RTW
	Socioeconomic Status, Psychotherapy Adherence and Working Ability
	Strengths and Limitations

	Conclusion
	Disclosure Statement
	Supplemental Data
	ORCID
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (Adobe RGB \0501998\051)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.90
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.245 841.846]
>> setpagedevice


