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Abstract

Background: Eating disorders (EDs) affect 9% of the United States population, and anorexia nervosa (AN), specifically, has
the second highest mortality rate of all psychiatric disorders. Yet, only 20% are able to access treatment. Access to care issues
include long waitlists, lack of trained specialists, financial, and geographic barriers, all of which highlight the need for effective
telehealth interventions. Family-based therapy (FBT) is a first-line treatment for adolescents and young adults with EDs, and
weight gain early in treatment is considered aprimary predictor of successwith FBT. However, nutrition requirementsfor patients
with EDs are uniquely complex. A variety of dietary interventions for guiding the renourishment process are used in practice,
but empirical data on the effectiveness and acceptability of the various interventions are sparse. The significance of nutritional
restoration and issues with access to first-line treatments underscore the need for further research exploring virtually delivered
dietary interventions.

Objective: Our objectiveisto compare the effectiveness and acceptability of 2 digitally delivered dietary interventions frequently
used in eating disorder treatment settings: (1) calorie-based meal plans and (2) the Plate-by-Plate approach. Specifically, we will
explore any potentia differences in weight restoration achieved over 8 weeks of treatment as a primary measure of effectiveness,
aswell as additional treatment outcomes (ED symptoms, anxiety, depression, caregiver burden, and perceived effectiveness and
acceptability for both caregivers and clinicians).

Methods: Patients (N=100) with either AN or avoidant restrictive food intake disorders (ARFID) aged 6-24 years seeking
treatment at anationwide virtual eating disorder treatment program, were enrolled between May and August 2022. Upon admission,
patients were randomly assigned to receive either the cal orie-based intervention or Plate-by-Plate approach from their registered
dietitian, all of whom have received training as study interventionists. While we were primarily interested in responses during
the first 8 weeks of treatment, patients will be followed for up to 12 months. Descriptive statistics were used to describe patient
characteristics and demographics. Weight changes and other treatment outcomes between groupswill be compared using generalized
linear models. Semistructured caregiver and clinician interview transcripts will undergo qualitative analysis.

Results: Enrollment ran from March to August 2022, and we anticipate completion of data collection by November 2022.
Analyses will be completed in January 2023.

Conclusions: Thisstudy contributesto existing FBT literature by thoroughly exploring the acceptability of dietary interventions
and their influence on weight restoration, an areain which research is sparse.
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Introduction

Background

Eating disorders (EDs) are serious mental illnesses characterized
by how one experiences a marked disturbance in weight and
shape [1], afflicting people across all ages, genders, races,
ethnicities, and body sizes. National prevalence estimates are
9%, and EDs have the second highest mortality rate (specifically
anorexia nervosa [AN]) following opioid addiction [2]. The
economic burden isalso substantial, with an annual cost of US
$64.7 billion [3]. Further, the COVD-19 pandemic has resulted
inastaggering increasein new ED cases, aswell asexacerbation
of ED symptoms and decreased motivation for recovery for
those with preexisting EDs [4,5]. The rise in demand and
challenges with access to care were compounded by long
waitlists, lack of trained specialists, financia and geographic
barriers, and underscored need for improving accessto effective
ED treatments[6].

Telemedicine or digitally delivered ED treatment options offer
an opportunity to meet the rising demand while addressing
geographic barriers and providing patients with timely access
to trained specialists and reduce barriers associated with
accessing care. Telemedicine ED treatments have been on the
rise primarily asaresult of the COVID-19 pandemic, and recent
research supports their effectiveness and comparability to
in-person care [7-11]. Family-based treatment (FBT) is an
approach through which caregiversare tasked with renourishing
their child at home while given guidance by a team of
specialists. FBT is a first-line treatment for adolescents and
young adults with AN and shows promise as an effective
modality for other ED subtypesaswell [12,13]. Recent research
supports the efficacy of digitally delivered FBT as outcomes
rival those of in-person treatment options [14-16]. Nutritional
restoration isacentral treatment element acrossall ED subtypes,
and weight gainin the first several weeks of FBT is considered
a primary predictor of remission [17,18]. However, nutrition
requirements for patients with EDs are uniquely complex and
varied, with kilocalorie needs reaching 70-100 kcal per kg per
day, and caregivers generally require ongoing support to
successfully navigate home-based refeeding. The importance
of nutritional restoration for remission highlights the need for
a better understanding of the dietary interventions most
commonly used in ED treatment settings. While the inclusion
of the registered dietitian (RD) on multidisciplinary teams is
standard in other ED treatment settings and modalities aside
from FBT, historically, FBT was led by a family therapist who
was also responsible for giving guidance around feeding. In
recent years, the need for speciaized nutrition support has
become more apparent, and the presence of RD is more
commonplace. The RD can skillfully address issues that arise
intreatment (management of malnutrition, refeeding syndrome,
weight plateaus, erroneous belief systems around food and
weight, lack of diversity infood choices, and needs adjustments
for patients return to sport) that may be unaddressed by
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therapists, but are vital for achieving remission [19,20].
Additionally, the RD assists by giving guidance on optimization
of energy density, determination of goal weight range,
aleviation or management of physical symptoms that arise
secondary to refeeding, and identification of nutrients of
concern, which is of particular importance for patients with
avoidant restrictive food intake disorder (ARFID) [21].
However, avariety of dietary interventions are used in practice
across the ED field, and the evidence comparing effectiveness
of dietary approaches, in person or digitally delivered, is sparse.

Dietary Interventions

An overview of the interventions most commonly used in
practice when treating ED patients are as follows: 1. Daily
Cadlorie Target: caregivers or patients are provided a daily
kilocalorie goal, and generally, the number of mealsand snacks
will also be prescribed, each with an associated kilocalorie goal.
Provision of adaily calorie goal and discussions of caloriesin
foods are generally discouraged in settings, where dietary
interventions are patient-facing, as doing so may exacerbate ED
thoughts and behaviors. Calorie targets may, however, be
provided to caregivers as a means of guiding home-based
refeeding efforts.

2. Plate-by-Plate approach: the Plate-by-Plate is a visual
approach with primary intent for usein FBT, whereby caregivers
areinstructed to serve “normal” portions or plates versus using
caloriesto guide meal or snack planning (Multimedia A ppendix
1). This approach is regarded as a more flexible and intuitive,
as calorie counting and measuring are discouraged. For patients
requiring weight restoration, caregivers are instructed to create
a plate consisting of 50% starch, 25% protein, and 25%
vegetables and fruits, with dairy and fat servings specified by
the RD for the meals. Key features of this approach include
primary caregivers making the decision around what and how
much to serve, with an emphasison dietary variety and exposure
to al foods. These features are thought to be important as they
uphold parental empowerment, a core tenet of FBT [22].

3. Exchange system: this approach is most widely used in
residential and partial hospitalization programs, where guidance
is given directly to the patient [22]. The exchange system was
developed by the American Diabetes Association as a way to
categorize foodsinto 6 groups, and each “exchange” in agiven
food group is associated with a particular macronutrient range
[23]. For example, 1 dairy exchange can be 1 oz of cheese or 8
oz milk. A number or range of exchanges are assigned to each
meal and snack, thereby encouraging the patient to consider
balance and dietary variety. The exchange system is seldom
used in FBT given the different needs of caregivers versus
patients.

This feasibility study will compare the acceptability of 2
digitally delivered dietary interventions and preliminary
effectivenessin early stages of treatment: (1) calorie-based meal
plans and (2) the Plate-by-Plate approach [24]. Our primary
outcome of interest isweight restoration achieved after 8 weeks
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of treatment, asthisisthe best predictor of remission. We will
also examinethe following treatment outcomes by intervention:
ED symptoms, anxiety, depression, caregiver burden and
self-efficacy, and caregiver’s acceptability and perception of
effectiveness. Acceptability and perceived effectiveness will
also be measured for clinicians once week 8 outcomes have
been captured for all participants. While we are most interested
in early trestment response, patientswill befollowed and clinical
outcomes for patients and caregivers reported throughout the
entirety of their treatment course as part of standard practice.
We anticipate that the findings from this study will help us better
understand the needs and experiences of caregivers undergoing
FBT and ultimately, whether 1 approach is superior in terms of
influence on treatment outcomes. We will also gain insight
around commonly held assumptions, such as the running
hypothesis that providing caregivers with a calorie target may
undermine parental empowerment and self-efficacy. This study
will add to existing FBT literature by exploring the impact of
dietary interventions that guide caregivers process for
renourishing their child, for which thereis currently no research.

Methods

Participants

We will examine the aspects of treatment outcome in patients
aged 6-24 years self-selecting for web-based ED treatment at
Equip Health. The inclusion criteria are as follows: (1) aged
6-24 years, (2) ED diagnosis of AN or ARFID, (3) consented
to participate in treatment approach comparison research upon
admission, (4) apparent need for weight restoration upon
admission, (5) first time recipients of treatment at Equip Health,
and (6) assigned to RD interventionist.

Setting
Thissingle-site study takes place at Equip Health. Equip Health

provides web-based ED treatment to children and adolescents
ages 6-24 years acrossthe United Statesusing an FBT approach.

Ethical Consider ations

This study was reviewed by the Biomedical Research Alliance
of New York (BRANY) institutional review board (protocol
number 22-016-1096), and it was determined that it does not
meet the criteriafor human subject’sresearch asthisisaquality
improvement study of Equip Health treatment. Thus,
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institutional review board oversight was not required. Patients
or caregivers consented to participate in treatment approach
comparison studies upon admission and consented for treatment
information to be evaluated and disseminated. Data will be
stored in Equip’'s Hedth Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act—compliant medical record platform and will
be deidentified upon extraction by trained research personnel.
Interviews with the RD interventionists will be conducted via
aHealth Insurance Portability and Accountability Act—compliant
Zoom platform. The final study results will be reported in
aggregate, and will not contain any personaly identifiable
information.

Recruitment

Patients seeking treatment at Equip inquire through Equip’s
web-based form through direct email or phone. We randomized
100 eligible patients who enrolled in ED treatment on arolling
basis from May through August 2022.

Group Assignment

Aspart of standard of care at Equip Health, all patientsreceiving
FBT are assigned an RD as part of their multidisciplinary
treatment team. Upon admission, patientseligiblefor this study
and who consented to be a part of treatment comparison studies
at Equip will be randomly assigned using a block design to
receive either the calorie-based approach or the Plate-by-Plate
approach during renourishment treatment with the
RD. Participating patients were randomized for the purpose of
having an equal number of participantsin each treatment group.
All other treatment procedures followed the standard of care
for all Equip patients.

Assessments and M easures

Overview

Outcome measures are described below and summarized in
Table 1. Additionally, the following demographic data will be
extracted from the medical record: age, state of residence,
biological sex, gender identity, ED diagnosis, and height.
Patients will be followed for up to 12 months, and clinical
assessment measures are taken throughout treatment as part of
standard practice. However, our primary time point of interest
isweek 8 of treatment, asthiswill provideimportant information
about the patient’s response in the early phases of treatment, a
critical time period for predicting remission.
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Table 1. Primary and secondary outcome measures.
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Measure Outcome Frequency assessed and timepoints of interest
Primary outcome
Weight Weight change Twice weekly (baseline, week 8)

Secondary outcomes

Eating Disorder Examination Questionnaire
Short Form

scale score
Burden Assessment Scale Caregiver burnout

Parent versus Eating Disorders
Patient Health Questionnaire
Generalized Anxiety Disorder Scale
Clinician semistructured interview

tervention

Caregiver semistructured interview
tervention

Global total score, Eating concern scale score,

Weight concern scale score, and Shape concern

Caregiver self-efficacy

Symptoms of depression

Symptoms of anxiety

Acceptability and perceived effectiveness of in-

Acceptability and perceived effectiveness of in-

Upon admission, weekly thereafter (baseline
and week 8)

Every 40 days (baseline and week 8)

Day 14, every 40 days thereafter (baseline
and week 8)

Upon admission, monthly thereafter (baseline
and week 8)

Upon admission, monthly thereafter (baseline
and week 8)

End of study

Treatment week 8 (approximate)

Weight

Upon admission, caregivers receive instructions from their
assigned Equip medica provider on proper procedure for
checking weight. Weights are taken in the morning, after
voiding, prior to any oral intake and patients are asked to wear
light clothing. The patient’s weight (in pounds) is taken twice
weekly by caregivers and communicated viatext message from
caregivers to Equip’'s Health Insurance Portability and
Accountability Act—compliant medical record platform. For
each patient, the RD calculates a target weight for weight
restoration. Target weight is calculated using expected weight
datafrom each patient’s CDC BM-for-age Growth Charts. Our
primary end point of interest is weight change during the first
8 weeks of treatment, which will include an average weekly
rate of weight gain and total weight change from admission to
treatment week 8.

Eating Disorder Examination Questionnaire Short Form

The Eating Disorder Examination Questionnaire Short Formis
an abbreviated 12-item version of the 28-item Eating Disorder
Examination Questionnaire survey. The Eating Disorder
Examination Questionnaire Short Form is awell-validated and
reliable measure, which assesses ED symptom severity. Scores
range from O to 36, with higher scores suggesting increasing
severity of ED behavior [25].

Patient Health Questionnaire

The Patient Health Questionnaire-9 is a brief, well-validated,
and reliable diagnostic tool for depression. Patients are asked
to rate 9 items pertaining to depression symptoms they have
found bothersome over the last 2 weeks from “0” (not at al) to
“3" (nearly every day). Higher scoresindicate greater levels of
depression [26].
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Generalized Anxiety Disorder Scale

The Generalized Anxiety Disorder Scale is a widely used,
validated, and reliable self-report tool for screening, diagnosing,
and assessing the severity of an anxiety disorder. Patients are
asked to rate 7 items pertaining to anxiety symptoms, which
are scored from 0 to 3, and the score is totaled. Higher scores
indicate increasing severity of anxiety [27].

Burden Assessment Scale

The Burden Assessment Scale is a 19-item validated
guestionnaire that focuses on specific objective and subjective
caregiver consequences of individuals with mental illness. Ten
items assess objective burden (eg, financial problems) and 9
items assess subjective aspects of burden (eg, feelings and
attitudes). Caregiverswere asked to indicate the extent to which
they experienced the described problem on a4-point scale, with
higher scores indicating greater levels of caregiver burden
[28,29].

Parent versus Eating Disorders

Parental self-efficacy will be assessed with the Parent versus
Eating Disorders, which was adapted from the Parent Versus
Anorexia scale. The Parent versus Eating Disorders was
designed to capture caregivers belief in their ability to overcome
their loved one’s eating disorder. Seven items are ranked on a
5-point scale with higher scoresindicating greater self-efficacy
[30].

Caregiver Semistructured | nterviews

A semistructured interview (Multimedia Appendix 2) will be
completed with caregivers to assess their experience with the
assigned renourishment strategy. Caregivers will be contacted
directly by a member of the research team via their preferred
email address to schedule and the interviews will be conducted
via phone. If the caregiver does not respond to contact efforts,
aHealth Insurance Portability and Accountability Act—compliant
Google Formslink will be provided viapreferred email through
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which the caregiver can answer the interview questions, after
which efforts to reach the caregiver will be discontinued.

Clinician Semistructured | nterviews

A semistructured interview (Multimedia Appendix 3) with the
RD interventionist will also be completed to assess the
interventionists general experience with each approach.
Interviewswill be completed by amember of the Equip research
team and completed remotely via Health Insurance Portability
and Accountability Act—compliant Zoom platform.

Statistical Analysis

The treatment outcomes will be collected via our Health
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act—compliant medical
record platform and will be extracted by trained research
personnel. Descriptive statisticswill be used to describe patient
characteristics and demographics of our patients and treatment
outcomes defined in Table 1. To examine any differences in
effectiveness between the 2 interventions, we will compare the
rate of weight change between the groups using generalized
linear modelsin R version 4.1.1 (R Core Team). We will also
look at outcomes across ED subtypes.

Procedures

Upon beginning treatment at Equip Health, eligible patients
will be randomly assigned to receive either the calorie-based
approach or the Plate-by-Plate intervention within their first 1-2
sessionswith their assigned RD. In thefirst phase of treatment,
the RD meets exclusively with caregivers (eg, parents or
guardians) at aweekly meeting cadencefor thefirst month, and
thereafter in accordance with the RD’s judgment.

A high-level summary of each approach is as follows: (1)
calorie-based nutrition prescription: following the completion
of a nutrition assessment by the RD, caregivers will be
prescribed a calorie goal and be instructed to aim to reach that
goal daily asaprimary focus of treatment. In collaboration with
caregivers, a calorie goal will be assigned to 3 meals and 3
snacks daily. For example, the goal may be 3000 kcal per day,
comprised of 700 kcal meals 3 times per day, and 300-kcal
snacks 3 times per day. Additionally, caregivers are provided
7-day sample menus that align with their calorie prescription.
If clinically indicated, they may also receive education on how
to increase the caloric density of meals while maintaining low
volume. Adjustments will be made throughout the treatment
course to caorie prescriptions per RD’s judgment to
accommodate the weight restoration goa of 2 Ibs per week.
During the initial session, caregivers are instructed to send
photos and density estimates of al foods consumed by the child
tothe RD, and feedback will be given speaking to the adequacy
of calorie content of meals and snacksin the follow-up sessions.
(2) Plate-by-Plate approach is summarized for caregiversin the
following steps:

1. Choose 10-inch plate

Plate al food groups

Fill plate

Parent decides number of meals or snacks
Include variety

Does the meal make sense?

o A WD
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7. Final review: Does the plate make sense?

Caregivers are instructed to prompt the patient to complete the
plate, and in the case of food refusal, oral supplements are
provided to replace the remaining food.

Training and Fidelity

All Equip RDs have experiencein treating EDs using a variety
of dietary interventions within and outside of the FBT
framework. Upon hiring, Equip RDs complete an in-depth video
training on various interventions commonly used in ED
treatment, including the Plate-by-Plate approach and
calorie-based mea plans. RD interventionists undergo a live
training session overviewing study protocols and each
intervention, and a prerecorded training on the Plate-by-Plate
intervention (led by authors of the Plate-by-Plate intervention).
Interventionists will receive ongoing training as needed and
supervision to ensure adherence to the respective approaches
and will additionally be trained to notify research staff of any
fidelity issues or protocol deviations by other providers on a
treatment team.

Electronic records will be reviewed by study personnel on a
weekly basis to ensure adherence to the assigned treatment
approach.  Specifically, session documentation, chat
communications, and any document exchangeswill bereviewed.
Any fidelity issues (and the subsegquent potential need for
participant withdrawal) will be discussed by research personnel
and interventionists. Further, should a patient discharge prior
toweek 8 of treatment, or if the RD determinesthat the assigned
intervention is a poor fit for the patient, the patient may be
withdrawn.

Results

Demographics

A total of 100 patients (with average age of 15 years) were
enrolled on arolling basis from March through August 2022.
Fifty patients were assigned to the Plate-by-Plate group and 50
to the calorie target group. Overall, 83% of participants were
cisgender femaes, 9% were cisgender maes, 6% were
nonbinary, and 2% were transgender. Furthermore, 66% of
participants were diagnosed with AN restricting subtype, 18%
with the AN binge-purge subtype, and 16% with ARFID. We
anticipate completion of data collection by November 2022 and
analysis by January 2023.

Significance

We anticipate that, following completion of this study, we will
be able to (1) address common myths, assumptions, and
misconceptions associated with each intervention; (2) identify
differences in outcomes and emerging themes from interview
data, and use findings to adapt interventions and the supporting
digital resources; (3) identify a preferred, or “best practice’
approach for improving outcomes in the early phase of FBT,
asearly responseis predictive of remission; and (4) understand
any potential differences or nuances that may exist by
intervention across the 2 ED subtypes (AN and ARFID).

JMIR Res Protoc 2023 | vol. 12 | e41837 | p. 5
(page number not for citation purposes)


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

JMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

Design Consider ations

While a variety of interventions may be used in practice, we
selected Plate-by-Plate and calorie-based approaches due to
their common use in FBT. Discussions of calories and the use
of caorie targets to guide renourishment are generaly
discouraged in ED treatment settings in an effort to decrease
preoccupations with calorie counting. Building upon this
hypothesis, Plate-by-Plate authors cite the following rationale
for use of avisual approach: (1) informed by a study that found
an association between calorie-tracking application use and
either maintenance or worsening of ED symptoms|[31], authors
hypothesized that avisual and simplistic versus numbers-based
approach may have a beneficial influence on eating disorder
symptoms and would alow for a seamless transition to
“normal,” independent eating in later stages of treatment and
beyond. Further, any calorie counting done by caregivers may
“trickle down” to the patient and may thereby reinforce or
exacerbate ED symptoms or thoughts. (2) A visual approach
offers more flexibility by accommodating dietary restrictions,
culturally appropriate food preferences, and easy adaptation for
meal s and snacks consumed outside of the home. (3) Given the
lack of nutritional guidance due to exclusion of RDs in early
FBT models, Plate-by-Plate was created to help parents with
refeeding efforts using amore specialized approach, while still
honoring the “parental empowerment” tenant central to FBT
by allowing parents to select foods served.

With this study, we aim to test and challenge these assumptions
through direct comparisons with a calorie-based approach. As
part of standard practices at Equip Hedlth, digital “food journals”
(ie, photos and descriptions of foods) are provided by caregivers
for assessment by RDs. In the absence of photos, the
calorie-based approach allows parents to share calorie totals,
which we suspect offer a more precise estimate of intake, and
are less subject to parent interpretations and verbal description
of portions or foods served and consumed. A calorie-based
target may offer flexibility in “how” needs are met, and, like
Plate-by-Plate, honors cultural preferences and dietary
restrictions. We will further test the assumption that calorie
targets trickle down to the patient, as caregivers are explicitly
instructed not to share calorie information with patients, and
ED patients have an existing general awareness of calorie
content of foods and are ableto quickly estimate upon provision
of ameal or snack. Further, it is common practice in FBT to
encourage parents to prepare and plate foods without the child
present to minimize negotiations, resistance, and opportunity
for patients to scrutinize components or portions.

Participant Selection

The decision was made to exclude ED subtypes other than AN
and ARFID for the following reasons:

1. Need for weight restoration was an important part of the
inclusion criteria as weight restoration is typically first
priority and a core component of ED treatment. Given that
wearelesslikely to encounter aneed for weight restoration
in other ED subtypes, and would thusyield a small sample
sizewithin those subtypes, we opted to include only patients
with AN and those with ARFID, which are the primary
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presenting subtypes in our patient population. In addition,
while caregiver feedback is important, various aspects of
FBT can be chalenging for caregivers. Wefelt it important
to have an outcome measure (weight) that ismost predictive
of remission and success with FBT.

2. In addition to there being little research on dietary
interventions in the ED space in general, research looking
at dietary interventions for ARFID, and particularly for
patients undergoing FBT, is especially sparse. Given the
differencesin symptomsand presentation between patients
with ARFID and those with AN, we felt it is important to
better understand the benefits and challenges associated
with the use of a visual approach. For example, patients
with ARFID may present with a very limited number of
acceptable foods and the lack of variety may make it
challenging for parents to present meals or snacks with
multiple components from numerous food groups. It isour
hope that the outcome data, coupled with rich insightsfrom
clinicians and caregivers, will help us understand which
aspects of our interventions may be most appropriate for
patients with ARFID, and the ways in which they differ
from patients with AN.

Discussion

Strengths and Limitations

To our knowledge, thiswill be the first comparison of digitally
delivered dietary interventions for the treatment of EDs. Given
access issues faced by patients seeking ED treatment, and
increasing acceptability and use of telehealth, it is of particular
value to test interventions in the digital space. Testing
assumptions upon which approaches are developed is aso
valuable as we were able to gain insights that help us tailor
approaches that better resonate with caregivers and providers.

It should be noted that the majority of patients who present for
ED treatment at Equip have engaged with numerous prior
programs and providers, and as such, they may have encountered
various dietary approaches. While it was not realistic nor
warranted to exclude those with prior treatment histories, we
addressed this by instructing RD interventioniststo notify study
personnel should it prohibitive to orient caregivers to the
assigned approach. At that point, a determination will be made
as to whether the patient should be withdrawn from the study.
Further, although with FBT caregivers are tasked with
renourishing their child between ages 6 and 24 years, it is
possible that there may be differences in intervention across
age ranges, particularly for patient-facing interventions.
However, it should be noted that individual (patient) nutrition
therapy is provided only in later stages of FBT (generally
following several months of nutritional restoration).

Future Work

In this study, we compare 2 digitaly delivered dietary
interventions most commonly used by dietitians in eating
disorder treatment settings and subsequent outcomes. Future
research is needed to examinethe effectiveness of interventions
delivered directly to patients and across the broad range of ED
subtypes.
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Data Availability

The data that will support the findings of this study will be derived from patient medical record data. The data are not publicly
available and individual data cannot be shared due to privacy and institutional restrictions.
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Multimedia Appendix 1

Semistructured registered dietitian interventionist interview script.
[DOCX File, 16 KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2

Semistructured caregiver interview script.
[DOCX File, 14 KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

Multimedia Appendix 3
Overview of Plate-by-Plate approach.

[PDEF File (Adobe PDF File), 7199 KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

References

1.

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders. 5th ed. Arlington, VA: American
Psychiatric Association; 2013.

Chesney E, Goodwin GM, Fazel S. Risks of all-cause and suicide mortality in mental disorders: a meta-review. World
Psychiatry 2014 Jun;13(2):153-160 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/wps.20128] [Medline: 24890068]

The social and economic cost of eating disordersin the United States of America: areport for the strategic training initiative
for the prevention of eating disorders and the academy for eating disorders. Deloitte Access Economics. 2020. URL : https:/
Iwww.hsph.harvard.edu/striped/report-economic-costs-of -eating-disorders/ [accessed 2022-12-13]

Czeider ME, LaneRI, Petrosky E, Wiley JF, Christensen A, Njai R, et al. Mental health, substance use, and suicidal ideation
during the COVID-19 -pandemic - United States, June 24-30, 2020. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep 2020 Aug
14;69(32):1049-1057 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.15585/mmwr.mm6932al] [Medline: 32790653]

Vitagliano JA, Jhe G, Milliren CE, Lin JA, Spigel R, Freizinger M, et al. COVID-19 and eating disorder and mental health
concernsin patients with eating disorders. J Eat Disord 2021 Jul 02;9(1):80 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/s40337-021-00437-1] [Medline: 34215340]

Asch DA, Buresh J, Allison KC, Islam N, Sheils NE, Doshi JA, et al. Trends in US patients receiving care for eating
disorders and other common behavioral health conditions before and during the COVID-19 pandemic. JAMA Netw Open
2021 Nov 01;4(11):€2134913 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.34913] [Medline: 34783829]
Levinson CA, Spoor SP, Keshishian AC, Pruitt A. Pilot outcomes from a multidisciplinary telehealth versus in-person
intensive outpatient program for eating disorders during versus before the Covid-19 pandemic. Int J Eat Disord 2021
Sep;54(9):1672-1679. [doi: 10.1002/eat.23579] [Medline: 34245028]

Raykos BC, Erceg-Hurn DM, Hill J, Campbell BNC, McEvoy PM. Positive outcomes from integrating telehealth into
routine clinical practice for eating disorders during COVID-19. Int J Eat Disord 2021 Sep;54(9):1689-1695. [doi:
10.1002/eat.23574] [Medline: 34184797]

Anderson KE, Byrne CE, Crosby RD, Le Grange D. Utilizing tel ehealth to deliver family-based treatment for adol escent
anorexianervosa. Int J Eat Disord 2017 Oct;50(10):1235-1238. [doi: 10.1002/eat.22759] [Medline: 28801943]

Hellner M, Bohon C, Kolander S, Parks E. Virtually delivered family-based eating disorder treatment using an enhanced
multidisciplinary care team: a case study. Clin Case Rep 2021 Jun;9(6):e04173 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/ccr3.4173]
[Medline: 34194768]

Steinberg D, Perry T, Freestone D, Bohon C, Baker JH, Parks E. Effectiveness of delivering evidence-based eating disorder
treatment via telemedicine for children, adolescents, and youth. Eat Disord 2022 Jun 13:1-17. [doi:
10.1080/10640266.2022.2076334] [Medline: 35695470]

le Grange D, Crosby RD, Rathouz PJ, Leventhal BL. A randomized controlled comparison of family-based trestment and
supportive psychotherapy for adolescent bulimia nervosa. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2007 Sep;64(9):1049-1056. [doi:
10.100V/archpsyc.64.9.1049] [Medline: 17768270]

Lock J, Robinson A, Sadeh-Sharvit S, Rosania K, Osipov L, Kirz N, et al. Applying family-based treatment (FBT) to three
clinical presentations of avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder: similaritiesand differencesfrom FBT for anorexianervosa.
Int J Eat Disord 2019 Apr;52(4):439-446. [doi: 10.1002/eat.22994] [Medline: 30578635]

https://www.researchprotocols.org/2023/1/e41837 JMIR Res Protoc 2023 | vol. 12 | e41837 | p. 7

(page number not for citation purposes)


https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v12i1e41837_app1.docx&filename=1e3f87c32da82c99c5053b6b79244c7e.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v12i1e41837_app1.docx&filename=1e3f87c32da82c99c5053b6b79244c7e.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v12i1e41837_app2.docx&filename=cffeab49ada5a7806bca09de035bf438.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v12i1e41837_app2.docx&filename=cffeab49ada5a7806bca09de035bf438.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v12i1e41837_app3.pdf&filename=613f1f96458d10e25a29688a286489f7.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v12i1e41837_app3.pdf&filename=613f1f96458d10e25a29688a286489f7.pdf
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24890068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/wps.20128
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24890068&dopt=Abstract
https://www.hsph.harvard.edu/striped/report-economic-costs-of-eating-disorders/
https://www.hsph.harvard.edu/striped/report-economic-costs-of-eating-disorders/
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6932a1
http://dx.doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6932a1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32790653&dopt=Abstract
https://jeatdisord.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s40337-021-00437-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40337-021-00437-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34215340&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34783829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2021.34913
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34783829&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.23579
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34245028&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.23574
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34184797&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.22759
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28801943&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/34194768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ccr3.4173
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34194768&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10640266.2022.2076334
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35695470&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archpsyc.64.9.1049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17768270&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.22994
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30578635&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS Hellner et al

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

Sproch LE, Anderson KP. Clinician-delivered teletherapy for eating disorders. Psychiatr Clin North Am 2019
Jun;42(2):243-252. [doi: 10.1016/j.psc.2019.01.008] [Medline: 31046926]

Matheson BE, Bohon C, Lock J. Family-based treatment via videoconference: clinical recommendations for treatment
providersduring COVID-19 and beyond. Int JEat Disord 2020 Jul;53(7):1142-1154 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/eat.23326]
[Medline: 32533799]

Anderson KE, Byrne CE, Crosby RD, Le Grange D. Utilizing telehealth to deliver family-based treatment for adol escent
anorexia nervosa. Int J Eat Disord 2017 Oct;50(10):1235-1238. [doi: 10.1002/eat.22759] [Medline: 28801943]

Doyle PM, Le Grange D, Loeb K, Doyle AC, Crosby RD. Early response to family-based treatment for adolescent anorexia
nervosa. Int J Eat Disord 2010 Nov 01;43(7):659-662 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/eat.20764] [Medline: 19816862]
LeGrangeD, Accurso EC, Lock J, Agras S, Bryson SW. Early weight gain predicts outcomein two treatments for adol escent
anorexianervosa. Int JEat Disord 2014 Mar;47(2):124-129 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1002/eat.22221] [Medline: 24190844]
Marzola E, Nasser JA, Hashim SA, Shih PA, Kaye WH. Nutritional rehabilitation in anorexia nervosa: review of the
literature and implications for treatment. BMC Psychiatry 2013 Nov 07;13:290 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/1471-244X-13-290] [Medline: 24200367]

Lian B, Forsberg SE, Fitzpatrick KK. Adolescent anorexia: guiding principles and skills for the dietetic support of
family-based treatment. J Acad Nutr Diet 2019;119(1):17-25. [doi: 10.1016/j.jand.2017.09.003] [Medline: 29279265]
Schmidt R, Hiemisch A, Kiess W, von Klitzing K, Schlensog-Schuster F, Hilbert A. Macro- and micronutrient intake in
children with avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder. Nutrients 2021 Jan 27;13(2):400 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.3390/nu13020400] [Medline: 33513954]

Garner DM, Desai JJ, Desmond M, Good A, Wohlers J. Nutritional rehabilitation for eating disorders: River Centre Clinic
program description. Ann Nutr Disord Ther 2017;4(2):1044. [doi: 10.4172/2161-0509.1000e134]

Gell PB. Choose your foods: exchange lists for diabetes: the 2008 revision of exchange lists for meal planning. Diabetes
spectr 2008;21(4):281-283 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2337/diaspect.21.4.281]

Sterling W, Crosbie C, Shaw N, Martin S. The use of the Plate-by-Plate approach for adolescents undergoing family-based
treatment. J Acad Nutr Diet 2019 Jul;119(7):1075-1084. [doi: 10.1016/j.jand.2018.06.011] [Medline: 30213619]

Gideon N, Hawkes N, Mond J, Saunders R, TchanturiaK, Serpell L. Development and psychometric validation of the
EDE-QS, a12item short form of the Eating Disorder Examination Questionnaire (EDE-Q). PL0oS One 2018;13(11):e0207256
[EREE Full text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0207256] [Medline: 30395641]

Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JB. The PHQ-9: validity of abrief depression severity measure. J Gen Intern Med 2001
Sep;16(9):606-613 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x] [Medline: 11556941]

Spitzer RL, Kroenke K, Williams JBW, Léwe B. A brief measure for assessing generalized anxiety disorder: the GAD-7.
Arch Intern Med 2006 May 22;166(10):1092-1097. [doi: 10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092] [Medline: 16717171]

Reinhard SC, Gubman GD, Horwitz AV, Minsky S. Burden assessment scale for families of the seriously mentally ill. Eval
Program Plann 1994;17(3):261-269 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/0149-7189(94)90004-3]

Ivarsson AB, Sidenvall B, Carlsson M. The factor structure of the Burden Assessment Scale and the perceived burden of
caregivers for individual s with severe mental disorders. Scand J Caring Sci 2004 Dec;18(4):396-401. [doi:
10.1111/j.1471-6712.2004.00298.x] [Medline: 15598247]

RhodesP, Baillie A, Brown J, Madden S. Parental efficacy in the family-based treatment of anorexia: preliminary development
of the Parents Versus Anorexia Scale (PVA). Eur Eat Disorders Rev 2005 Nov;13(6):399-405. [doi: 10.1002/erv.661]
Simpson CC, Mazzeo SE. Calorie counting and fitness tracking technol ogy: associationswith eating disorder symptomatol ogy.
Eat Behav 2017 Aug;26:89-92. [doi: 10.1016/j.eatbeh.2017.02.002] [Medline: 28214452]

Abbreviations

AN: anorexianervosa

ARFID: avoidant restrictive food intake disorder
ED: eating disorder

FBT: family-based treatment

RD: registered dietitian

https://www.researchprotocols.org/2023/1/e41837 JMIR Res Protoc 2023 | vol. 12 | e41837 | p. 8

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psc.2019.01.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31046926&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/32533799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.23326
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32533799&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.22759
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28801943&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19816862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.20764
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19816862&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24190844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/eat.22221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24190844&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcpsychiatry.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-244X-13-290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-244X-13-290
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24200367&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jand.2017.09.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29279265&dopt=Abstract
https://www.mdpi.com/resolver?pii=nu13020400
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/nu13020400
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33513954&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.4172/2161-0509.1000e134
https://doi.org/10.2337/diaspect.21.4.281
http://dx.doi.org/10.2337/diaspect.21.4.281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jand.2018.06.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30213619&dopt=Abstract
https://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0207256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0207256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30395641&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/11556941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11556941&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16717171&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/0149-7189(94)90004-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0149-7189(94)90004-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6712.2004.00298.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15598247&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/erv.661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eatbeh.2017.02.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28214452&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS Hellner et al

Edited by A Mavragani; submitted 31.08.22; peer-reviewed by S Schlegl, YC Wang, P Ford; comments to author 30.09.22; revised
version received 19.10.22; accepted 24.11.22; published 26.01.23

Please cite as.

Hellner M, Seinberg D, Baker JH, Blanton C

Digitally Delivered Dietary Interventions for Patients with Eating Disorders Undergoing Family-Based Treatment: Protocol for a
Randomized Feasibility Trial

JMIR Res Protoc 2023;12:e41837

URL: https://mww.researchprotocols.org/2023/1/e41837

doi: 10.2196/41837

PMID:

©Megan Hellner, Dori Steinberg, Jessica H Baker, Camilla Blanton. Originaly published in JIMIR Research Protocols
(https.//www.researchprotocols.org), 26.01.2023. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (https.//creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in IMIR Research Protocols, is properly cited. The
complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https.//www.researchprotocols.org, as well as this
copyright and license information must be included.

https://www.researchprotocols.org/2023/1/e41837 JMIR Res Protoc 2023 | vol. 12 | e41837 | p. 9
(page number not for citation purposes)

RenderX


https://www.researchprotocols.org/2023/1/e41837
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/41837
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

