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4 Abstract  
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Department of Nursing Science, Faculty of Medicine, University of Turku, Finland 
Annales Universitatis Turkuensis, Turku, 2017 
 

ABSTRACT 
 
eHealth is the transfer of health services and health care by information and communications 
technology. People with schizophrenia spectrum disorders (SSD) use the Internet for general and 
health-related reasons. Yet, it is unclear what kind of schizophrenia-related health information this 
population finds online. eHealth literacy is the ability of Internet users to find, understand, and 
apply the health information they acquire, to make appropriate health decisions. People with SSD 
exhibit cognitive deficits and consequently, their eHealth literacy can be affected. The goal of the 
study was to describe schizophrenia-related health information, to investigate eHealth use among 
adults with SSD in Finland and Greece, and to compare the country groups. 
 
The methodology consisted of three principle procedures. First, a mixed methods study was 
conducted with descriptive, cross-sectional design, in order to describe and compare schizophrenia-
related health information and videos found online when searched in Finnish and Greek language. 
Content analysis was performed. Data were analyzed with quantitative and descriptive statistics. 
Second, a survey study with a descriptive, cross-sectional design was conducted to describe and 
compare eHealth use among Finnish and Greek people with SSD. Data were collected by a 
structured questionnaire and analyzed with quantitative, descriptive statistics, partially, group 
comparisons were made with logistic regression techniques. Third, a systematic literature review 
and meta-analysis were performed to assess the potential effectiveness of social media interventions 
for people with SSD. 
 
Our findings, first, showed that assessed online schizophrenia-related health information tended to 
be of low quality, with no significant differences between the two countries. Furthermore, 
schizophrenia-related videos tended to present mental illness in a negative, not medically-oriented 
way, again, without significant differences between the countries. Second, Internet use (FI: 87% vs. 
GR: 33%) and eHealth literacy (FI: mean 27.05 vs. GR: mean 23.15) of Finnish people with SSD 
was significantly higher (P<.0001) than their Greek counterparts. The interest component of 
attitudes toward computer/Internet was significantly higher (P=.006) among the Greek group (FI: 
mean 2.60 vs. GR: mean 3.16). Third, the systematic review and meta-analysis did not show 
superiority of social media mental health interventions compared to treatment as usual.  
 
In conclusion, it is recommended that in the future, better quality mental health information and 
videos need to be made available in several languages and to be easily accessible through the most 
popular search engines and social media sites. eHealth literacy instruction and training is necessary 
so that people with SSD can find, understand, and apply the health information they retrieve online. 
 
Keywords: Internet, social media, health information, quality, mental health, schizophrenia 
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Christina Athanasopoulou  
 
SÄHKÖISET TERVEYSPALVELUT SKITSOFRENIASPEKTRIN SAIRAUKSIEN 
HOIDOSSA  
 
Hoitotieteen laitos, Lääketieteellinen tiedekunta, Turun yliopisto, Suomi 
Annales Universitatis Turkuensis, Turku, 2017 
 

TIIVISTELMÄ  
 
eHealth –käsite tarkoittaa terveyspalveluja, jotka välitetään informaatio- ja 
kommunikaatioteknologian  avulla. Skitsofreniaspektrin häiriöitä sairastavat henkilöt käyttävät 
Internetiä yleisiin ja terveyteen liittyviin tarkoituksiin. On kuitenkin epäselvää, minkälaista 
skitsofreniaan liittyvää terveystietoa he löytävät Internetistä. Sähköinen terveyslukutaito kuvaa 
Internetin käyttäjien kykyä löytää ja ymmärtää löytämäänsä terveystietoa sekä käyttää sitä 
tarkoituksenmukaisesti terveyteen liittyvissä päätöksissä. Koska henkilöillä, joilla on 
skitsofreniaspektrin häiriö, ilmenee usein kognitiivisia vajavaisuuksia, heidän terveyslukutaitonsa 
saattaa olla alentunut. Tämän tutkimuksen tarkoituksena oli kuvata skitsofreniaan liittyvää 
terveystietoa sähköisissä palveluissa, selvittää näiden terveyspalvelujen käyttöä aikuisten, 
skitsofreniaspektrin häiriöitä sairastavien henkilöiden keskuudessa sekä Suomessa että Kreikassa ja 
verrata maiden ryhmiä toisiinsa.  
 
Aluksi toteutettiin tutkimus eri tutkimusmenetelmiä yhdistämällä (mixed methods) deskriptiivisellä, 
poikkileikkaavalla tutkimusotteella. Tarkoituksena oli kuvata ja verrata Internetistä suomeksi ja 
kreikaksi löytyvää terveystietoa ja videoita skitsofreniaa koskien. Aineisto analysoitiin 
sisällönanalyysin sekä kuvailevin tilastomenetelmin. Seuraavaksi suoritettiin kysely samalla 
tutkimusasetelmalla, jossa kuvattiin ja verrattiin sähköisten terveyspalvelujen käyttöä suomalaisten 
ja kreikkalaisten skitsofreniaspektrin häiriöitä sairastavien henkilöiden keskuudessa. Aineisto 
kerättiin strukturoidulla kyselylomakkeella ja analysoitiin kuvailevin tilastomenetelmin. Ryhmien 
väliset vertailut tehtiin logistisen regressioanalyysin avulla. Kolmanneksi tehtiin systemaattinen 
kirjallisuuskatsaus ja meta-analyysi, jossa arvioitiin sosiaalisen median vaikuttavuutta 
skitsofreniaspektrin häiriöitä sairastavien henkilöiden hoidossa.   
 
Tulokset osoittivat, että skitsofreniaan liittyvää terveystieto oli yleisesti ottaen huonolaatuista 
molemmissa maissa; tutkittavien maiden välillä ei ollut tilastollisesti merkitseviä eroja. 
Skitsofreniaan liittyvät videot kuvasivat mielisairauksia negatiivisessa, ei-lääketieteellisessä 
valossa; tulokset eivät eronneet tilastollisesti maiden välillä. Suomalaisten skitsofreniaspektrin 
häiriöitä sairastavien henkilöiden Internetin käyttö (Suomi 87% vs. Kreikka 33%) ja sähköisen 
terveystiedon lukutaito (ka 27.05 vs. ka 23.15) oli korkeampi suomalaisilla kuin kreikkalaisilla 
potilailla; maiden väliset erot olivat tilastollisesti merkitsevät (P<.0001). Tietokoneisiin/Internetiin 
kohdistuvat asenteet olivat merkittävästi positiivisimmat kreikkalaisen keskuudessa (ka  2.60 vs. ka 
3.16, P=.006). Systemaattinen kirjallisuuskatsaus ja meta-analyysi eivät osoittaneet sosiaalisen 
median olevan tehokkaampi kuin perinteiset hoitomenetelmät.   
 
Tulevaisuudessa korkealaatuista mielenterveysinformaatiota ja videoita olisi oltava helposti 
löydettävissä eri kielillä suosituimpien hakukoneiden ja sosiaalisen median avulla. Potilaat 
tarvitsevat koulutusta sähköisten palvelujen medialukutaitoon.  
 
Avainsanat: Internet, terveystieto, laatu, sosiaalinen media, mielenterveysongelmat, skitsofrenia 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Mental and neurological disorders cause high burden, greater than all forms of cancer (Global 
Forum for Health Research, 2002). The World Health Organization (WHO), Harvard University 
and the World Bank have published various studies regarding the global burden of diseases (Murray 
and Lopez, 1996; Mathers et al., 2002). The findings of these studies reveal that mental illness in 
Europe is the disease group with the highest percentage of disability-adjusted life-years (DALYs), 
which is about 25% (Andlin-Sobocki et al., 2005). Among mental illnesses, specifically 
schizophrenia spectrum disorders (SSD) are among the most deliberating, accompanied with a wide 
range of symptoms such as, reality distortion, psychotic experiences (e.g. hallucinations and 
delusions), cognitive, social and functional impairments, and motivational deficits (Mamah & 
Barch, 2011). The debilitating nature of the disorder leads to lifelong treatment, with a large 
proportion of people, who get diagnosed, being admitted to a hospital inpatient unit on multiple 
occasions throughout their lifetime (Sarlon et al., 2012).  
 
Notably, treatment is important not only to improve their daily life and quality of life, but also 
because the absence of treatment causes a huge personal and economic burden to the person 
diagnosed and his/her caregivers, but also to society (Chong et al., 2016). To date, more than half of 
people in the spectrum do not receive treatment (WHO, 2016a), and those who initially follow 
treatment, misuse or discontinue it (Bhanji et al., 2004; Lieberman et al., 2005). Not being treated 
adds more to the societal and economic cost of the disorder. Early interventions and public 
education could reduce psychiatric morbidity and burden of disease (Kalra et al., 2012). The 
development and implementation of improved interventions with the use of new scientific and 
technological advances, while taking into account the sociocultural and socioeconomic contexts, are 
two of the six priorities in Europe for policy action in the mental health sector (Wykes et al., 2015). 
 
Sixteen years ago, the term ‘eHealth’ was coined by McLendon (2000), to describe the “delivery or 
enhancement of health services and information through the Internet and related technologies” 
(Mclendon, 2000, pp.22). Eysenbach (2001, pp.1) defined e-health as the ‘intersection of medical 
informatics, public health and business, referring to health services and information delivered or 
enhanced through the Internet and related technologies. In a broader sense, the term characterizes 
not only a technical development, but also a state-of-mind, a way of thinking, an attitude, a 
commitment for networked and global thinking, to improve health care locally, regionally, and 
worldwide by using information and communication technology’. The eHealth action plan 2012-
2020 and the outcome of the mHealth Green paper opened the way to patient empowerment with 
the assistance of Information and Communication Technologies (ICT). “Patient empowerment is a 
process to help people gain control, which includes people taking the initiative, solving problems, 
and making decisions, and can be applied to different settings in health and social care, and self-
management” (The Lancet, 2012, pp.1677). Applying ICT to human health is one of the main 
research goals for the 7th and 8th Framework of EU Programs and HORIZON 2020 (European 
Commission, 2016). EU and OECD surveys on the eHealth development and policy within EU 
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countries have shown that Finland has regularly been one of the top countries. Finland is an eHealth 
forerunner, particularly in the field of digitalized health care information.  
The focus on mental health through eHealth applications is important because to date, eHealth 
applications are more common for physical health care (Rotondi et al., 2015). Recent studies show 
that eHealth applications for physical care improve access, convenience, education, care quality, 
and care effectiveness (Bond et al., 2007; Brattberg, 2007; Muñoz et al., 2009). According to 
Rotondi and colleagues (2015), there is relatively less work creating applications for mental health 
treatments, however some progress has been made for disorders like depression and anxiety, 
panic/phobic disorders, and stress management. Despite this progress, severe mental illness (like 
schizophrenia spectrum disorders - SSD) has received little attention (Rotondi et al., 2015), 
nevertheless, there are some notable examples focused on SSD (Koivunen et al., 2007; Rotondi et 
al., 2010; Granholm et al., 2012; Kannisto et al., 2014; Schrank et al., 2014; van der Krieke et al., 
2014).  
 
Globally, healthcare systems are rapidly approaching a crisis point. This is due in part to the 
increase of the aging population and chronic diseases, the rise of healthcare costs increasing the 
share of the government expenditure, and the gradual decrease of healthcare professionals (Laxman 
et al., 2015). Currently, there is a clear gap between access to information and understanding this 
information (Alpay et al., 2009). When consumers search for health information online, they tend to 
begin the search with a search engine and consequently, we need to know what kind of information 
they access, if they understand it, and if they can distinguish between reliable and unreliable 
information. One way to approach this issue is to provide consumers with high quality health 
information which is easily understood and available in the first search engine results. By doing 
this, consumers will be empowered to better understand and manage their health and potentially to 
actively participate in treatment (Laxman et al., 2015). In fact, this requires a deep comprehension 
of the backgrounds, needs, and preferences of health information seekers, because their eHealth 
profile is evolving. Furthermore, health information seekers are gradually becoming more involved 
in their own healthcare, and more information technology experienced (Alpay et al., 2009). 
 
The health phenomenon (Jack et al., 2010) examined in this study was eHealth and people with 
SSD. The study began with a qualitative approach (Phase I), specifically, content analysis for 
descriptive purposes, in order to portray the current situation concerning schizophrenia-related 
health information in websites (Paper I) and videos (Paper II). This part aimed to answer ‘What is 
already available online related to schizophrenia?’ (Papers I, II). In the second part of the study 
(Phase II), a quantitative approach using a survey research, provided a numeric description of use 
and patterns of computer/Internet among people with schizophrenia spectrum disorders (Paper III). 
It aimed to answer ‘What is the eHealth use among people with SSD in Finland and in Greece?’ 
and ‘Do they use the Internet for general and health related purposes?’ (Paper III). Last, a mixed 
methods systematic review was conducted to provide a synopsis of current literature as it related to 
the research question: ‘Are social media interventions shown to be effective for people with 
schizophrenia spectrum disorders?’ (Paper IV). This part of the study focused on interactivity 
(user-to-user contact) and social media (as broadly defined by Kaplan & Haenlein, 2010). Overall, 
the study results aimed to provide new insights about, first, the online health information (Paper I) 
and videos related to schizophrenia (Paper II), second, the Internet use of people with SSD (Paper 
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III), and third, the current literature about the effectiveness of social media for this population 
(Paper IV). 
 
Investigating the prevalence of Internet use among this population (Paper III) can: 1) support 
people’s with SSD health-related Internet use in accordance with their specialized health 
information needs and preferences, while 2) for those people with SSD who are not Internet users, it 
is expected that we will acquire a better understanding of their attitudes towards computer/Internet 
and their preferred sources of health information, in order to support their preferable offline means 
of health information. The importance of this step of the study lies in acquiring a better 
understanding of what people with SSD need to have available online in order to empower them 
(Blair, 2004), support their health, and consequently have a better quality of life (WHO, 2009). The 
results of this dissertation generated knowledge for various stakeholders, such as users/patients, 
health professionals, IT experts, health care organizations, medical researchers, policy makers, 
system vendors, support staff, general public, mass media (Pagliari, 2005); in order to have an 
effective integration of eHealth applications adapted to each country’s needs. More specifically, for 
users/patients their need (or not) of further training their eHealth literacy skills will be investigated, 
health professionals will know if their patients use the Internet for general and health-related 
purposes, and IT experts will get an insight from the evaluation of the quality of current websites 
offering mental health information. As IT experts are responsible only for the creation of the 
websites, not its’ content, they have to be in close cooperation with health professionals every time 
they attempt to create (mental) health-related content. 
 
eHealth was selected as the subject of this PhD study because eHealth interventions have shown  
potential and may have significant advantages over traditional forms of care (Ritterband & Palermo, 
2009).  The study began in year 2011 and data collection ended in 2015. This study was funded by 
the Finnish Doctoral Education Network in Nursing Science (University of Turku), the Faculty of 
Medicine Science (University of Turku), the University of Turku Graduate School – UTUGS, the 
Turku University Foundation, Academy of Finland, and the Operational Program Education and 
Lifelong Learning of the National Strategic Reference Framework (NSRF) 2007-2013 (2011‐2‐162; 
IKY, Greece). 
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2. REVIEW OF LITERATURE 
 
This chapter provides a review of the literature on first, schizophrenia spectrum disorders, and 
second, eHealth. Specifically, the Finnish and Greek perspectives are being reported in order to 
draw conclusions in relation to our study samples, which are from these two distant European 
countries. 
 

2.1  Schizophrenia spectrum disorders  

2.1.1  Diagnosis, symptoms and living with schizophrenia spectrum disorders  
 
Schizophrenia spectrum disorders (SSD) are amongst the most debilitating types of mental 
disorders (Ritsner, 2011). According to the 10th edition of the International Classification of 
Disorders (ICD-10) (WHO, 1992) the spectrum includes, schizophrenia, schizoaffective disorder, 
delusional disorder, schizotypal personality disorder, schizophreniform disorder, brief 
psychotic disorder, and psychosis associated with substance use or medical conditions (codes F20-
F29). Schizophrenia alone has a 0.7 to 1% prevalence, with many people affected by it except those 
diagnosed, like the caregivers and immediate environment of these persons (Christodoulou & 
Franciosi, 2014). A study in Finland showed a similar prevalence of 0.87% (Perälä et al., 2007). 
Schizophrenia is a serious and chronic disease with a relapsing course (Tandon et al., 2009), and 
globally it is among the top ten causes of disease-related disability (Tandon et al., 2008).  
 
The nature of SSD is complex and the cause is not explicitly known up until the present. So far, it is 
shown that a synthesis of genetic, environmental and psychosocial factors affect the onset of the 
disease. Genetic factors such as, family history of mental illness and parents’ old age, as well as, 
environmental and psychosocial factors, such as, exposure to viruses and toxins in the first and 
second trimester of pregnancy, consumption of psychoactive drugs at a young age, stressful life 
events, acquired brain damage, low socioeconomic status, disturbed family environment, serious 
behavioural and emotional problems in childhood, and social dysfunction, contribute as risk factors 
for SSD (Institute of Medicine, 1994). In addition, several studies have reported that the season of 
birth, complications during birth, autoimmune diseases, ethnicity, urban residence, and cannabis use 
are also risk factors (Messias et al., 2007). 
 
The onset of SSD typically occurs between late adolescence and early adulthood (Picchioni & 
Murray, 2007) and progresses slowly, starting with the person becoming socially withdrawn, having 
distorted perceptions and moving towards frequent delusions and hallucinations. Symptomatology 
of SSD generally consists of positive ‘psychotic’ symptoms, negative symptoms, and cognitive 
impairment. The positive ‘psychotic’ symptoms are hallucinations (most commonly auditory), 
delusions (strongly held unfounded beliefs), disorganized speech (incoherent speech), grossly 
disorganized or catatonic behavior (unusual behavior and psychomotor disturbances). Common 
negative symptoms include anhedonia (lack of pleasure), expressive deficits (including lack of 
emotional expression), alogia (reduced amount and content of speech), lack of motivation and 
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avolition (lack of interest in everyday activities) (Isohanni et al., 2001; Mueser & McGurk, 2004). 
Cognitive impairment in schizophrenia, for example, poor concentration and memory, decreased 
capability to plan and successfully engage in activities, lead to problems in attention, sensory 
perception, abstract thinking, problem-solving, ideation, sense of self, and reality distortion 
(Isohanni et al., 2001; Mueser & McGurk, 2004; Fischer and Carpenter, 2009; Tiffin & Welsh, 
2013), which influence the person’s social skills and performance in activities of daily living 
(Austin, 2005). A person must have a minimum of two of these symptoms for at least one month, 
and must show signs continuously for at least a six-month period for the diagnosis of schizophrenia 
to be confirmed. With increasing age, positive symptoms decrease and some amount of social and 
occupational functioning may be regained. However, the symptoms and course of disease vary and 
are patient specific.  
 
Because of the serious impairments caused by the illness, people with the diagnosis face major 
difficulties in their everyday lives, especially those with cognitive deficits (Fett et al., 2011). Not 
only their mental health is tremendously affected (Bhanji et al., 2004), but they also have 
considerably shorter lifespan compared to the general population, because of physical health 
problems and unhealthy lifestyle choices (Connolly & Kelly, 2005; Correll et al., 2015). SSD 
produce a big impact on the person’s functional capacity, which is difficult to restore (Viertiö, 
2011). They tend to smoke, have unhealthy diets and abstain from exercise (Brown et al., 1999; 
McNamee et al., 2013). For someone diagnosed, every day can be a struggle for maintaining 
interest in daily life activities, such as, an interest in self-care, relationships, occupation, and social 
life. People with schizophrenia are 6-7 times more likely to be unemployed, often homeless, facing 
criminal justice issues, while 5-10% suicide (Christodoulou & Franciosi, 2014). 
 
Despite the various serious symptoms of the illness, more than 50% of people affected, do not get 
treated (WHO, 2016a). Even those who initially follow treatment, misuse it, or stop at some point 
(Bhanji et al., 2004), while 30 to 50% are treatment-resistant. This adds more to the major cost of 
schizophrenia.  Excluding its undeniably significant personal cost, schizophrenia creates high 
economical amount to the families and the society (Knapp et al., 2004). About 30% of its economic 
cost stems from the direct treatment, while the rest is absorbed by indirect costs, e.g. resistance to 
treatment, lost work time for those diagnosed and their caregivers, social services and criminal 
justice resources (Ran et al., 2010). In Finland, neuropsychiatric disorders contribute about 32.6% 
to the global burden of disease (WHO, 2011a), the percentage in Greece is about 26.8% (WHO, 
2011b). In addition, mental health costs of the Finnish Ministry of Health are 3.86% of the whole 
health budget (WHO, 2011a), and mental health costs of the Greek Ministry of Health are 4.43% of 
the whole health budget (WHO, 2011b). 

2.1.2  Healthcare delivery of schizophrenia spectrum disorders 
 
Usually, for a mental health system to be effective, mental health services must ensure easy access, 
provide several points of entry for treatment and multiple specialists. Traditionally, mental health 
care systems consist of the private and public sector, and services like, outpatient and inpatient 
(Stuart, 2013). Optimally, the first treatment option is outpatient mental health services. 
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Nonetheless, if a person’s psychiatric symptoms are severe, treatment in inpatient services of a 
psychiatric clinic may be needed (Mental Health Act 1116/1990).  
 
Between Finland and Greece, the differences in mental health provision are clear. According to 
WHO (2014) in Finland there are 48.61 beds in general hospitals for mental health and 19.88 beds 
in mental health hospitals per 100,000 citizens. In Greece, although the general population is about 
double than in Finland (11,128,404 vs. 5,443,498), the beds in general hospitals are about six times 
less (7.44), and approximately 5 times less (4.94) in mental health hospitals per 100,000 citizens. 
Early involvement of patients and their families in mental health policy and law is fully 
implemented in Finland, while it is not in Greece (WHO, 2014). In year 2013, Finnish people with 
mental health problems received sickness benefit of a total of 3,5 million days lost from work 
(KELA, 2014).  Respectively, this data is not available for Greece. 
 
More specifically, Finnish municipal authorities are responsible for the implementation of mental 
health services. In addition, mental health services can be also provided by hospital districts, private 
service providers and third sector actors. In large cities, the structure of the mental health services is 
more resourceful with more service providers available. The usual treatment for mental health 
disorders is a combination of counselling and medication. In outpatient services people with more 
serious and long-term mental health conditions are treated. According to a person’s place of 
residence and needs, outpatient services can offer supported living or rehabilitative activities (i.e. 
cooking, exercise, opportunities for socializing with others), enabling them to live as independently 
as possible. Inpatient services are for those patients whose symptoms are more severe and 
outpatient care is judged to be insufficient. In addition, and in contrast to outpatient services 
(mainly pharmacotherapy and psychotherapy), there are programs offering other forms of support 
(i.e. help with jobs and school), as well as family counselling. (Mieli, 2016) 
 
The primary goal of the comprehensive treatment approaches is to relieve the wide range of 
symptoms, to enhance persons’ general and psychosocial functioning, and improve their overall 
quality of life (Chien & Yip, 2013; Finnish Medical Society Duodecim & Psychiatric Association, 
2008). Nowadays, there is a wealth of treatment approaches, such as with antipsychotic medication, 
psychotherapy, neuroprotective-based treatment, prevention and early intervention in at-risk states 
for developing psychosis, cognitive-behavior therapy (CBT), and other interventions improving 
social and vocational dysfunction in SSD (Ritsner, 2011).  
 
Historically, there three periods of mental health services: 1) rise of the asylum, 2) decline of the 
asylum, 3) reform of mental health services (deinstitutionalisation, community-based and hospital 
based services) (Thornicroft & Tansella, 2004). In recent decades, this reform has changed the 
whole delivery of mental health services in many countries (Harjajärvi et al., 2006). In Finland, the 
deinstitutionalisation began later than in many Western countries (Honkonen et al., 1999, Rantanen 
et al., 2009). There has been a huge decrease of inpatient psychiatric beds, in the early 1980s there 
were about 20,000 beds (Rantanen et al., 2009) and in 2008 about 4,500 beds (National Institute for 
Health and Welfare, 2010). In addition between years 1981-1987, the National Schizophrenia 
Project (National Board of Health, 1988), targeted to decrease long-stay inpatient care, establish 
new community-based services, and improve patients’ quality of life, which resulted in reducing 
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hospitalization rates. In addition, throughout the years the mental health staff’s educational level has 
risen. Despite the fact that outpatient services are targeted as a primary mental health service 
(Finnish Medical Society Duodecim & Psychiatric Association, 2008; Ministry of Social Affairs 
and Health, 2009) inpatient services are still a critical element of psychiatric care. When treatment 
in outpatient services is not sufficient to manage a person’s symptoms (Ministry of Social Affairs 
and Health, 2004; Pirkola & Sohlman, 2005), high-intensity care is provided by inpatient services, 
for example, for individuals who experience severe psychotic relapse (Thornicroft & Tansella, 
2004) and behavioral disturbance or suicidal individuals. (Viertiö, 2011; Pitkänen, 2010). 
 
Since 1983, in Greece and similarly in Finland, there has been a significant effort to decentralise 
mental health services and organize prevention-oriented services based on the EU 
recommendations. Until early 1980s, mental health care in Greece was based on 9 governmental 
and 40 private psychiatric hospitals. The staff number was not adequate and equipment was poor, 
while the treated patients were a mixture of mainly psychotic and intellectually disabled people. At 
that point, community mental health services were inexistent, those diagnosed with less severe 
mental disorders, children and the elderly could not receive almost any treatment. There was also 
lack of qualified staff in administrative and management positions (Madianos et al., 1999). In 1999, 
a novel 10‐year action programme was created entitled ‘Psychargos’ 
(http://www.psychargos.gov.gr/). ‘Psychargos’ programme aimed to provide a national mental 
health services reform. It emphasized on restructuring the previous mental health system, with a 
new focus on social inclusion and cohesion in the community. Further, new mental health units 
were established, e.g. mental health centres and mobile units, to serve citizens’ needs and fight 
against social stigma. Hence, for the last 33 years, there has been a shift from institutionalization to 
more community-based settings for people with mental health problems. Despite that, much have 
been achieved through ‘Psychargos’ programme, a systematic review (Lionis et al., 2009) reported 
that the integration of mental health into primary care is an urgent issue in the health policy agenda 
(Argyriadou & Lionis, 2009). 
 
Nonetheless, helping people to recover from mental health problems requires far more than the 
provision of services and treatments (Brimblecombe & Nolan, 2012). Leonard Kish (2012) is 
suggesting a new approach, patient engagement through technology, while he claims that: “patient 
engagement is the blockbuster drug of the 21st century”. 
 

2.1.3  Policy for schizophrenia spectrum disorders 
 
In order to provide well-planned mental health care, its system and services must be instructed from 
specific policy and plan (WHO, 2009). A mental health policy consists of an official statement by a 
government or health authority that directs mental health. A mental health policy specifies the 
vision, principles, values, and objectives, and establishes a wide model for action to achieve that 
vision. For a policy to be effective, it should be accompanied by a more detailed action plan, which 
will be implemented in a systematic and well-coordinated way (WHO, 2009). 
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According to the Finnish Mental Health Act (1116/1990) people in need of mental health services 
should be supported and guided toward the improvement of their mental and overall health and 
wellbeing, train their ability to cope with stressful situations and achieve personal growth. On the 
other hand, mental health services should aim to prevent and cure mental health problems. 
Primarily, mental health care and services are organized on an outpatient basis, in a way that 
promotes patient engagement and voluntarily to seek for treatment. Social rehabilitation should be 
an integral part of the medical care of people diagnosed with a severe mental illness. Among 
municipalities’ public health obligations is the implementation of mental health services (Finnish 
Health Care Act 1326/2010). Nonetheless, hospital districts offering specialized medical care are 
obligated to provide such care to all people who need it within their catchment area (Timlin, 2015).  
 
According to the Greek Mental Health Act (2716/1999) state authorities are responsible for the 
organisation and implementation of mental health care services (Argyriadou & Lionis, 2009). 
Mental health services can be implemented by mental health outpatient and/or day treatment 
facilities, psychiatric clinics in general hospitals, community residential facilities, psychiatric 
hospitals, municipality mental health services, private service providers and third sector i.e. non-
governmental organizations. Similarly to Finland, psychiatric services for severe and long-term 
mental health problems – such as SSD – are primarily implemented as outpatient care, where people 
do not stay overnight in the hospital, but they visit the clinic several times per week or month to get 
treatment (usually a combination of counselling and medication) (Fotiadis et al., 2015). Since 1999, 
a legal and policy framework named: ‘Development and Modernisation of the Mental Health 
Services’ explicitly states that the Greek State has the responsibility for the promotion of mental 
health and the prevention of mental disorders. The two general Acts that are expected to facilitate 
this kind of activities are: ‘Act on Organization and operation of the Services for Public Health’ and 
the ‘White Paper on the Quality of Health Services and the National Health Information System’. 
 
 

2.2  eHealth and schizophrenia spectrum disorders 

2.2.1  eHealth in the field of schizophrenia or related conditions 
 
eHealth will play a progressively critical role in forming healthcare systems in the 21st century. 
According to Gaddi & Capello (2014) the growing burden of chronic diseases (including their 
accompanying economic costs), make eHealth an excellent opportunity for providing, less costly, 
higher quality and more efficient health care. Accordingly, the World Health Organization (2005, 
pp. 109) defined eHealth as ‘the cost-effective and secure use of information and communications 
technologies in support of health and health-related fields, including health-care services, health 
surveillance, health literature, and health education, knowledge and research’. A similar term, ‘e-
mental health’, is defined as the use of telecommunication and information technologies to deliver 
mental health services at distance (Mucic, 2016). ‘e-mental health’ could be also used in this study, 
but the intention of using the more broad term -‘eHealth’ - was to denote its application also outside 
the field of mental health. In other words, people with mental health problems have also general 
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health problems or physical health problems, thus the focus of the study was the overall health 
needs of people with SSD. 
 
eHealth studies, specifically in the field of mental health, have shown the potential for improving 
the life of people with mental disorders (Kilbourne, 2012). A randomized controlled trial among 
persons with chronic depression, reported that participants exhibited less depressive symptoms, 
better physical functioning, and an enhanced quality of life when an Internet-delivered chronic care 
model was applied (Hunkeler et al, 2006). In the US, Deen and co-authors (Kilbourne, 2012) found 
substantial increases in individual and group telepsychotherapy encounters. In addition, eHealth 
could be of considerable importance in areas with limited resources, or geographical isolated 
patients; since the prevalence of mental health problems in rural areas is at least as high as in 
metropolitan areas (Campbell et al., 2006). Further, a potential benefit of eHealth applications could 
be the reduced costs, and the remote and efficient delivery of healthcare services. Adequate 
integration of eHealth support and applications have the potential to improve peoples’ quality of 
life, such as promote safer, independent living and enhanced social inclusion (Hyppönen, 2007). 
People reporting to be in a “fair” or “poor” health are more likely to search for health information 
online as compared with people reporting “excellent” or “good” health condition (Stjernswärd & 
Östman, 2006). Health information is the basic element in guiding strategic health-related decisions 
and treatment choices, hence it is the most important resource in health care and health promotion 
(Kreps, 1988). 
 
At an initial level, eHealth is intended to improve the quality of health care. eHealth services are 
intended for single individuals, for personalized health care. Particularly, main goal of eHealth is a 
flexible personalized approach based on tailored interventions. eHealth can be applied at any level 
of care, i.e. prevention, diagnosis, therapy, or follow-up (Gaddi & Capello, 2014). Thus, people 
with mental illness should not be excluded from eHealth services. However, even if eHealth is 
perfect in theory, in practice a serious barrier to its full development, is the awareness that 
sometimes innovations do not realistically fulfil the perceived needs of the user and from their 
capacity to use these technologies. Furthermore, eHealth applications should be adapted to the 
needs of users, in order to prevent the exclusion of some categories of people, and to prevent the 
consolidation of health inequalities (Gaddi & Capello, 2014). As a consequence, eHealth use of a 
population diagnosed with a highly deliberating disorder –as SSD– should be investigated in order 
to be applied effectively according to this population’s needs and abilities. 
 
According to the European Union’s eHealth Action Plan 2012-2020 (COM, 2012), ‘eHealth can 
benefit citizens, patients, health and care professionals but also health organisations and public 
authorities. eHealth –when applied effectively– delivers more personalised ‘citizen-centric’ 
healthcare, which is more targeted, effective and efficient and helps reduce errors, as well as the 
length of hospitalisation. It facilitates socio-economic inclusion and equality, quality of life and 
patient empowerment through greater transparency, access to services and information and the use 
of social media for health’. 
 
Little research has been conducted to investigate the Internet and eHealth use and literacy among 
people with mental illness (Khazaal et al, 2008a; Gowen, 2013; Treisman et al., 2016). The 
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European Commission through its eHealth Action Plan 2012-2020, primarily targets to limit health 
inequalities and enhance health literacy (EPHA, 2011). At the same time, each European member 
state varies in computer skills, Internet access and frequency of use, and online health information 
seeking behavior. For example, 77% of Finnish people have basic computer skills, compared to 
47% of Greeks (Eurostat, 2012). The majority of Finns (93%) aged 16-74 have used the Internet, 
while the percentage for their Greek counterparts is 59% (Eurostat, 2012). About 80% of Finnish 
people uses the Internet daily or almost every day and 6% have never used the Internet, while 47% 
of Greeks use the Internet daily or almost every day, and 36% have never used it (Eurostat, 2013). 
Furthermore, more than half of Finns (67%) searched for online health information, while almost 
half percentage of Greeks did the same (37%) (Eurostat, 2016a). Generally, almost a third of 
Internet users with a history of psychiatric disorder search the Internet for mental health information 
(Powell & Clarke, 2006). 
 

2.2.2  Online health information on schizophrenia or related conditions 
 
Between 2000 - 2016, the Internet grew about 918% (Internet World Stats, 2016), with a rising 
number of people searching for health and mental health information online. Almost three-quarters 
of American (Pew Research, 2015) and under a half (44%) of European Internet users (Eurostat, 
2013) search for health information online. Online queries specifically for mental health 
information are approximately 33% (Fox & Jones, 2009). The anonymity that the Internet provides 
(Beaussart & Kaufman, 2013) makes it a popular source of mental health information (Schrank et 
al, 2010; Gowen, 2013; Powel & Clarke, 2006).  
 
Interest in the quality of the health related information available online was first initiated in 1996 in 
United Kingdom (Bower, 1996) when a growing number of dubious health claims for products on 
the Internet (mainly advertisements) and British authorities claimed they were powerless to control. 
The next year in Canada, Davison (1997) raised concern about the quality of online health-related 
information concerning nutrition. They recommended that health professionals needed to take an 
active role in technology and establish strategies to address inconsistent dietary information, which 
could be found online. They also discussed elements to consider in webpage construction and 
evaluation, and provided a form to assist in their assessment. The same year in United States, Pealer 
and Dorman (1997) discussed elements to consider in webpage construction and evaluation, and 
provided a form to assist in their evaluation.  
 
The focus on the mental health information available online was initiated in 2002 in Australia, when 
Griffiths & Christensen (2002) assessed the quality of online information about depression. The 
overall quality of online information on depression, social phobia (Khazaal et al., 2008b), and 
substance addictions (Khazaal, et al., 2008c) was reported to be low. A review of the quality of 
online mental health information reported that overall quality is low, but that information on 
affective disorders may be improving (Reavley & Jorn, 2011). However, Grohol and colleagues 
(2014) found that popular search engines tend to offer reliable results on mental health information, 
noting that readability of websites could be improved. Similarly, Landers (2013) reported that most 
common Internet resources about mental health are of reasonable quality. It is obvious that results 
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between studies are contradictive. It is important to note that, first, most studies evaluate the health 
information in the English language, and second, nothing has radically changed concerning the 
creation and dissemination of online health information. 
 
A British study found that adults with mental health conditions, rank the Internet sixth in terms of 
accurate sources of information on mental health, and third among information sources used 
(Powell & Clarke, 2006). About one-fourth of those who search for health information online are 
aware about how to assess these information, another quarter report taking casual steps to assess 
the quality of online health information, and the remaining half relies on common sense when 
determining which health information to trust or not (Fox & Rainie, 2002). It appears that Internet 
users regularly seek for others’ opinions and experiences related to health issues, since about half 
of adult online health information seekers read others’ commentaries or experiences about health 
or medical issues on online news groups, websites, or blogs (Fox & Jones, 2009). The high 
prevalence of moderate or low quality of mental health information online, in combination with 
the limited skills of Internet users in evaluating the health information they find, adds to the 
urgently need for training users’ eHealth literacy skills (the ability to use electronic health 
information resources when addressing a health problem) (Norman & Skinner, 2006). There could 
be numerous features affecting how someone is searching for health information online such as: 
sex, level of education, culture, Internet self-efficacy and eHealth literacy (Norman & Skinner, 
2006; Peña-Purcell, 2008; Lemire et al., 2008; Rains, 2008; Tian & Robinson, 2009; Askola et al., 
2010).  
 
Importantly, the high prevalence of low-quality online mental health information is a challenge, 
especially for individuals with serious mental health conditions exhibiting low levels of eHealth 
literacy. More than half of adults with a psychiatric condition report that when they search online 
for mental health information, they only partially find what they need, or not find it at all 
(Khazaal, et al., 2008a). Even young individuals, who are found to be more familiarized with 
Internet use, report various barriers that block them from successfully accessing high-quality 
health information online. Two basic barriers where, first, feeling overwhelmed at the plethora of 
information, however, unable to trace the answers they were looking for, and second, they 
perceived that the information were not tailored to their needs. Additionally, privacy issues when 
accessing sensitive health information, was another important factor when searching for health 
information over the Internet. Last, frequently health information was text-heavy, which made its 
content difficult to understand among those with low literacy levels (Skinner et al., 2003). 
 
It has been reported that if patients are provided with relevant health information in order to make 
informed choices and be aware of each treatment’s risks and benefits (Vaitheeswaran et al., 2009), 
then, their improved comprehension generally increases adherence to treatment (Hulka et al., 1976), 
thus, reducing the illness’ cost. It is clear that the provision of easily accessible, relevant, and 
trustworthy health information, provides patients’ the option to be empowered (Schulz & 
Nakamoto, 2013), since they search online to cover their health information needs. 
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2.2.3  Online presentation of schizophrenia or related conditions 
 
The negative portrayal of mental illness is a common and widespread phenomenon. Numerous 
studies have reported the negative depictions of mental disorders in traditional mass media like, 
television (Diefenbach, 1997, 2007; Wilson et al., 1999, 2000; Pirkis et al., 2005, 2006), 
newspapers (Duckworth et al., 2003; Chopra & Doody, 2007; Vahabzadeh et al, 2011; Magliano et 
al., 2011; Thornicroft et al., 2013), magazines (Wahl et al., 1995; Wahl, 2000), and films (Bischoff 
& Reiter 1999; Wahl et al., 2003). Owen (2012) evaluated more than 40 films related to mental 
illness and discovered that over 80% of the main characters diagnosed with schizophrenia, exhibited 
mostly violent and/or homicidal behaviors.  
 
A more recent form of mass media is the Internet (Donovan & Herley, 2003). The Internet is also a 
very popular ICT medium, with global penetration 49.2% (73.9% in Europe) (Internet World Stats, 
2016). Despite its popularity, only a few know about how mental health disorders are presented 
online. Recent literature reveals that the term ‘schizophrenia’ was used as a metaphor in one-third 
of articles retrieved from newspaper websites (Athanasopoulou & Välimäki, 2014), were the 
metaphoric use of ‘schizophrenia’, denoted mostly incoherence/contradiction/split, 
eccentricity/oddness, or dangerousness/aggressiveness. Similar studies on Twitter, reveal that 
Tweets use the term ‘schizophrenia’ mostly in a negative, medically inappropriate and sarcastic way 
in English (Joseph et al., 2015), and also in Greek language (Athanasopoulou & Sakellari, 2016). 
 
Research on how mental disorders are presented online is essential, since negative depictions of 
schizophrenia and other mental disorders are promoted among Internet users. As a result, negative 
attitudes towards mental disorders might be created among those who access these negative 
depictions online. Consequently, having negative perceptions, or else ‘stereotypes’ about mental 
illness and agreement with these viewpoints, create negative reactions, or else ‘prejudice’ 
(Corrigan, 2004). These negative views may make people internalize viewpoints, which reflect 
devaluation and discrimination towards those afflicted with a mental illness (Corrigan et al., 2009), 
which is further related to mental illness stigma (Link, 1999). Further, mental illness stigma creates 
a major barrier to care since people with mental illness, in their attempt to avoid being labelled as 
‘mentally ill’, thus stigmatized, tend to avoid treatment (Corrigan et al., 2014).                                                      
 

2.2.4  Use, attitudes and patterns related to computer/Internet, and eHealth literacy among 
people with schizophrenia spectrum disorders 

 
A recent study showed that about 80% of people with psychiatric conditions use the Internet 
(Kalckreuth et al., 2014). Approximately 71% of them use the Internet specifically for mental health 
related reasons (Powell & Clarke, 2006; Kalk & Pothier, 2008; Kalckreuth et al., 2014). Several 
studies indicate that people with SSD tend to use the Internet as much as the average Internet user 
(Schrank et al, 2010; Kalckreuth et al., 2014; Miller et al., 2015). Among their online activities are, 
email exchange (Miller et al., 2015), Web 2.0 and social media engagement (Miller et al., 2015), 
interaction with peers (Scrank et al., 2010), health information-seeking and communication with 
professionals (Schrank et al., 2010; Miller et al., 2015; Kummervold et al., 2008).  
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A Swiss study (Khazaal et al., 2008a) reported that about 65% of adult psychiatric patients engaged 
in Internet activities such as search for, information related to their diagnosis (72.7%), possibilities 
of various treatment options (84.6%) and medication side effects (81.8%). A similar German study 
(Kalckreuth et al., 2014), found that approximately 48% of psychiatric patients who used the 
Internet, were also using social media websites, approximately 19% used social networks forums, 
19% chats, and 12% blogs. In the same study, patients mostly searched for information on mental 
disorders (57.8%), information on medication (43.7%), mental health services (38.8%), used 
platforms with other patients (19.8%) and/or with mental health professionals (17.2%). Gowen 
(2013) reported that 60% of young adults with mental health challenges use the Internet several 
times a day, for 62.5% of them, home was the most common place for Internet access, followed by 
the library (12.5%), work (8.3%), other family member’s house (8.3%), community centre (4.2%), 
or other location (4.2%). The vast majority of young adults (89%) searched for mental health 
information online. Some searched on a daily (15%) or weekly basis (11%), while over a half (63%) 
searched for mental health information online every few weeks or less frequently. 
 
Information and communication technology (ICT) tools and specifically, consumer health 
information technologies (CHITs) can support health care management (Atkinson et al., 2009), yet 
patients not always accepted them (Or & Karsh, 2009). Reasons for that can be, low device 
usability, insufficient or lack of ICT and computer skills, and low self-efficacy (low confidence in 
the ability to use technology) (Mead et al., 2003; Or & Karsh, 2009). Major components of ICT 
acceptance are, interest and willingness to use ICT, satisfaction with the technology, efficient or 
effective use of the technology. Patients’ non-acceptance of CHITs raises an important concern for 
health care organizations. Those who deny using CHITs will not benefit from them, which means a 
loss of return on investment for health care organizations (Or & Karsh, 2009). An important 
influence of peoples’ perception and willingness to access health information is their attitude to 
computers and the Internet (Mead et al. 2003), thus, attitudes toward computer/Internet are 
important to investigate. 
 
Little is known about the distribution and use of different kinds of ICT and eHealth tools among 
different populations or subgroups (Atkinson et al., 2009; Saranto et al., 2009), especially in the 
field of mental health. To date, it is unknown if Greek people with schizophrenia use the Internet, in 
which patterns and to what expend. On the other hand, in Finland there have been some recent 
studies on Finnish people with schizophrenia (Välimäki et al., 2008, 2012; Anttila et al., 2012).  
However, to our knowledge, Internet use patterns, eHealth literacy, and attitudes towards 
computer/Internet of people with SSD in these countries have not been investigated so far. 
 

2.2.5  Effectiveness of social media interventions for people with schizophrenia spectrum 
disorders  

People with mental disorders use social media and Web 2.0 applications. In addition, for people 
with serious mental illness, online interventions have been shown to have the potential to 
disseminate care and support the patient’s participation in group interactions (Rotondi et al., 2013). 
The combination of online psychoeducation with various other online tools, including social media, 
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is becoming more popular, and online psychotherapy and videogames have been evaluated for their 
validity and efficacy characteristics (Parikh & Huniewicz, 2015) 
 
Almost a third of Internet users spend their time specifically on social networking sites (Statista, 
2016a). Globally, 2.34 billion people use social media websites (Statista, 2016b). Facebook 
(https://www.facebook.com/) is the most popular social networking site, with more than 1.7 billion 
active users (Statista, 2016c). By 2020, it is expected that more than 2.95 billion Internet users will 
use social networking sites (Statista, 2016b). Hence, since penetration of social media is so high, it 
is essential to understand the impact and potential usefulness of social media in health care 
(Grajales et al., 2014).  
 
Studies on online interventions have explored online peer support (Eysenbach et al., 2004), online 
support groups for depression (Griffiths et al., 2009), online communication, social media and 
adolescent well-being (Best et al., 2014), social media of Asian immigrants’ mental health needs 
(Leung & Li, 2015), online and social networking for the treatment of depression (Rise et al., 2014), 
social media and suicide prevention (Robinson et al., 2015) and effects of online intervention for 
depression in schizophrenia (Moritz et al., 2016).  
 
The findings of the aforementioned studies seem promising, especially in the latest one where a 
significant decline of depressive symptoms was noted among those with schizophrenia. Authors 
suggest that online interventions could be a valuable tool in addressing patients’ needs, further than 
the treatment of the core positive syndrome. Nonetheless, there is a concern about poor study 
designs, underpowered samples (Eysenbach et al., 2004; Griffiths et al., 2009; Rice et al., 2014), 
mixed findings (Bessell et al., 2002), or a lack of intervention studies (Robinson et al., 2015). It is 
clear, there is an essential need to evaluate the effects of innovative interventions through studies of 
high quality (Välimäki et al, 2014). 
 
To date, the effects of social media interventions is a field not much investigated (Robinson et al., 
2015), especially for people affected with a mental illness (Kaplan et al., 2011). Preliminary 
research on ICT and specifically social media has shown potential in treatment management of 
those with schizophrenia or related conditions. For instance, studies have reported improvement of 
psychotic and depressive symptoms, social skills, hospital admissions and medication adherence. 
However, studies are heterogeneous, at an early stage, and tend to be of poor quality, thus precise 
conclusions cannot be drawn (Alvarez-Jimenez, 2014). To our knowledge, there has been no 
systematic review and meta-analysis researching social media interventions for people with 
schizophrenia or similar disorders.  
 

2.3  Summary of the literature review 
 
As the overall goal of this study was to investigate eHealth use among people with schizophrenia 
spectrum disorders in Finland and Greece, the literature was reviewed in order to identify the 
concepts to be studied (Table 1) and to guide the study phases.  
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Table 1. Main concepts used in each paper of the study 

Main concepts 

Paper I Paper II Paper III Paper IV 

Online mental 
health information 

Portrayals of 
mental illness 

Computer/Internet use Social media mental 
health interventions 

Quality indicators 
of websites 

Attitudes towards 
mental illness 

Attitudes toward 
computers/Internet 

Effectiveness 

  eHealth literacy  

 
eHealth is a broad field, Pagliari and colleagues (2005) reviewed the literature and mapped eHealth. 
They identified four broad eHealth areas (Professional Clinical Informatics, Electronic 
Patient/Health Records, Consumer Health Informatics, and Healthcare Business Management) 
(Pagliari et al., 2005, Table 1). Based on this classification, this PhD study targets to contribute to 
the body of knowledge in three eHealth fields (Professional Clinical Informatics, Electronic 
Patient/Health Records, Consumer Health Informatics).  
 
Paper I and Paper II, address the quality of online mental health information retrieved from 
websites. Thus, the results will contribute in the ‘Consumer Health Informatics’ area (specifically 
with issues concerning ‘Information on the web’ and ‘Quality issues for health information on the 
net’), as it addresses the current mental health information retrieved from Web 2.0 (Google and 
YouTube). Focusing on the quality of health information and its’ associated communication 
processes required by and for consumers, it can support consumers’ health promotion, illness 
prevention, and the management of care for themselves, their family or friends (IMIA, 2016). Paper 
III, addresses computer/Internet use, eHealth literacy, and attitudes toward computer/Internet 
among people with SSD. Thus, the results will contribute in the ‘Professional Clinical Informatics’ 
area (specifically with issues concerning ‘Educational aids’, ‘Electronic clinical communications 
tools’, ‘Primary care informatics’), ‘Consumer Health Informatics’ area (specifically with issues 
concerning ‘Clinician-patient communication tools’, ‘Access and equity issues, and “virtual” health 
communities’), and ‘Electronic Patient/Health Records’ area (specifically with issues concerning 
patient access and control). Paper IV, addresses the potential effectiveness of social media 
interventions for people with SSD. Thus, the results will contribute in the ‘Professional Clinical 
Informatics’ area (specifically with issues concerning ‘Educational aids’, ‘Telemedicine 
applications’) and ‘Consumer Health Informatics’ area (specifically with issues concerning 
‘Clinician-patient communication tools’ such as web-based messaging systems for consultation and 
disease monitoring, virtual health communities). 
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3. AIMS OF THE STUDY 
 
The overall aim of the study was to acquire a deeper understanding of the experience and attitudes 
on eHealth use amongst people with schizophrenia spectrum disorders in two distant European 
countries, Finland and Greece. These two European countries were selected because they exhibit 
discrepancies in Internet availability and use, and citizens’ ICT related behaviors (Eurostat, 
2016a,b). It is important to investigate eHealth between these two countries, since a basic 
cornerstone of the European agenda is the right of freedom of movement across the EU (Eurofound, 
2007), support of quality health services for citizens and intercountry collaboration (Reding, 2008). 
The study consisted of three phases, where each phase had one main objective. Each of the three 
main objectives consisted of research questions, nine research questions in total.  
 
Main objectives and research questions of the study: 
 
To describe and compare online schizophrenia-related health information and videos in 
Finnish and Greek language 

1. What is the quality of online, schizophrenia-related health information in Finnish and Greek 
language? 

2. How schizophrenia is presented online in Finnish and Greek language schizophrenia-related 
videos?  

3. Are there any significant differences between the Finnish and Greek schizophrenia-related 
health information and videos?  

Hypothesis: Finnish language schizophrenia-related health information and videos would be of 
better quality than Greek-language ones. 

 
To describe and compare computer/Internet use, eHealth literacy, and attitudes toward 
computer/Internet among Finnish and Greek people with SSD  

1. What is the prevalence of Internet use for general and for health-related purposes among 
people with SSD?  

2. Which are the attitudes toward computer/Internet of those who are not computer/Internet 
users? 

3. What is the eHealth literacy level of computer/Internet users with SSD?  
4. Which are the Internet use patterns of current computer/Internet users? 
5. Are there important differences regarding computer/Internet use between country groups? 

Hypothesis: Finnish people with SSD would exhibit higher prevalence of computer/Internet use. 
 
 
To retrieve research evidence related to the effectiveness of social media interventions for 
people with SSD 

1. Which is the effectiveness of social media interventions for people with SSD according to 
previous studies?  

Hypothesis: Social media interventions for people with SSD disorders indicate to be effective. 
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Studies behind each hypothesis for each paper of the study are presented in Figure 1 below. 
 

 

Figure 1. Studies behind every hypothesis of each paper of the study 
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4. METHODOLOGY 
 
This chapter describes the procedures used to acquire empirical evidence in order to answer the 
research questions, to test hypotheses, and examine foreshadowed problems, following up on 
conjectures, and going forward from exploratory questions. The research design was a correlational 
design utilizing cross-sectional survey methodology and included a number of survey instruments. 
The purpose of the design was to measure and correlate the quality of Finnish and Greek language 
mental health-related websites and videos, to measure and correlate computer/Internet use of 
Finnish and Greek adults with SSD, as well as to identify, assess and synthesize the findings from 
previous studies related to the effectiveness of Web 2.0 interventions for people with SSD.  
 

4.1  Theoretical and methodological orientation 
 
This study aimed to examine online content and the population from two distant and different 
European countries would provide better understanding of the potential differences in, the online 
mental health information content, the use of computer/Internet for general and health-related 
purposes. This comprehension would provide support for future mental health reforms and general 
European acts. Since the study aimed to examine what is happening, portray the current situation, 
seek new insights and generate ideas for new research, a descriptive method was used (Robson, 
2002). A pragmatic philosophical worldview (Creswell, 2009) guided the methodology design as 
mixed methods design, combining qualitative and quantitative approaches. Mixed method 
combining qualitative and quantitative approaches (Johnson et al., 2007) were applied, in order to 
acquire a comprehensive view of the topic.  
 
In Paper I, the theory of interpretivism guided the study (Bryman, 2001), because the aim was to 
collect and interpret already published online mental health information (mental health-related 
websites) (Table 2). The goal of interpretivism is to understand, and its focus is on anything specific 
and unique (in this case webpages with specific content). Interpretivism considers culture to be a 
symbolic construction of shared meaning, and looks for what is unique in a culture and in a specific 
communication situation, observes and decodes patterns of thinking (meaning systems). Since the 
goal was to decode online mental health information in two different cultures (Finnish and Greek), 
this theory was found suitable for this part of the study. Qualitative research was selected because 
the aim was to explore and understand the current situation of the online mental health information 
in Finnish and Greek language (Creswell, 2009).  
 
In Paper II, the theory of interpretivism guided the study (Bryman, 2001), because the aim was to 
collect and interpret already published online mental health information (mental health-related 
videos) (Table 2). The goal of interpretivism is to understand, and its focus is on anything specific 
and unique (in this case videos with specific content). Qualitative research was selected because the 
aim was to explore and understand the current situation of the online mental health videos in 
Finnish and Greek language (Creswell, 2009).  
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In Paper III, the Theory of Planned Behavior (TPB, Ajzen, 1985) was considered as a theoretical 
basis in this part of the study, and this is why concepts as ‘attitudes’ and ‘efficacy’ were 
investigated in this survey (Table 2). According to the TPB, human action is guided by three basic 
concepts: 1) behavioral beliefs and attitudes toward the behavior; 2) normative beliefs and 
subjective norm; and 3) control beliefs and perceived behavioral control. Finally, all these in 
combination lead to behavioral intention (Ajzen, 2006). Perceived behavioral control, originates 
from self-efficacy theory (Bandura, 1977). However, because we wanted to keep the survey as 
simple and short as possible (due to participants’ cognitive limitations) this part of the study did 
intent to measure all TPB concepts because this would require a long questionnaire, which the pilot 
test showed that the participants were not willing to answer. The TPB was considered because, first, 
according to it, if individuals evaluate the suggested behavior as positive (attitude), and if they think 
their significant others want them to perform the behavior (subjective norm), this results in a higher 
intention (motivations) and they are more likely to do so; which in this study the attitudes towards 
computer/Internet were explored. Second, efficacy was also explored, as is the most important 
precondition for behavioral change, since it determines the initiation of coping behavior; which in 
this study it is efficacy towards computer/internet was explored. Quantitative research was selected 
because the aim was to examine the relationship among variables (Creswell, 2009).  
 
In Paper IV, quantitative research was selected because the aim was to critically analyse results 
from previous individual research studies related to social media and SSD (Table 2). The purpose 
was to integrate the findings (Moody, 1990) derived from the conclusions on this specific topic. 
 
Table 2. Theory, methodology and design used in each paper 

Paper Theory Methodology Design 
I 
 

Interpretivism Qualitative  Descriptive, cross-sectional, 
unobtrusive, content analysis 

II 
 

Interpretivism Qualitative  
 

Descriptive, cross-sectional, 
unobtrusive, content analysis 

III 
 

Theory of Planned Behavior  Quantitative Non-experimental, cross-sectional 
survey  

IV (Review of Theory) Quantitative Systematic review, meta-analysis 
 

4.2  Design of the study 
 

In Paper I, descriptive, cross-sectional, unobtrusive study design was used. Deductive content 
analysis was selected because we used a coding tool with categories based on existing literature 
(Elo & Kyngäs, 2008). The data extraction instrument/coding tool was developed in previous 
similar studies. This design was selected because we aimed to quantify websites’ content in terms of 
predetermined categories in a systematic and replicable manner (Pope et al., 2007). We aimed to 
capture what the average Finnish and Greek-speaking Internet user sees, when he/she searches for 
mental health information on the Web. This is why unobtrusive method (Webb et al., 1966) with 
descriptive cross-sectional design was used, in order to directly review the targeted data (webpages) 
without being affected by social desirability bias. 



30 Methodology  

In Paper II, descriptive, cross-sectional, unobtrusive study design was used. Deductive content 
analysis was selected because we aimed to create a coding tool with categories based on existing 
theories (Elo & Kyngäs, 2008). The deductive content analysis measured frequencies by using a 
standard data extraction instrument. This design was selected because we aimed to quantify videos’ 
content in terms of predetermined categories in a systematic and replicable manner (Pope et al., 
2007). We aimed to capture what the average Finnish and Greek-speaking Internet user sees, when 
he/she searches for mental health videos on the Web. This is why unobtrusive method (Webb et al., 
1966) with descriptive cross-sectional design was used, in order to directly review the targeted data 
(videos) without being affected by social desirability bias. 
 
In Paper III, descriptive correlational study design was selected, because in this phase of the study 
the intention was not to change or manipulate participants’ environment or treatment. A descriptive 
design approach was chosen, because it provides information about the naturally occurring 
behavior, attitudes or other characteristics of a particular group (Creswell, 2009). In addition, a 
correlational study design would demonstrate associations or relationships between the two study 
groups (Finnish and Greek). Thus, the descriptive correlational approach offers a more profound 
understanding of people’s with mental illness views and experience on computer/Internet use and 
patterns (Lal & Adair, 2014).  
 
In Paper IV, a systematic review with meta-analysis design (Egger et al., 2001, Glasziou et al., 
2004) was selected. Systematic review is a systematic search and critical evaluation of all primary 
studies answering one specific question, while meta-analysis is the quantitative synthesis of all 
primary studies answering the same question using the same design. Thus, this approach was 
chosen because we wanted to find an answer on the effectiveness of Web 2.0 interventions for 
people with schizophrenia spectrum disorders, by exhaustively reviewing the literature and by 
following strict, detailed, methodological rules (Abalos et al., 2001). Systematic review and meta-
analysis are applicable when combining single studies together to obtain up-to-date summaries of 
the effects of health care interventions (Egger et al., 2001). The use of meta-analysis helped to pool 
together the results of earlier literature impact evaluation (Rossi & Freeman, 1993).  
 
 

4.3  Setting, population and sampling 
 
In each study phase, the sample was selected by taking under consideration the cost and time 
constraints, and how error could be minimized (Sonenstein, 2012). 
 
In Paper I, systematic search via Google Search was applied to identify the data (Table 3). The 
study population was websites retrieved online through a university PC. A non-probability, 
judgemental sampling was used (20 first search results of each Google search; 4 search terms in 
each language) to select the most probable sources of mental health information in Finnish and in 
Greek language. This sampling method was selected, as previous research has shown that it is 
unlikely for Internet users to go further than the first 20 Google Search results (Eysenbach & 
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Köhler, 2002). In total, 160 websites were reviewed for eligibility (N=160; FIN=80, GR=80), while 
in the end, 58 were included (FIN=24, GR=34).  
 
In Paper II, systematic search via YouTube was applied to identify the data (Table 3). The study 
population was first-appearing videos retrieved online through a university PC. A non-probability, 
judgemental sampling was used (20 first search results of each YouTube search; 2 search terms in 
each language) to select the most probable videos presenting mental health information when 
someone would perform a simple YouTube search, assuming that Internet users would not go 
further than the first 20 results (Eysenbach & Köhler, 2002). In total, 80 videos were reviewed for 
eligibility (N=80; FIN=40, GR=40), while in the end, 52 were included (FIN=24, GR=28).  
 
In Paper III, one catchment study area of psychiatric services was selected in each country (Table 
3). The Finnish setting was outpatient services of two psychiatric clinics whose outpatient care 
serves about 170,000 citizens. In Finland, 128 patients (response rate 50%) were recruited. The 
Greek setting was outpatient (including the mobile unit) and inpatient services (excluding the acute 
inpatient care unit because of the severity of patients) of a University Hospital serving 
approximately 173,450 citizens (Population census, 2011) (Greece). Purposive sampling was used 
to maximize the likelihood of obtaining a broad range of views. The population consisted of adults 
with SSD. Hence, the target group consisted of people of different adult age ranges, 
sociodemographic backgrounds, and varying levels of computer/Internet use overall. In addition, 
this sampling method was considered useful because these participants hold the information needed 
to answer our research questions (Higginbottom, 2004; Gray, 2009). In total, 101 patients (response 
rate 76%) having contact with the outpatient and inpatient services of the Greek psychiatric clinic 
were recruited. 
 
In Paper IV, a systematic literature review via ten electronic databases (PubMed, MEDLINE, 
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, PsycInfo, CINAHL, JBI, Scopus, ISI Web of Science, 
SOCIndex, and Sociological abstracts) was applied to identify the data. The study population 
(subjects) were articles (N=3; 2 studies).  Selective sampling based on inclusion criteria was used 
(Grove et al., 2013). All generated results from the searches were reviewed for eligibility (N=1044), 
while 3 articles were included (Table 3).  
 
Table 3. Setting, population and sampling method used in every paper 
Paper Setting Population Sampling method 

I 
 

Online via www.google.fi and 
www.google.gr, accessed from a university PC  

Websites: N=58  
FIN=24, GR=34 

Non-probability, 
judgemental sampling 

II 
 

Online via www.youtube.com, accessed from 
a university PC  

Videos: N=52  
FIN=24, GR=28 

Non-probability, 
judgemental sampling 

III 
 

Psychiatric services in Turku (FIN) and 
psychiatric services in Heraklion (GR) 

People with SSD: 
N=229 
FIN =128, 
GR=101 

Purposive sampling 

IV Online via ten electronic databases, accessed 
from a university PC  

Articles: N=3 
(2 studies) 

Selective sampling 
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4.4  Instruments 
 
In Paper I, an instrument developed in previous related studies was used (Griffiths & Christensen, 
2000, 2002; Khazaal et al., 2008b) and was selected in order to evaluate the quality of websites and 
health information related to schizophrenia, accessible to everyone with an Internet connection. It 
was a coding tool assessing six quality indicators (Table 4) and consisting of 51 items (more about 
the coding tool in Paper I, Table 1). Coders pilot tested the coding tool and process, in order to 
ensure mutual understanding of data extraction and scoring.  
 
In Paper II, an instrument was developed based on studies from Corrigan (2004), and Park and 
colleagues (2011) and it was created in order to evaluate the viewpoints on schizophrenia shown on 
videos accessible to everyone with an Internet connection. The focus of the content analysis was on 
both the manifest and the latent content of the videos (Graneheim & Lundman, 2004). It was a 
coding tool assessing three major indicators (Table 4) and consisting of 29 items (more about the 
coding tool in Paper II, Table 1). Coders pilot tested the coding tool and process, in order to ensure 
mutual understanding of data extraction and scoring. 
 
In Paper III, an instrument was developed in a previous related study (Choi & DiNitto, 2013), and 
was selected because it was reliable and answered our research questions. It was a pen-and-paper, 
structured questionnaire, which consisted of three sections (Table 4) and a total of 30 to 36 items, 
depending on Internet use (never users answered 31 items, previous users 30, current users 36 
items). The instrument was translated and culturally adapted from the source language (English) to 
the target languages (Finnish and Greek) based on the ‘Minimal Translation Criteria’ of the Mapi 
Research Institute (Acquadro et al., 2004). The translation took into account also the 
recommendations proposed by the original developers. Then the two translations were compared by 
a third person who can decide between any different proposals translation to produce an agreed 
translation (first reconciliation version). Then the agreed version was translated in the language of 
original questionnaire (backward translation), i.e. in English, a bilingual person (English native), 
without, however, knowing the original questionnaire. The final step of the translation process 
included an international harmonization meeting, comprised of two bilingual and bicultural persons 
(one Finnish who has lived in Finland and Greece, one Greek who has lived in Greece and Finland) 
to ensure that target versions truly were conceptually equivalent and maintain the content validity at 
a conceptual level across different cultures (Beaton et al., 2000). The version of questionnaire 
produced (backward translation) sent to the original authors for comments (authors' comments) and 
their comments were incorporated to give a second version of the questionnaire in Finnish/Greek 
(2nd reconciliation version).  
 
The cultural adaptation of the questionnaire occurred with supplementing the questionnaire to 17 
individuals (FIN=12; GR=5) having the same diagnosis as the target population (SSD). The pilot in 
Finland was made in a patient association in Turku, while in Greece in a patient guesthouse in 
Heraklion. Patients were informed about the purpose of the investigation by an accompanying letter 
from the researcher and the same document was signed in order to accept their participation in the 
research. They were all natives of target language in order to determine whether the translation is 
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accepted and understood by the way they are supposed to be and whether the language used is 
simple and convenient. The procedure followed is that proposed in the review process knowledge 
(cognitive debriefing process) (Medical Outcomes Trust, 1997). The interviewer sought if a person 
had difficulty understanding the questionnaire and each question to face interviews face. In case of 
a problem, the person was asked to propose something different (cognitive debriefing interview). 
Their suggestions were incorporated in the Finnish/Greek language. The questionnaires were 
previously coded in order to preserve the anonymity of the patients surveyed and the questionnaires 
did not bring any evidence (beyond gender and age).  
 
Table 4. Instruments’ components in every paper of the study 
Paper Instrument components 

I 1) Type of website (Morel et al., 2008);  
2) Characteristics (Griffiths & Christensen, 2000; 2002);  
3) Accountability (Silberg et al., 1997; adapted by Griffiths & Christensen, 2000);  
4) Interactivity (Abbott, 2000, adapted by Khazaal et al., 2008a);  
5) Aesthetics (Abbot, 2000; adapted by Kisely et al., 2003); and  
6) Content (based on Khazaal et al., 2008a). 

II 1) Basic information  (Video category; Year of video upload; Number of views; Number of likes; 
Number of dislikes; Number of favorites; Viewers’ top location; Viewers’ gender; Viewers’ age 
group; Number of comments) 

2) Attitudes towards mental illness: 
   a) Positive/neutral (Recovery; Real life goals; Empowerment; Objective; Other positive)  
   b) Negative (Dangerousness; Unpredictability; Incompetence; Childlike; Blame; Contagion;   

Fear; Anger; Pity; Disgust; Other negative attitudes) 
3) Video category: a) Positive/neutral, or b) Negative (according to how each video generally 

tended to present mental illness or those affected, based on the manifest (tangible, concrete 
content) and the latent (underlying meaning) content). 

III 1) Basic Information (Demographics, Age of first contact with psychiatric services, Internet use 
and reasons for non-use or discontinuation, Perceived importance of eight sources of health 
information, use of mobile phone, use of SMS).  

2) a) Never Internet users filled: ‘Attitudes Toward Computer/Internet’ (Bear et al., 1995; adapted 
by Choi & DiNitto, 2013).  

b) Previous and Current Internet users filled: 3) eHealth Literacy Scale (eHEALS; Norman & 
Skinner, 2006; adapted by Choi & DiNitto, 2013). 

3) Current Internet users filled: Internet use patterns part (Choi & DiNitto, 2013) (location of 
Internet access, existence of email address, frequency of Internet use, reasons of Internet use, 
difficulty in finding a website and searching for information, and physical restrictions which 
make Internet use difficult). 

IV 1) Basic characteristics (Methods; Participants; Intervention; Outcomes; Notes).  
2) Characteristics of the studies (Country of origin; Purpose of the study; Setting of patient 

recruitment; Patient group; Inclusion criteria; Number of patients enrolled; Follow-up period; 
Number of drop-outs)  

3) Social media interventions based on the TIDieR checklist (Hoffmann et al., 2014) (Brief name; 
Why (rationale or theory); What (materials, procedures); Who provided intervention; How; 
Where; When; How much; Tailoring; Modifications; How well planned; How well actual). 

4) Outcomes and instruments used in each study were identified.  
5) Reasons for exclusion of studies (Allocation, e.g. non-randomized; Participants, e.g. 

undergraduate students; Intervention, e.g. no social media) 
6) The a) use of social media, and b) stress after social media use were also identified and 

described. 
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In Paper IV, an instrument for managing the data was based on the “Cochrane Handbook for 
Systematic Reviews of Interventions” (Higgins & Green, 2011). Assessment of eligibility of studies 
and extraction of data from study reports followed the Cochrane guideline (Higgins & Green, 
2011). The coding tool included three points (Table 4). Then, outcomes and instruments used in 
each study were identified. Finally, reasons for exclusion of studies, use of social media, and stress 
after social media use were described. 
 
 

4.5  Data collection 
 
In Paper I, the Web search engine ‘Google Search’ was used on November 30th, 2011, to identify 
websites on schizophrenia or related conditions in the Finnish (http://www.google.fi/) and Greek 
(http://www.google.gr/) languages. Google Search is globally the most popular search engine 
(eBizMBA, 2016), thus the most likely to be used by someone searching for online health 
information. We aimed to generate a list of search results similar to a search produced by a Finnish 
or Greek adult with average medical, Internet, and computer expertise (Purcell et al., 2012), 
therefore, four simple search terms were used (‘mental illness’, ‘mental disorder’, ‘schizophrenia’, 
‘psychosis’) in the Finnish and in Greek languages. The first 20 websites of each search (four 
searches each language) were examined for eligibility (N=160; FIN=80; GR=80), while the 20 
direct links from each search were saved as PDF files. Additionally, screenshots of the direct 
webpages appearing from every of the eight searches were taken, and from each eligible website, 
five random webpages were saved. Inclusion criteria for websites were: 1) focused on health or 
mental health issues for adults in Finnish/Greek language; and 2) standard information websites, 
open web-based encyclopedias (e.g. ‘wikipedia’), discussion forums, blogs or wikis. The latter was 
included since it has been reported that they are favoured online sources among people with 
schizophrenia (Schrank et al., 2010). Exclusion criteria for websites were: 1) not focused on health 
or mental health issues; 2) targeted educators or special schools’ educators or described courses; 3) 
primarily involved advertisements or book promotion; 4) links leading to external files (e.g. .doc, 
.pdf, .ppt); 5) invalid addresses or malware; 6) incidental mental health articles or discussion in a 
non-health oriented forum or blog; 7) were not written in the Finnish or Greek languages; 8) or 
provided health information for a non-adult population (e.g. for children or adolescents, or parents 
of underage children). Coding was conducted by one rater for each language, where in an Excel file 
scored ‘1’ to indicate a criterion was satisfied, and ‘0’ when a criterion was absent.  
 
In Paper II, the video-sharing website ‘YouTube’ was used on April 3rd, 2013, to identify videos 
describing schizophrenia or related conditions in the Finnish and Greek languages. The default 
search parameters were preserved, with selected language as English and not Finnish/Greek, since it 
only changes the interface without influencing the search (YouTube, 2013).  Two search terms 
(schizophrenia, psychosis) were typed in the Finnish and Greek languages. Both terms reflect 
simple medical definitions of schizophrenia, requiring no medical expertise, and thus preferred 
among online health seekers (Zhang et al, 2012). The first 20 videos of each search (two for each 
language) were examined for eligibility (N=80; FIN=40; GR=40), since a typical Internet user is 
unlikely to click on more than the twenty first search results (Eysenbach & Köhler 2002; 
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Höchstötter & Lewandowski, 2009). After screening, 40% of Finnish (n=16) and 30% of Greek 
videos (n=12) were excluded. Included were all videos: 1) in Finnish/Greek language, or videos in 
another language including Finnish/Greek subtitles; and 2) those from which a connotation to 
schizophrenia/psychosis was present and a judgment on the attitudes of mental illness could be 
determined. Excluded were those videos which: 1) had already been analysed (duplicates); 2) were 
not in Finnish/Greek; 3) channels; 4) were unavailable or incomprehensible (their content could not 
be understood); or 5) incidental (no connotation to schizophrenia/psychosis or mental disorders in 
general). Coding was conducted by one rater for each language in an Excel file, where in an Excel 
file scored ‘1’ to indicate a criterion was satisfied, and ‘0’ when a criterion was absent. The content 
analysis focused on the videos’ manifest and the latent content in order not only to identify the 
obvious attitudes towards schizophrenia presented in each video component, but also to identify 
potential underlying meanings within each video. After both raters had watched each video and read 
its accompanying title, they decided whether the video tended to present schizophrenia or those 
affected with the disorder in a positive/neutral or negative way and justified their judgements in an 
Excel table. 
 
In Paper III, the Finnish data collection was made by psychiatric nurses, while a contact person 
was selected among them. The contact person was informed about the study goals and procedure 
and was the responsible of the information packages distribution to the nurses (information letter, 
two consent forms, structured printed questionnaire). An information session was held in June 2015, 
in which all nurses (N=20) who accepted to assist with the study participated. Health professionals 
were informed about the study goals, procedure, and expected results. Prior to data collection, all 
participants filled and signed the informed consent form. In Finland, participants were instructed to 
complete the instrument independently, using paper and pen. On average, it took approximately 10-
30 minutes for a participant to complete the instrument. In Finland, data collection took place for 8 
months (May-December 2015). In both country groups, eligible for inclusion were those: 1) 18 
years old and above; 2) in contact with outpatient services from June – December 2015 (Finland), 
from September 6th  - November 5th, 2015 (Greece); 3) diagnosed with schizophrenia spectrum 
disorder as a primary diagnosis (F20-29; ICD-10); 4) able to understand, speak and read 
Finnish/Greek language; 5) willing to participate in the survey based on their own free will (signed 
informed consent); 6) stable health status judged by the treating psychiatric nurse (Finland) or 
psychiatrist (Greece).  Exclusion criteria were: 1) below the age of 18; 2) had other primary 
diagnosis than schizophrenia spectrum disorder (F20-29; ICD-10); 3) unable to understand, speak 
and/or read Finnish/Greek; 4) unwilling to participate and/or; 5) incapable to participate in the 
survey (due to their health status). 
 
The Greek data collection was made by the PhD candidate (CA). CA informed the psychiatrists of 
the psychiatric clinic about the study goals and procedure, while she was the responsible of the 
information packages distribution in Greece (information letter, two consent forms, questionnaire). 
The responsible psychiatrists judged if screened participants were eligible to participate according 
to their health status. Prior to data collection, all participants filled and signed the informed consent 
form. Participants had the option to complete the questionnaire through a structured interview made 
by CA. On average, it took approximately 10-30 minutes for a participant to complete/answer the 
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questionnaire. The data collection took place for 2 months (September 6th – November 5th 2015). 
The same inclusion/exclusion criteria applied in the Greek study as well. 
 
In Paper IV, all identified studies were exported to RefWorks (ProQuest LLC, 2016) and then 
duplicates were removed.  The data collection extraction matrix, wherever possible, was based on 
the CONSORT-EHEALTH checklist (Eysenbach, 2011). Studies were included if they were: 1) 
Randomized control trials (RCT) evaluating the effectiveness of social media interventions for 
people with SSD, 2) in English-language, 3) published (or in press) prior to June 25th, 2015. For 
those included, basic characteristics, characteristics of the studies, and social media interventions 
were described. Outcomes and instruments used in each study were identified. Further, reasons for 
exclusion of studies were described. For narrative analysis, data of each included study were 
entered into the data extraction matrix; each study was treated as a separate case. Descriptive 
characteristics of the studies were categorized manually. Additionally the: 1) use of social media, 
and 2) stress after social media use, were also described. 
 
 

4.6  Data analysis 
 
In Paper I, the data was analyzed with descriptive statistics to describe individual characteristics of 
each quality indicator (see Paper I, Table 2). Accountability, interactivity, and aesthetics were 
computed by summing the value of each score of the item (yes=1; no=0).  Correlations among 
accountability, interactivity and aesthetics were analyzed using Pearson’s correlation coefficient 
(see Paper I, Table 3, Table 4 and Table 5). Differences between categorical variables was 
evaluated using Chi-Square tests or Fisher’s Exact test if expected cell counts were <5. Differences 
in indicator scores between the Finnish and Greek websites were analysed using independent t-tests. 
Data was analysed using SPSS version 19.0 (IBM Corporation, 2011), while all statistical analyses 
and in all tests, an alpha of .05 was employed for identifying a statistically significant difference 
 
In Paper II, the data was analyzed with descriptive statistics to describe individual characteristics 
of each variable (frequencies, median, quartile 1, quartile 3, range) (see Paper II, Table 2, Table 3, 
Table 4, and Table 5). Differences between Finnish and Greek data were compared with cross 
tabulation and Fisher’s Exact tests, where P<.05 was taken to be statistically significant. Wilcoxon 
rank sum test was used to compare the numbers of views, likes, dislikes, favorites, and comments, 
between the Finnish and Greek videos. Data was analysed using SPSS version 19.0 (IBM 
Corporation, 2011). 
 
In Paper III, the data was analyzed with descriptive statistics (counts, proportions, means, and 
standard deviations) and the demographic variables and individual survey questions were calculated 
(see Paper III, Table 1, Table 2, and Table 3). Group comparisons with multiple linear and logistic 
regression models (see Paper III, Table 4). All data was analyzed with the JMP Pro (2015) and 
SPSS Version 21.0 (IBM Corporation, 2011) for Windows. Analyses were considered statistically 
significant at the P <.05 alpha level (2-tailed).  
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In Paper IV, the data was analysed with quantitative methods using the Review Manager 5.3, a 
software used for preparing and maintaining Cochrane Reviews (Higgins & Green, 2011). First, the 
analysis explored the descriptive characteristics of the individual studies included (see Paper IV, 
Table 3, Table 4 and Table 5). Second, for continuous outcomes the mean difference (MD) between 
groups was estimated. When similar scales, such as symptom checklists, were used, it was 
presumed there was a small difference in measurement tools and combined the measurements. This 
decision was made to answer the overall question of whether there is evidence that social media can 
be an effective intervention among people with schizophrenia (Higgins & Green, 2011). In this 
approach, standard deviations (SD) were used together with the sample sizes to compute the weight 
given to each study. Random effect was used instead of fixed effect, because random effect allows 
the outcomes of studies to vary more than fixed effects. In other words, random effects can be seen 
to be a more natural way of explaining outcomes (Ades et al., 2005). Heterogeneity was checked by 
calculating I2 – square statistic. Where the I2 – square estimated was greater than, or equal to 50%, it 
was interpreted as indicating the presence of high levels of heterogeneity (Higgins & Green, 2011) 
(see Paper IV, Figure 2, Figure 3, Figure 4, Figure 5, and Figure 6). The Quality of the included 
studies was assessed based on the Cochrane Collaboration’s tool for assessing risk of bias (Higgins 
& Green, 2011) (see Paper IV, Figure 7).  
 
 

4.7  Ethical considerations 
 
The doctoral study consisted of three phases, in which the basic principles of research ethics were 
followed (ETENE, 2001; Academy of Finland, 2003; Declaration of Helsinki, 2008). Ethical 
considerations started with the selection of research topic and continued until the publication of 
research findings (Burns & Grove, 2005). This study complied with the guidelines and 
recommendations of the National Advisory Board on Research Ethics (www.protsv.fi/tenk), while 
laws from the European (EUREC), Greek (Acts 2071/1992, 2472/1992, 2519/1997) and Finnish 
(Acts 488/1999, 523/1999, 295/2004,) legislation were followed. According to the Medical 
Research Act (488/1999, amended 295/2004) an independent ethics committee pre-evaluated and 
gave a favorable opinion before the study started. All data collected during this research process 
were handled and stored in an appropriate way (Act 831/1994, Personal Data Act 523/1999, 
Constitutional Act 731/1999).  
 
In Paper I, permission to use the previously developed instruments for the websites’ assessment 
was asked through email communication with the original authors. No ethics committee statement 
was needed for this paper because the study did not involve patients, but online information 
publicly available to everyone. Lately in nursing science, there is an increasing interest towards 
patient empowerment and involvement in treatment and health promotion. Since it is proven that 
people with serious mental disorders search for online health information which potentially affect 
their health-related decisions, health professionals have to be vigilant about the content of health 
information their patients access. Therefore, we wanted to promote the importance of access to 
accurate and trustworthy online health information, by assessing the characteristics of first 
appearing websites and detecting stigmatizing messages among first appearing online sources.  



38 Methodology  

In Paper II, the Ethics committee of the University of Turku granted permission to collect and 
analyse the YouTube videos about schizophrenia (26/2014). Data (videos) were analysed and 
reported anonymously, so readers would not be able to identify the videos or the users who 
uploaded them on YouTube. Content analysis and other quantitative techniques which summarised 
insights across this population is considered of less ethical concern, than in-depth qualitative studies 
focused more on the individual (Hine, 2011). 
 
In Paper III, permission to use the questionnaires was granted by the original authors via email 
communication. All (bio)ethical committees approved the study protocol, both from the central 
ethical committees (University of Turku and University of Heraklion) and from local ethical 
committees (e.g. hospitals) (Sermeus et al., 2011).  The study was approved by the Ethical 
Committees of the participating Hospitals in Finland (157/1802/2014) and Greece (5162/20-4-
2015), in accordance with the Helsinki Declaration. The ethical principles for medical research 
involving human subjects were followed (Declaration of Helsinki 2008). As people with mental 
disorders is a vulnerable group in health care (WHO, 2010), which means they could be incapable 
of protecting their own interests and have insufficient power, intelligence, education, resources, 
strength, or other needed attributes to protect their own interests. This is why their mental health 
status needed to be good enough to give informed consent, judged by the treating psychiatric nurse 
(Finland) or psychiatrist (Greece). The researcher did not underestimate participants’ ability to 
make decisions and ensured the information she was giving were understandable (Royal College of 
Psychiatrists, 2001). Participants were informed both orally and with written material. Voluntary 
nature of participation was underlined, and that either participation or refusal do not have effect on 
their treatment (Medical Research Act 488/1999). Participants’ autonomy was respected (CIOMS, 
2002), and their privacy, dignity and integrity were protected (Royal College of Psychiatrists, 
2001). The informed consent was asked carefully respecting participants’: ability to consent 
(Kanerva et al., 1999), ability to understand, expect to know and understand/remember information 
(Dillon et al., 2005).  Participants were told sufficient information regarding the study and their 
understanding was ensured (CIOMS, 2002) as well as their right to withdraw of the study without 
any reason.  All of the permission and consent forms were stored in a locked closet to which only 
the researcher had a key. Data were coded, analysed and reported anonymously, and therefore 
coding numbers were used.  
  
In Paper IV, no consent or permission was required or sought prior to conducting the literature 
review. However, all of the appropriate regulations and guidelines were adhered during the entire 
research process, from data collection to data analysis and reporting. General conventions on 
publication ethics and guidelines produced by various organizations were followed (ICMJE, 2014) 
as well as, the guidelines from the Cochrane handbook (Cochrane Collaboration, 2011). 
Contributors were properly acknowledged, potential conflicts of interest were declared, and the 
review did not contain plagiarized material (Wager & Wiffen, 2011). 
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5. RESULTS 
 
This chapter contains published findings from Paper I, Paper II and Paper IV. While the data 
findings from Paper III have been submitted to a scientific journal and the manuscript is currently 
under review. 
 
 

5.1  Characteristics of study participants (Papers I, II, III, IV) 
 
In Paper I, 58 websites satisfied the inclusion criteria (FIN=24, GR=34). Types of websites 
were: commercial (n=18), personal pages developed by health professionals (n=7), university 
websites (n=1), non-profit organizations (n=7), governmental (n=2), open source (n=5) websites 
where anyone could modify the webpage content, or other sources (n=18), e.g. 
patient/professional associations. As for the websites’ Characteristics most of them originated 
from Finland or Greece (FI=24, GR=31), while three were maintained by the European 
Commission. Other Language option was provided by about one third (34%, n=11) of the 
Finnish and Greek (29%, n=7) websites, mostly English and/or Swedish for Finnish websites 
and, English and/or French for Greek websites. Online services, such as video-conferencing or 
web counselling were available in a few of the Greek websites (n=2, 6%) and not at all in the 
Finnish websites. The Health On the Net certification (HON, 2011) was apparent in three Greek 
websites, and in none of the Finnish website. 
 
In Paper II, 52 videos satisfied the inclusion criteria (FIN=24, GR=28), with overall duration four 
hours and fifty-one minutes. The most common video category was Music (n=26, 50%), followed by 
Education (n=11, 21%). Most videos were uploaded in year 2011 (n=16, 31%), and the fewest in 
2013 (as of April 3rd, n=6, 11%). Most viewers appeared to be male (n=21, 58%), between ages 45-65 
(n=16, 44%). Viewers’ ages for the Greek videos appeared to be higher than for the Finnish videos 
and statistically significant (P=.002). Video views ranged from 31 to 136128 (median 1518). On 
average videos had 4 ‘Likes’, 0 Dislikes, while the median for Favorites was 2.  In this part of the 
analysis, no statistically significant differences were found between the Finnish and Greek videos. 
 
In Paper III, 389 people with the specific diagnosis (F20-29; ICD-10) were asked to participate 
(FI=256, GR=133). As a whole, 229 patients (response rate 59%) agreed to participate (FI=128, 
GR=101). Among them, 32% (n=73) had finished primary or middle school (FI=20, GR=53), and 
the vast majority of the sample was on disability pension (N=124, 54%, FI=91, GR=33). Most of 
them were single (n=141, 62%, FI=97, GR=44). Finally, a bit less than half, 48% lived alone 
(N=109, FI=87, GR=22), while the mean years since the illness’ onset was at 27 years (SD=11.3). 
 
In Paper IV, 1043 records were identified during the systematic review. After excluding 
duplicates, 727 records were screened, and finally 3 records (2 studies) fulfilled the inclusion 
criteria and were assessed. Both studies were conducted in the USA. Participants in these studies 
were recruited from outpatient facilities, websites and e-newslists. The Rotondi and colleagues 
study (2005, 2010) included people with schizophrenia or schizoaffective disorder (DSM-IV 
criteria; APA, 2013) (n=31), with a mean age of 37.5 years (SD=10.7). Most of the participants 
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were female (68%), and almost half Caucasian (48%). The other study by Kaplan and colleagues 
(2011), the participants were diagnosed with schizophrenia spectrum or affective disorder (n=300), 
their mean age was 47 years, one third were male (n=102), and 87% were white (n=260). 
 
 

5.2  Online schizophrenia-related health information and videos (Papers I, II) 

5.2.1  Quality of online schizophrenia-related health information in the Finnish and Greek 
languages (Paper I) 

 
The accountability indicator was found poor with mean score 3.33 (SD 1.93) out of maximum 9 
(Figure 2). The website ownership was specified in most of them (n=43, 74%), and over half (n=32, 
55%) provided sources for their content. Eleven websites mentioned the authors’ affiliations and the 
last date of modification. The total mean interactivity score was 1.79 (SD 0.87) out of maximum 5 
(Figure 2). More specifically, five websites (9%) included evaluation questionnaires (e.g. enabling the 
user to provide feedback about the website or evaluate his/her health status). About three-quarters 
(n=43, 74%) of all websites provided the webmaster’s e-mail address, while two-third (n=36, 62%) 
provided an intra-site search engine. The mean score for the aesthetics indicator was 2.6 (SD 0.62) out 
of maximum 4, which was higher to the maximum potential score than other indicators (Figure 2). 
Headings or subheadings appeared in all websites (n=58, 100%). Advertisements were not apparent in 
almost half of the sites (n=85, 49%). Hyperlinks to external sites existed in two-thirds of the sites 
(n=40, 69%), while four websites (7%) included diagrams in their content. Last, the content indicator, 
showed that Finnish webpages commonly provided information about diagnosis (n=17, 71%), while 
in Greek webpages information about treatment was the most common (32%).  

 
Figure 2. Mean scores of accountability, interactivity and aesthetics of Finnish and Greek websites 
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5.2.2  Presentation of online schizophrenia-related videos in the Finnish and Greek languages 
(Paper II) 

 
The majority of the videos tended to be negative towards schizophrenia or those affected with the 
disorder (n=43, 83%).  For example, negative videos were entitled ‘schizophrenia’ or ‘psychosis’ 
and used the term to denote obsessive love, sarcasm, unpredictability, lack of reality awareness.  
Negative videos were also found in the ‘Education’ category, where not all videos seemed to have 
an educational purpose. A few videos tended to present schizophrenia in a positive or neutral way 
(n=9, 17%). Out of the positive/neutral videos, most of them (n=7) showed health professionals 
sharing their expertise about mental disorders. For example, a video entitled ‘What is 
schizophrenia’ presented a doctor who was talking about the disorder. Another video which was a 
television documentary entitled ‘Mental collapse’, showed a person affected with the disorder 
talking about his experience. In addition, one animated video presented how symptoms of 
schizophrenia may affect a person’s life and how the disorder progresses.  
 

5.2.3  Differences between the Finnish and Greek online schizophrenia-related health 
information and videos (Papers I, II) 

 
Regarding the Finnish and Greek websites presenting schizophrenia-related health information, 
when their Characteristics were compared, statistically significant differences were found in three 
factors:  Ownership by a health professional (FIN=21% vs. GR=56%, P=.008); Involvement of a 
health professional in the content development (FIN=38% vs. GR=76%, P=.003); Promotion of 
products or services (FI=21% vs. GR=50%, P=.024).  When Accountability of the Finnish and 
Greek websites was compared, only one statistically significant difference was found, Authorship, 
which was mentioned more often in the Greek than in the Finnish websites (FI=21% vs. GR=47%, 
P=.04). There were no statistically significant differences in the Aesthetics quality indicator for the 
Finnish and Greek websites. When the Content of the websites was compared, the only statistically 
significant difference between countries was the provided information about diagnosis (FI=71% vs. 
GR=18%, P<.001). Overall, proportionate to the potential range of scoring, the highest scoring 
quality indicator was Aesthetics of the websites (2.6 out of 4), followed by Accountability (3.33 out 
of 9) and Interactivity (1.79 out of 5) (Figure 2). 
 
Regarding the Finnish and Greek online schizophrenia-related videos, after comparing the attitudes 
presented towards schizophrenia, no statistically significant difference was found. Dangerousness 
was the most diverse attitude, but not statistically significant (FIN=17% vs. GR=39%, P=.12). 
Dangerousness was apparent in the Finnish videos as: recounting of a violent situation (aural),  
hammer smashes egg and blood  coming out (visual); while in the Greek videos as: broken screen 
(visual), stabbings (visual), screams (aural), dead bodies (visual), guns (visual), ‘I am schizo, I hit 
from below’ (aural/song lyrics), dragging someone by the feet (visual). In the Finnish videos the 
most prevalent attitude was neutral/objective views and dangerousness (Figure 3, left word cloud).  
In the Greek videos the most prevalent attitude was dangerousness, obsessive love, then 
neutral/objective, and that people with mental illness belong in a distorted world/irrational (Figure 
3, right word cloud). When the general presentation of schizophrenia in the videos was compared, 
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both Finnish and Greek videos tended to be mostly negative (FIN=19, 79% vs. GR=24, 86%), with 
no statistically significant difference (P=.72). About a fifth of the Finnish videos (n=5, 21%) and 
less in the Greek videos (n=4, 14%) tended to present schizophrenia in a positive/neutral way.  
      

 
Figure 3. Word clouds of most common attitudes towards schizophrenia presented in the videos 
(bigger word size denotes higher prevalence of the specific attitude)  
 
 

5.3  Computer/Internet use, attitudes toward computer/Internet, and eHealth 
literacy among Finnish and Greek people with SSD (Paper III) 

5.3.1  Prevalence of Internet use for general and health-related purposes among people with 
SSD (Paper III) 

 
Among all participants, 32% were never Internet users (FI=14, 11% vs. GR=60, 59%), 5% were 
previous Internet users (FI=3, 2% vs. GR=8, 8%), and 63% were current Internet users (FI=111, 
87% vs. GR=33, 33%). More than half of the Internet users in each country group (N=81, 56%, 
FI=61, 55%, GR=20, 61%) used the Internet for health-related purposes, such as, to search for 
health-related information, communicate with health professionals about health-related issues, and 
communicate with other users about health-related issues. 
 

5.3.2  Attitudes toward computer/Internet among never computer/Internet users (Paper III) 
 
Attitudes toward computer/Internet (ATC/IQ), specifically participants’ self-rated efficacy and 
interest for computer/Internet were measured. Finnish participants, on average, reported a neutral 
level (‘undecided’) of efficacy with mean score 2.93 (SD=0.81) out of maximum 5 and mean score 
of interest 2.60 (SD=0.67) out of maximum 5. Greek participants’ efficacy scored similarly to their 
Finnish counterparts at 3.06 (SD=0.86), however, their interest scored much higher at 3.16 
(SD=0.50). What Finnish (Figure 4) and Greek participants (Figure 5) reported in each ATC/IQ 
item are shown below. 
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Figure 4. Finnish group’s responses (%) for the Attitudes Toward Computer/Internet Questionnaire 

 

 
Figure 5. Greek group’s responses (%) for the Attitudes Toward Computer/Internet Questionnaire 
 

5.3.3  eHealth literacy among previous and current computer/Internet users (Paper III) 
 
The mean score of the eHealth literacy (eHEALS) was 27.05 (SD=5.36) out of maximum 40 for the 
Finnish group. For the Greek group eHealth literacy scored at 23.15 (SD=7.23). What Finnish 
(Figure 6) and Greek participants (Figure 7) reported in each eHEALS item are shown below. 
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Figure 6. Finnish group’s responses (%) for the eHealth literacy scale 

 
Figure 7. Greek group’s responses (%) for the eHealth literacy scale 
 

5.3.4  Internet use patterns among current computer/Internet users (Paper III) 
 
Almost all of the Finnish Internet users had Internet connection at home (n=106; 95%), and had had an 
email address (n=104; 94%). Most of them they used the Internet at least once per day (n=85; 77%), 
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while sometimes found it easy to locate the website and the information they were looking for on the 
Internet (n=67; 60%). The top reasons of Internet use were: to do banking online/pay bills (n=101; 
91%), search for information online (not health-related) (n=98; 88%), and send/receive email (n=91; 
82%) (Figure 8). The most frequent reason which made Internet use harder for them, was difficulty in 
concentration for long periods of time (n=31, 28%). The majority of Greek Internet users had Internet 
connection at home (n=27; 82%), and a few accessed the Internet through their mobile phones or 
tablets (n=4), at work (n=1), Internet café (n=1), or a family/friends’ house (n=1). Most of them had 
had an email address (n=29; 88%), where using the Internet at least once per day (n=23; 23%), and 
found it always easy finding the website and the information they were looking for on the Internet 
(n=12; 36%). The top reasons of Internet use were: research for information about topics of interest 
(not health-related) (n=30; 91%), watch videos (including YouTube) (n=30; 91), and use social 
networking websites and/or dating sites (n=25; 76%) (Figure 8). The most frequent reason which made 
Internet use harder for them, was difficulty in concentration for long periods of time (n=11, 33%). 

 

 
Figure 8. Reasons for Internet use (%) in the Finnish and Greek group 
 

5.3.5  Differences regarding computer/Internet use between country groups (Paper III) 
 
Internet use was found to be statistically different by country (P<.001), with a higher rate of use 
among the Finnish group.  Regarding attitudes toward computer/Internet, Interest, was statistically 
significant different (P=.018), with the Greek sample reporting higher interest towards learning 
about computer/Internet. Efficacy (the other component of ATC/IQ) was not found significantly 
different. eHealth literacy was found to be statistically significant different between country groups, 
higher in the Finnish group. Among current Internet users, when comparing the Finnish with the 
Greek group, several statistically significant differences were found concerning: Internet at home 
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(P=.02) and use in other places (P=.02), frequency (P<.0001) and reasons of Internet use, and 
easiness to locate information and website (P<.0001). 
 
As of the eHealth literacy (eHEALS) among previous and current Internet users, the Finnish 
group’s eHEALS score was Mean=27.05 (SD=5.36) out of maximum of 40. Whereas, the Greek 
group’s score was lower Mean=23.15 (SD=7.23), and statistically significantly different between 
countries (P<.0001). As of Internet use patterns among current Internet users, differences between 
country groups were found in: location of Internet access (P=.02), frequency of Internet use 
(P=.03), send/receive email (P=.001), do banking online/pay bills (P<.0001), play games online 
(P<.0001), watch videos (P=.03), use social networking/dating sites (P=.03). 
 
 

5.4  Research evidence on the effectiveness of social media interventions for 
people with SSD (Paper IV) 

 
People with SSD from both included studies appeared to be engaged in the social media 
interventions. Study participants were recruited from staff at in- and outpatient psychiatric care 
units and psychiatric rehabilitation centers (Rotondi et al., 2005, 2010) and from websites and e-
newslists targeting individuals with mental illnesses (Kaplan et al., 2011). The Rotondi and 
colleagues study (Rotondi et al., 2005, 2010) participants (N=31) were diagnosed with 
schizophrenia or schizoaffective disorder (DSM-IV criteria; APA, 2013). In the Rotondi et al. 
study, participants were randomized into: 1) a telehealth intervention group, or 2) the usual care 
group. This study aimed to evaluate the feasibility of a telehealth psychoeducation intervention for 
persons with schizophrenia and their family members. The main result of that study was that when 
compared with the control group, persons with schizophrenia in the telehealth intervention group 
had significantly less perceived stress and showed a trend toward greater perceived social support. 
However, there were no significant differences in outcome variables between the support persons in 
the telehealth and the control group. 
 
In the Kaplan and colleagues study (Kaplan et al., 2011), participants (N=300) were diagnosed with 
schizophrenia spectrum or affective disorder. Participants were randomized into one of three groups: 
1) experimental peer support LISTSERV (in which individuals communicated anonymously with one 
another using a group distribution email list, and participants were encouraged at study entrance to 
read and respond to email messages); 2) experimental peer support bulletin board (in which 
participants were given instructions on how to create a username and password and login to the 
bulletin board that was accessible only to them); or 3) a waitlist control condition. This study aimed to 
determine the impact of unmoderated, unstructured Internet peer support, similar to what is naturally 
occurring on the Internet, on the well-being of individuals with psychiatric disabilities. Interventions 
of the studies included interactivity and social media (peer-directed LISTSERV group, or Bulletin 
board group), as well as specific outcomes (Table 5). The main result of that study was that 
participation in an unmoderated, unstructured Internet LISTSERV or Bulletin board peer support 
group for individuals with psychiatric disabilities did not seem to enhance well-being. 
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The effectiveness of the social media interventions was investigated by a meta-analysis, performed 
to both studies (Rotondi et al., 2005, 2010; Kaplan et al., 2011). Comparisons for social support 
after six months from baseline showed some improvement in the treatment as usual group (P=.03, 
MD=0.22, 95% CI 0.02 to 0.42). When self-rated stress was compared six months from baseline, 
Rotondi et al. (2005) study reported some effects in the social media intervention group (P=.01, 
MD=-0.51, 95% Cl -0.9 to -0.12). Regarding self-management, Kaplan and colleagues (2011) 
compared self-management between groups after 4 and 12 months from baseline. They found that 
the treatment as usual group was slightly more effective than the social media group (P=.00, 
MD=0.07, 95% CI 0.07 to 0.089).  
 
Moreover, Kaplan and colleagues (2011) compared quality of life after 4 and 12 months from 
baseline and reported that participants in the social media group, had significantly higher QoL 
scores than participants in the control group (P=.00, MD=0.15, 95% CI 0.14 to 0.17). Generally, 
social media use was found to be less effective than treatment as usual. Nevertheless, there was not 
enough evidence to draw a definite conclusion. The methodological quality of the two studies 
varied. Incomplete details in reporting the sequence generation and allocation concealment 
decreases the methodological quality of both studies. Neither study was blinded, nor was an attempt 
made at blinding because of the nature of the intervention. Selective reporting may be possible as 
study protocols were not available.  

Table 5. Outcomes of the included studies and potential improvement from social media 
interventions 
Outcomes  Rotondi et al. study Improvement Kaplan et al. study Improvement 
Symptoms  Scale for the Assessment 

of Positive Symptoms  
- The Hopkins Symptom 

Checklist (HSCL) 
- 

Knowledge 
level 

Knowledge About 
Schizophrenia Instrument  

- - - 

Recovery - - The recovery 
assessment scale, RAS 

- 

Quality of life - - The Quality of Life 
Interview (QoL) 

Social media group, 
had significantly 
higher QoL scores 
than control group 
(P=.00, MD=0.15, 
95% CI 0.14 to 
0.17). 

Empowerment - - The Empowerment 
Scale 

- 

Social support  Perceived social support  Some improvement in 
the treatment as usual 
group (P=.03, MD=0.22, 
95% CI 0.02 to 0.42) 

The Medical Outcome 
Study (MOS) 

- 

Stress  Self-rated stress Some effects in the 
social media 
intervention group 
(P=.01, MD=-0.51, 95% 
Cl -0.9 to -0.12) 

- - 
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5.5  Overview of study results 
 
The main hypothesis of the study was that there would be major differences between the two 
countries (in favour of Finnish) since they are two European, but yet, diverse countries with Finland 
being more technologically advanced. The main results were in some cases unexpected since: 1) 
both Finnish and Greek language online schizophrenia-related health information, were found to be 
of low quality, without many major differences; 2) the presentation of schizophrenia in online 
Finnish and Greek language videos tended to be negative without important differences between the 
Finnish and Greek languages; 3) computer/Internet use among Finnish people with SSD was more 
prevalent than their Greek counterparts, while Finns scored higher also in eHealth literacy and 
lower in attitudes toward computer/Internet (interest); 4) to date, there is no clear evidence about the 
effectiveness of social media interventions for people with SSD.  

Consequently, based on the study results we could summarize that: 
1)  first-generated online mental health information, and first-generated online videos related to 

schizophrenia, provide inadequate health information, while many are unreliable, 
misleading, even stigmatizing. This alone, does not prove there are no high quality mental 
health information online, but brings to our attention that when mental health-related search 
terms are searched online, webpages with low quality come up, and related videos instead of 
informing about mental illness, tend to promote stigmatizing views about schizophrenia and 
psychosis.  

2) people with SSD in two distant European countries exhibit different Internet use patterns, 
attitudes towards computer/Internet, and eHealth literacy levels. Never Internet users, 
exhibited moderate interest and efficacy towards computer/Internet (as measured in 
ATC/IQ), with the Greek group scoring a bit higher than the Finnish group, and significantly 
higher regarding interest. People did not use the Internet either because they believed they 
did not need it (majority of the Greek group) or due to cost (majority of Finnish group). 
Previous and current Internet users had moderate scores in eHealth literacy, which means 
that it is very likely they cannot find, access and evaluate online health information 
accurately. However, the Finnish group scored significantly higher in eHealth literacy than 
the Greek group. The majority of Internet users accessed the Internet from home, had an 
email address, used it at least once per day, and used it for Web 2.0 activities (i.e. watch 
videos, for social networking and/or dating websites). More than half of current Internet 
users, accessed the Internet for health-related purposes (i.e. research health-related 
information, communicate with health professionals about health-related issues, 
communicate with other users about health-related issues). Moreover, more than half search 
for online health information, most of them find it always or most of the times easy to locate 
the website they want, and the most prevalent problem hardening Internet use was their 
difficulty concentrating for long periods. 

3) based on the two included RCT studies of the systematic review (as of June 2015), the use 
of social media interventions for people with SSD tended to be generally less effective than 
treatment as usual. Nevertheless, there was not enough evidence to draw a definite 
conclusion, since only two studies fulfilled the inclusion criteria, they were both from the 
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same country (USA), and their methodological quality varied. Consequently, clear evidence 
for the effectiveness of social media mental health interventions is still inconclusive. 

 
 

In Figure 9 below, an overview of the main study results are visualized based on the research questions. 
 

 
Figure 9. Main study results 
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6. DISCUSSION 
 
In this chapter, study results will be given meaning by relating them to past research, and by 
reporting practice interpretations and opinions. First, the main results are discussed and explain 
how they answer the research questions, and how they fit in with the existing knowledge on the 
topic. Second, limitations and weaknesses are discussed in order to explain how they may affect the 
validity and reliability of the findings. Third, principal implications of the study are discussed, and 
the importance of how the results influence our knowledge and understanding of the problems being 
examined; and finally, recommendations for future research are provided.  
 
 

6.1  Discussion of main results 

6.1.1  Online schizophrenia-related health information in the Finnish and Greek languages 
 

It was hypothesized that the mental health information retrieved from Finnish language websites 
would be of better quality when compared with Greek language websites. We expected Finnish 
language websites to score higher in each indicator, thus be of higher overall quality, based on the 
assumption that Finland is shown to be a world leader in innovation and technology and more 
technologically advanced than Greece (Eurostat, 2012, 2016). However, the top generated websites 
appearing from schizophrenia-related Google searches, scored low in all website quality indicators 
for both languages. Notably, it appears that Finnish and Greek Internet users who search for 
schizophrenia and related conditions online, access websites of similar, low, quality, lacking in 
good quality of mental health information.  
 
Our findings showed that Finnish and Greek schizophrenia-related websites were inadequate on all 
assessed quality indicators. Similarly, a review of 23 studies investigating the quality of mental 
disorder information websites, reported similar results (Reavley & Jorm, 2011). Another study, 
assessing information about antipsychotic medication on UK schizophrenia websites was basic and 
incomplete (Akram et al., 2010). On the other hand, a more recent study assessing the quality of 
online information related to mental disorders (Grohol et al., 2014), found that popular search 
engines (Google and Bing) appear to offer generally reliable results, pointing to mostly good quality 
mental health websites. The same study, found readability of the websites should be improved, 
which is in line with our results. In our study, the Health on the Net certification logo (HONCode) 
was absent in the most websites. On the other hand, some researchers find certification logos to be 
of limited value because they have unreliable policing and taking follow-up action when notified of 
violations (Grohol, 2015). Therefore, it is risky to recommend relying on any certification code as a 
symbol that the website meets any type of minimal standards (Grohol, 2015).  
 
Various studies confirm that whenever someone searches for (mental) health information online, 
he/she starts from a search engine, most likely Google Search. Clearly, the most popular search 
engines could facilitate the delivery of high quality health websites by adjusting the search 
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algorithm whenever a medical term is being searched. As a matter of fact, Google has recently 
announced that they are considering altering their search algorithm for health information (Verel, 
2015). This will be a great improvement into empowering Internet users to find more easily reliable 
health information. Nevertheless, Google’s country specific versions (other than in English 
language) could follow Google USA’s example (Feufel & Stahl, 2012), where they partnered with 
the National Institute of Health to generate relevant health-related information in response to 
consumers’ searches (Andrews, 2010). Nevertheless, judging from our findings it is important to 
stress that we do not imply that high quality mental health information, thus websites, are not 
already available online, but the issue here is how the average Internet user can easily access those 
high-quality information in a simple search since the top-generated results in the Finnish and Greek 
languages tend to be of average or low quality. Further, readability of websites is of great 
significance, since it is important that available health-related information is understandable and can 
be accessed without too much effort (Eriksson-Backa et al., 2012). 
 
It is interesting to cite here a passage from ‘e-Patient Dave’ (deBronkart, 2015), a cancer patient and 
blogger who became an activist for healthcare transformation through participatory medicine and 
personal health data rights: “Listen, people: Googling does not mean I think I’m a doctor. It’s a sign 
of being an engaged, empowered “e-patient.”  I partner with great doctors – I don’t tell them what 
to do. And they welcome me doing itˮ. “In 2014 the Belgian government got this spectacularly 
wrong: their insulting misinformed “Don’t google it” commercials say at the end, “Don’t google it. 
Check a reliable source.” They’re not mutually exclusive! “It’s absolutely, demonstrably wrong for 
a doctor to think that doctors know everything that needs to be known and patients can’t possibly 
know anything useful. To the contrary, not googling can bring deathˮ. “You can google and check 
a professional source. Googling is a sign of an engaged patient. The only reason a patient ever 
searches for information is because they’re trying to learn more! To smack that down is to 
discourage engagement. In my speeches I often say, “If someone’s trying something useful but 
they’re not good at it, coach them, don’t say ‘Stop that.’ ˮ. e-Patient Dave is an example of the great 
power Google has in informing, thus empowering, patients about their health. Hopefully in the 
future, Google’s algorithm for health-related searches will be improved, as well as in other 
languages other than English. In this way, Internet users who seek for health information online, but 
speak another language other than English, could have easier and more simple access to high 
quality health related websites. 
 
The above statements might seem to be strong, nonetheless, they describe a real situation adopted 
from the majority of health professionals. It is clear that the Internet should be recognized as a new 
medium for (mental) health information from all health professionals. A constantly increasing 
number of people will use the Internet to answer his/her (mental) health questions, thus, one of 
health professionals’ duties is to support and coach their patients in exploring and taking advantage 
of new ways to be informed about their health, in order to manage their health, adopt healthier 
lifestyles, and given the chance to be empowered, to enhance the quality of their life. Although 
health professionals’ acceptance of Google as a health information source was not the focus of the 
current study, this is a field for further investigation. 
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6.1.2  Online schizophrenia-related videos in the Finnish and Greek languages 
 
It was hypothesized that the Finnish language videos would present mental illness in a more 
objective way when compared to the Greek language ones. We expected the Finnish language 
videos to present schizophrenia/psychosis in a neutral, medically-oriented way, based on the 
assumptions that Finns are shown to be more technologically experienced than Greeks, and second, 
more mental health literate, thus more likely to have produced and shared online mental health 
videos. However, the top generated videos appearing from schizophrenia-related YouTube 
searches, showed that schizophrenia was mainly presented with negative connotations in both 
languages. Notably, it appears that Finnish and Greek Internet users, who search for schizophrenia-
related videos online, watch videos of similar, negative representations of mental illness. 
 
Our findings showed that both Finnish and Greek language videos, appearing first on a 
schizophrenia-related search on ‘YouTube’, tended not to be educational or informative and to 
present schizophrenia negatively. In other words, viewers were exposed mostly to negative attitudes 
towards mental illness. How schizophrenia and psychosis are presented specifically in online videos 
has been a neglected field, since not many related studies could be found. Our findings are similar 
to those of other studies on mental disorders assessing the presentation of schizophrenia in 
traditional mass media, such as television and films (Gabband & Gabband, 1999; Wilson et al., 
2000; Pirkis et al., 2005, 2006), or newspapers and magazines (Duckworth et al., 2003; Chopra & 
Doody, 2007; Magliano et al., 2011; Nawka et al., 2012; Thornicroft et al., 2013). Recent studies on 
the presentation of schizophrenia in online newspaper websites, report similar results such as, 
metaphoric use of schizophrenia predominately indicating incoherence/contradiction/split 
(Athanasopoulou & Välimäki, 2014). Further, in a popular online social networking service, 
Twitter, schizophrenia-related posts tend to be mostly negative, medically inappropriate and 
sarcastic (Athanasopoulou & Sakellari, 2016). Encouraging results were found in a study of 
schizophrenia-related Facebook groups, were the majority of the groups aimed to raise awareness 
and support those with schizophrenia, however negative connotations related to schizophrenia were 
not totally absent (Athanasopoulou & Sakellari, 2015). 
 
Consequently, it is important to note that this part of our study does not imply that there is a definite 
absence of educational, informative, and medically-oriented videos presenting schizophrenia in a 
neutral or positive light. We did not retrieve all online videos, but only those which were generated 
in the top results. As stated in the previous part of our study, the issue here is how the average 
Internet user can easily access informative and educational videos in a simple search, since the top-
generated results in the Finnish and Greek languages tend to be misleading and stigmatizing. 
Further, anti-stigma campaigns related to mental health are much needed in order to inform the 
public (who also happen to be Internet users) about the true dimensions of mental illness.  
 
Finally, it is clear that the misinformation, misleading concepts, and negative attitudes towards 
mental illness are evident in online videos of the most popular video-sharing website. 
Misconceptions about mental illness, lead to stigma, which leads to discrimination, to loss of social 
opportunities and, ultimately, to poor quality of life. As poor mental health has substantial personal 
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and economic impacts, and stigmatizing attitudes exacerbate these impacts (McDaid, 2008), the 
need for anti-stigma campaigns is clear.   
 

6.1.3  Computer and Internet use, attitudes toward computer/Internet and eHealth literacy 
among Finnish and Greek people with SSD 

 
It was hypothesized that the majority of Finnish participants would be computer/Internet users and 
more eHealth literate, than their Greek counterparts. These assumptions were based on the fact that 
Internet access and use are generally more prevalent in the Finnish than in the Greek population. 
Indeed, the majority of the Finnish group was current Internet users and were using the Internet 
more frequently, in contrast to the Greek group. eHealth literacy score was slightly higher in the 
Finnish sample, while perceived efficacy and interest towards computer/Internet (components of 
ATC/IQ) were higher in the Greek sample, with interest being statistically significantly higher. 
Further, more than half of Internet users from both country groups, were using the Internet for 
health-related purposes, such as research health-related information, and/or communicate with 
health professionals and/or peers. Significant differences between groups were found regarding: 
important sources of health information, reasons for never using the Internet or discontinuing use, 
reasons for Internet use (among Internet users), location and frequency of Internet use, having an 
email address, and perceived easiness to locate a website.  
 
Our findings showed that the majority of Finnish people with SSD use the Internet, while the 
majority of their Greek counterparts has never used it. Only 8% of the participants worked for pay, 
thus, this could explain why many of them responded that they had never used the Internet or 
stopped using it because of cost (9 out of 17 Finns, and 14 out of 68 Greeks).  Surprisingly, cost 
was not the first reason for non-usage for the Greek population (as in Finns), but rather their notion 
of not needing the Internet. Furthermore, our study confirmed previous findings and provided some 
new evidence as well, regarding the effect of several socio-demographic factors on 
computer/Internet use. Earlier research had shown Internet for health information has been 
somewhat less common in the south European countries (Kummervold & Wynn, 2012), however, in 
our study the Internet users of both groups seemed to use the Internet for health information 
similarly. Moreover, for the Finnish group face-to-face contact with medical professionals, and then 
the Internet, were the top sources of health information. On the other hand, for the Greek 
participants face-to-face contact with medical professionals and pharmacies were perceived to be 
the most important sources of health information. Similarly, Askola and colleagues (2010) 
identified considerable variation in the importance placed on the Internet as a source of health 
information between Finnish and Japanese first-year university students, where for Finns, family 
and the Internet were found to be the most important sources of health information, whereas for the 
Japanese were family and TV/radio.   
 
For the participants who never used the Internet, perceived efficacy towards computer/Internet 
(components of ATC/IQ) scored slightly higher in the Greek population, which means that Greeks 
perceived themselves to be more towards computer/Internet. However, the majority of the Greek 
sample did not use the Internet. This could be explained by their perception that they do not need it. 
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Other studies have also shown that people with SSD are willing and comfortable to use technology 
and eHealth services (van der Krieke et al., 2014, Forchuk et al., 2015). 
   
Among previous and current Internet users, eHealth literacy was found to be slightly higher in the 
Finnish group. A recent study in Greece, identified that eHealth literacy decreases by 23% when the 
individual ages, while increases by 53% when he or she acquires higher level of education (Xesfingi 
& Vozikis, 2016). Since the level of education of the Greek participants was lower, and their mean 
age higher than their Finnish counterparts, this could explain in part the lower eHealth scores. This 
assumption is also supported by another study, aiming to measure health information literacy 
among Finnish seniors (measured in a way inspired by the eHEALS scale), found significant 
relationships between level of education and dimensions of health information literacy. In the same 
study, some categories of elderly people were found to be more vulnerable regarding obtaining and 
use of health information, such as those with lower levels of education, poor health, and not 
interested in and active at seeking information (Eriksson-Backa et al., 2012).  
 
Among current Internet users, almost all Finns accessed the Internet from home, while the majority 
of Greeks from home, and close to about a fifth through other places, i.e. their mobile phones or 
tablets, from work, or Internet café. Generally, Finns tended to use the Internet more frequently than 
Greeks, which is in accordance with the general population where 80% of Finns use the Internet 
every day or almost every day, versus the 47% of Greeks.  
 

6.1.4  Research evidence on the effectiveness of social media interventions for people with SSD 
 
The two included studies in the review showed that social media use was found to be generally less 
effective than traditional treatment intervention. Nonetheless, due to the limited number of studies, 
there is not enough evidence to draw final conclusions. Participants of the study were active in 
therapy forums and on bulletin boards, exhibited high participation in peer support forums, while 
also other studies confirm that people with psychosis use forums and online chats, which could 
reduce the risk of isolation (Highton-Williamson et al., 2015). On the other hand, people who 
“highly participated” in social media use, were more distressed when compared to those in the “low 
participation” group. Additionally, those who reported positive experiences by social media forums 
use, felt more distressed than participants in the negative experience group. Kaplan and colleagues 
(2005) reported some clinicians’ fears that patient participation in online peer support without 
professional moderation may foster anxiety. However, a recent study by Miller and colleagues 
(2015) reports that Internet users of this population agreed that social media improves their 
interaction/socialization, create interest in receiving text messages from their doctors, and disagreed 
that these technologies worsen their symptoms. 
 
Social support, self-management, and quality of life ratings were better for the people with SSD in 
treatment as usual, than those in the social media interventions group. On the contrary, a recent 
systematic review showed that positive psychotic symptoms, hospital admissions, socialization, 
social connectedness, and medication adherence have the potential to improve via online and 
mobile-based interventions for people with psychosis (Alvarez-Jimenez et al., 2014). So, despite 
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that in the systematic review we run, it appeared that treatment as usual was more effective in many 
aspects than treatment via social media use, however, other systematic reviews reveal that online 
and mobile-based interventions have a positive impact (Alvarez-Jimenez et al., 2014). An additional 
systematic review by van der Krieke et al. (2014) supports the view that e-mental health 
interventions are at least as effective as standard mental health care.  
 
A risk of social media use for persons with prodromal or newly diagnosed psychotic disorders, may 
be that they are vulnerable to cyberstalking (Dressing et al., 2011) and Internet delusions (Catalano 
et al., 1999). Delusions as a symptom of the specific diagnosis, can also interfere with the use of 
Webcams, sensors, and other devices (Bell, et al, 2005). Consequently, more research is needed to 
investigate how vulnerable is this population in using social media in general and to what degree 
their symptoms could be negatively affected and how this can be managed. 
 
 

6.2  Reliability and validity 
 
Validity and reliability are the most important criteria in evaluating the quality of a study. 
Reliability refers to the degree of consistency or dependability with which a measurement technique 
measures a concept under investigation. Validity refers to the degree to which the study results are 
accurate and well-founded, and whether the study instrument measures accurately what it is 
intended to measure.  
 
In Paper I, unobtrusive, content analysis was performed, with an adapted coding tool which was 
used in previous studies (Griffiths & Christensen, 2000, 2002; Khazaal et al., 2008b, 2008c). The 
data was online, schizophrenia-related health information. In content analysis, reliability must be 
ensured because of the ambiguity of word meanings, categories’ definitions (Weber, 1990). Three 
types of reliability are essential for content analysis: stability (data coding remains the same if 
analysed again over time), reproducibility (or else ‘intercoder reliability’, data coding produces the 
same results among the coders), and accuracy (data coding corresponds to a standard or norm) 
(Krippendorff, 1980). To strengthen reliability and to ensure that coders had the same 
understanding about the coding, the concepts and categories, a written research protocol was given 
to both of them prior to the analysis. Then, after carefully reading it, they run a ‘pilot coding’ to a 
similar, small sample (not the same data as in the main study). To ensure stability, data was coded 
twice by the same person in two different times, where not more than five scoring errors where 
found from each coder. Then, to ensure accuracy coders discussed the reasons of their coding, so 
both would have a common understanding about the data analysis protocol, as well as, reviewed 
together the data analysis of the previous similar study (Griffiths et al., 2002) which used the same 
instrument.  
 
After the main analysis was performed, reproducibility (intercoder reliability) was ensured as 
follows. A random selection of one-fifth of the data was recoded. Then, the number of scoring 
errors (n=65) was divided by the number of coded cells (N=2538), which yield an error rate of 
2.56%. Additionally, reproducibility was assessed also separately for the Finnish and Greek 
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analysis. The percent agreement was calculated by dividing the number of observations in which 
the raters agreed by the total observations (97%). In case of scoring disagreements, they were 
resolved through discussion between the two same-language coders. Content analysis percent 
agreement for the Finnish data was 80%, and for the Greek data 83% (Lombard et al., 2002). 
Semantic validity was ensured by having both coders discussing and listing in detail the list of 
words, meanings and connotations, which belonged in each coding category. This step was 
essential, as meanings and connotations can be perceived differently from each person (Weber, 
1990). External validity (generalizability of findings) was not the goal in this part of the study, 
because the intention was to assess the 20 first-generated websites, on a specific time, under certain 
conditions (simple Google search in Finnish/Greek language). This was decided in order to acquire 
an insight on, what health information an average, Finnish or Greek-speaking, Internet user most 
likely see, when searching with schizophrenia-related search terms. Finally, since unobtrusive 
measures, thus the direct elicitation of the data was not affected by social desirability bias. In other 
words, the health information in this study possibly reflect the average Finnish/Greek-speaking 
Internet user’s experiences. 
 
In Paper II, unobtrusive, content analysis was performed, with a coding tool which was developed 
based in previous studies (Corrigan, 2004, Park et al., 2011). The data was online, schizophrenia-
related videos. The coders who made the analysis were the same as in the previous paper (Paper I), 
which was a major advantage, as both coders were familiar and experienced with the procedure 
(Weber, 1990). This was a content analysis as in the previous paper, thus, reliability and validity 
were ensured in a similar way. To strengthen reliability and to verify that coders had the same 
understanding about the coding, the concepts and categories, a written research protocol was given 
to both of them prior to the analysis. The protocol included official schizophrenia guidelines 
(Kuipers et al, 2009; Chapter 2), to ensure a shared understanding of objective, medically-oriented 
beliefs about the disorder’s symptoms and treatment. Then, after carefully reading it, they run a 
‘pilot coding’ to a similar, small sample (not the same data as in the main study). To ensure 
stability, data was coded twice by the same person in two different times, where not more than four 
scoring errors where found from each coder. Then, to ensure accuracy coders discussed the reasons 
of their coding, so both would have a common understanding about the data analysis protocol. The 
Finnish data and scoring were presented to the Greek coder and vice-versa. Each of them kept a 
record of the exact time when a belief or attitude was identified in each video component (textual, 
visual, aural), so both coders could review them carefully.  
 
Reproducibility (intercoder reliability) was examined by reanalysing half of the included data (n=12 
for Finnish; n=14 for Greek language videos) and calculating a number recoded items (cells). Out 
of the possible cells (n=135), each coder made one mistake, which yielded an almost excellent 
agreement percent between the original and re-rated data (99.99%). For scoring disagreements, 
coders gave a rationale for each coding and they were resolved through discussion. Semantic 
validity was ensured by having both coders discussing and listing in detail the list of textual, aural, 
and visual meanings and connotations, which belonged in each coding category. This step was 
essential, as meanings and connotations can be perceived differently from each person (Weber, 
1990). External validity (generalizability of findings) was not the goal in this part of the study, 
because the intention was to assess the 20 first-generated videos, on a specific time, under certain 
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conditions (simple YouTube search in Finnish/Greek language). This was decided in order to 
acquire an insight on, what videos an average, Finnish or Greek-speaking, Internet user most likely 
see, when searching with schizophrenia-related search terms. Finally, since unobtrusive measures 
were used, the direct elicitation of the data was not affected by social desirability bias. In other 
words, the health information in this study possibly reflect the average Finnish/Greek-speaking 
Internet user’s experiences. 
 
In Paper III, a cross-sectional survey was performed, with an adapted structured questionnaire 
from a previous study (Choi & DiNitto, 2013). The data derived from the answers of adults with 
SSD. The reliability and validity of the instrument and the survey were ensured as follows. 
Reliability is a fundamental way to reflect the amount of error apparent in any instrument (Streiner 
& Norman, 2003). Reliability was judged based on the instrument’s degree of reliability when 
applied to this specific population under certain conditions. Internal consistency reliability (how 
well a test addresses different constructs and delivers reliable scores) of the items in each subscale 
(ATC/IQ, eHEALS) was calculated with the Cronbach α statistic. The internal consistency of the 
ATC/IQ subscale was found to be good/acceptable. In particular for the Efficacy subscale of 
ATC/IQ, Chronbach’s α was .78 in the Finnish and α=.80 in the Greek sample. For the Interest 
subscale of ATC/IQ, Chronbach’s α was .52 in the Finnish sample and α=.76 in the Greek sample. 
The internal consistency of the eHEALS subscale was good (Cronbach α=.86 in both Finnish and 
Greek sample), and comparable to reliability estimates reported in previous studies (Norman & 
Skinner, 2006; Choi & DiNitto, 2013). Face validity of the overall questionnaire (consisting of the 
above subscales) was generated from a number of sources, discussion with experts, and review of 
relevant literature (Rattray & Jones, 2007). Nonetheless, the same questionnaire (in English 
language) was used by Choi & DiNitto (2013).  
 
Credibility, refers to confidence in the truth of the data, how well the data and data analysis process 
address the intended focus (Polit et al., 2001, Polit & Beck, 2010), was taken into consideration 
when sampling was conducted. The participants had personal experience of SSD diagnosis. In both 
countries, during patient recruitment a selection bias (Burns & Grove, 2005) could not be excluded. 
Patients who were not asked to participate or did not want to participate may have differed in some 
important way from the patients included in the study. Social desirability bias (tendency of 
participants to respond in a more socially desirable or acceptable way rather responding by 
reflecting their true thoughts or feelings) could not be excluded either (Hine, 2011). Researcher 
credibility is another aspect of credibility (Polit et al., 2001). In Greece, participants could select to 
be interviewed (instead of filling the questionnaire independently). Interviews were conducted and 
analysed by one researcher who was conscious that her involvement in the data collection might 
possibly affect her pre-understanding of the topic of interest, and thus tried to minimize the 
influence when analysing the data (Polit & Beck, 2010). Moreover, regarding credibility, the 
interview situation was kept unhurried and the interviewer helped the patients to describe their 
perceptions if further explanation was needed. Interviewing the patients more than once would 
perhaps have increased credibility (Tobin & Begley, 2004), however, this was not possible for 
practical reasons. 
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Dependability refers to the data stability over time and over conditions (Polit et al., 2001; Polit & 
Beck, 2010). Considering the symptomatology of SSD which can vary greatly from each person and 
in any given time period, dependability could not be ensured. Especially, for the Greek data 
collection, where the researcher was an integral component of the study process and thus the 
researcher’s own actions inevitably impacted upon the study findings (Horsburg, 2003). However, 
the study is possible to be repeated producing similar results (Holloway & Wheeler, 2002). To 
enhance the dependability of the study the instrument used and its categories were discussed with 
the supervisor and a group of doctoral students (Graneheim & Lundman, 2004; Silverman, 2013).  
 
Confirmability deals with the objectivity and neutrality of the data (Polit et al., 2001; Graneheim & 
Lundman, 2004; Polit & Beck, 2010). The data was not collected from the work environment of the 
researcher. Moreover, confirmability was increased by describing the analysis process in detail. In 
the categorization process, patients’ original utterances and expressions were used as far as 
possible. Participants’ recognition of the findings would be one aspect to improve confirmability 
(Graneheim & Lundman, 2004), but for practical reasons it was not possible.  
 
Statistical conclusion validity concerns that relationship and differences drawn from statistical 
analysis are on accurate reflection of reality (Burns & Grove, 2005). In this study the sample size 
was quite large (N=229; FI=128, GR=101) and selection of statistical tests was confirmed by a 
statistician, which increased the statistical conclusion validity (Burns & Grove, 2005; Polit & Beck, 
2010).  A big study limitation was that sociodemographic characteristics between the two country 
groups were very different, however, multivariable analysis analyses adjusted by socio-
demographics such as gender, age, level of education and duration of the disease, strengthened the 
study. 
 
External validity, which concerns the degree to which the study results can be generalized to other 
samples or settings (Burns & Grove, 2005; Polit & Beck, 2010), was threatened because of the 
selection bias (who is included and who is not). More specifically, out of the 747 patients (FI=360, 
GR=387) who fulfilled the inclusion criteria, many were not asked to participate (FI=104, 
GR=254), while many Finnish eligible participants refused to participate (FI=118, GR=32). 
Performance bias (differences between conditions other than the ones of interest, e.g. running 
people in condition one in the morning and condition two in the afternoon) was also apparent 
considering the nature of the disorder, and situational specifics, such as: treatment conditions, time, 
location, lighting, noise, the presence of others or the investigator, timing, scope and extent of 
measurement. A main problem limiting the external validity of the findings was that participants 
were recruited from one organisation in each country, and in the Greek sample some participants 
were also from rural areas. However, a strength was that the data collection instrument does not 
require a lot of time to be filled and is transferrable to other groups or settings. On the other hand, 
detection bias (how the outcomes measures are coded and interpreted, blinding participant’s 
condition) was controlled, since data were coded in a way in which the investigator could not 
identify the participants. (Steckler, & McLeroy, 2008).  
 
Internal validity was threatened because the selected participants -chosen by the treating psychiatric 
nurse (Finland) or psychiatrist (Greece) and due to their psychiatric condition- may differ in some 
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important way from those not selected (Burns & Grove 2005). Moreover, the data was collected 
from patients in outpatient services and inpatient setting (Greece) at the end of their hospital period. 
Thus they were quite stable, even compared with outpatients. However, the characteristics of the 
sample may not be representative of all patients with SSD.  
 
In Paper IV, a systematic review and meta-analysis were performed. The data was previous studies 
related to the effectiveness of social media interventions to people with SSD. The reliability and 
validity assessment was made as follows. First, the methodological quality of the included studies 
was assessed and, second, the validity of the review was evaluated. In the systematic review, the 
validity of the included studies was confirmed with the RevMan program (2008) risk of bias table. 
This table consisted of six questions: 1) Random sequence generation, 2) Allocation concealment, 
3) Blinding, 4) Incomplete outcome data, 5) Selective reporting and, 6) Other. Potential answers to 
these questions were: 1) Low risk of bias, 2) Unclear risk of bias, or 3) High risk of bias. The risk of 
bias table is presented in more detail in Figure 6 in Paper IV (Higgins & Green, 2011.) Furthermore, 
the methodological quality of the included studies varied. Despite the fact that randomisation of the 
included studies was mentioned, no detailed description about the randomisation process was 
presented. This raised the question if the randomisation was done appropriately in all the studies, 
which could lower the validity of the results presented. Furthermore, a high risk of reporting bias 
was identified because of missing outcomes or non-availability of study protocols.  
 
Second, regarding the validity of this systematic review; the detailed terms for each database and 
the searches were made by an information specialist at the University of Turku. Thus, the literature 
was searched with a systematic, structured approach, screening and reviewing studies. Data 
extraction was made with standardized forms guided by the Cochrane Handbook for Intervention 
Studies (Higgins & Green, 2011). Additionally, the search area was kept large enough to capture all 
possible studies in the scope of the inclusion criteria. Although all possible effort was made to find 
relevant literature, the findings of this review could be deemed by selective reporting missing some 
relevant study. Only two studies (three records) fulfilled the inclusion criteria. Using English 
language studies might have resulted in our results being biased toward Western countries. It is 
possible that analysis of studies produced in languages other than English could yield different 
findings. With both studies originating from the United States, it is unclear if the same findings 
would be reflected in other countries or cultures. Finally, to ensure that the reporting of the 
systematic review was done appropriately, the QUOROM statement checklist for reporting 
randomized controlled trials in systematic review was used, as well as, the PRISMA flow chart, to 
illustrate the search process (Moher et al., 2009).  
 
 

6.3  Implications of the study  
 
Fifty-five years ago, on May 31, 1961, Leonard Kleinrock reported his initial idea about the Internet 
in his dissertation entitled “Information Flow in Large Communication Netsˮ. More than half a 
century later, when the Internet is well-established in our everyday life and continuously growing, 
the information provided through the Internet is freely available to anyone with a connection. 
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Health and mental health information provided online (through texts, images, infographics, videos, 
user-generated content, etc.) are growing day by day. Open to everyone, but the question here is 
how this information can be used in a safe and effective way in order to empower Internet users, 
especially those whose cognitive skills are affected by their diagnosis –as those with SSD. How this 
information can be easily accessed and understood from people with SSD in order to create 
autonomy and serve their needs? In an attempt to answer this question some implications are made 
below deriving from this study.  
 

6.3.1  Implications for practice 
 
Our study showed that online, top-generated, schizophrenia-related health information are of low 
quality, while schizophrenia-related videos promote stigmatizing depictions about SSD, both in the 
Finnish and in the Greek language. There is a need of high quality easily found mental health 
information, and informative, medically-oriented schizophrenia-related videos. We, health 
professionals, are frequent Internet users. Many of us, use social media and video-sharing 
platforms, and create user-generated content. Thus, health professionals who are more experienced 
Internet users could create and upload content which provides reliable information about 
schizophrenia and related conditions. A starting point is knowing the various quality indicators of a 
health-related website (e.g. accountability, interactivity, aesthetics, content, etc.) and trying to 
satisfy those indicators they produce health-related content and publish it online. Even sharing 
related information, like details about clinics or evidence-based new treatments, could have an 
impact. On the other hand, whenever unreliable or stigmatizing health information or videos are 
found online, they can be reported to the webmaster or flagged as inappropriate. This has the 
potential to gradually remove the inappropriate content from the Internet, and minimize the 
stigmatizing content related to mental illness.  
 
eHealth literacy was found moderate and significantly lower among Greek participants. This means 
that patients are not good in finding and judging which (mental) health information is reliable and 
trustworthy. They are not trained on how to find high quality health information on the Internet, in 
order to apply them in their everyday health-related choices. This prevents them from being 
empowered and gaining more control over their diagnosis. Especially among the Finnish 
population, were almost all participants with SSD used the Internet. Health professionals can 
discuss the use of online health information and other resources with patients, as well as, discuss 
strategies for safe online navigation in order for the patients to gain maximum benefit. 
 
Based on the assessed studies of the systematic review, social media mental health interventions did 
not seem to be more effective than treatment as usual. However, findings could not be conclusive, 
and do not imply that social media interventions cannot be effective in general. Especially when 
other types of social media can also be tested (not only peer support LISTSERV or Bulletin boards, 
and forums in a psychoeducation website) and in different countries (considering that both included 
studies were from USA). In addition, since there is a constantly increasing number of social media 
users, social media interventions will become more familiar to its users. Hence, as stated above, 
health professionals can explore the various social media currently available, familiarize themselves 
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with their functions and potential use in the field of health and well-being, and try to contribute to 
the creation and distribution of high quality mental health content online.  
 

6.3.2  Implications for administration and ICT specialists 
 
Our study showed that online, top-generated, schizophrenia-related health information are of low 
quality, both in the Finnish and in the Greek language. Accountability (information on who wrote 
the health-related content), interactivity (easiness of interaction with webmaster), and aesthetics 
(appearance) of websites were of low quality. ICT providers are not responsible about the content of 
websites, thus whenever they create health-related content, they must be in close cooperation with 
health care professionals and generate online content and websites which satisfy all quality criteria. 
Importantly, in order for people with SSD to understand the information they read online, 
professionals must be aware of the possible cognitive restrictions of those who would potentially 
read the health information. On the whole, the content should not only mention the creator of the 
information (accountability-name, affiliation, etc.), provide clear contact information (interactivity) 
and simple, well-structured website appearance (aesthetics); but also make the information easy to 
find, read and understand. This last implication is particularly important, considering in addition the 
low eHealth literacy of this population. 
 
As a matter of fact, ministries and health organizations could realize the popularity of social media, 
and instead of blocking social media access to their employees (i.e. in hospitals), they could 
promote their use for the creation of mental health content online. Considering that some of the 
study participants used the Internet to communicate with health professionals, administrators could 
support the possible interactions in cases when users seek for further health information. Targeted 
and tailored interventions for relevant patient–consumer segments, and further suggests appropriate 
strategies for training the health illiterate part of the population. Formal guidelines about safe 
Internet navigation for (mental) health-related purposes have not yet been established. This 
initiative would be of great value, if also translated in various languages and adopted by 
professional organizations.  
 
It is essential to note that a global approach is needed, meaning that Internet users come from 
around the globe, thus schizophrenia-related health information searches are not only in the English 
language. Search algorithms of the most popular websites (like Google and YouTube and their 
country specific versions) can be adapted to produce high quality (mental) health information. 
Easily found, reliable mental health information presented through text, images, infographics, and 
videos are the key for mental health empowerment. A possible solution could be through the co-
operation of each country’s Ministry of Health or other governmental organizations with the teams 
of highly accessed websites. The Ministry of Health could be responsible in producing, and 
updating high quality (mental) health information, while the most popular search engines and social 
networking websites, would ensure that those would be among the top results. In this way, first, 
reliable, up-to-date (mental) health content will be available online, and second, this content would 
be easily accessible since it would be among the top results. 
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6.3.3 Implications for education 
 
Mental health professionals need to be educated and be aware on how their patients tend to search 
for (mental) health information online, how someone can judge which online (mental) health 
information and which quality criteria of a website offering (mental) health information, is reliable. 
By acquiring this knowledge, (mental) health professionals can show to their patients, who use the 
Internet, how to judge the reliability and trustworthiness of the information they find online. Being 
aware of a website’s quality criteria, (mental) health professionals could potentially create reliable 
(mental) health-related online content, which satisfies these criteria and makes it a reliable source of 
(mental) health information. The study curriculum of (mental) health professionals could be 
updated, in order to offer various high level courses on eHealth education, not only meet minimum 
requirements. Additionally, continuing education eHealth programs could be organized by (mental) 
health organizations, since the field of eHealth is constantly evolving. 
 
People with SSD need education and training in order to acquire the essential skills to find, read, 
and understand online (mental) health information. In other words, to improve their eHealth literacy 
at a sufficient level, in order to use the information they find online, in their everyday health-related 
choices, and thus, improve their well-being and empower them. Patient associations and/or 
outpatient services could offer these trainings, moderated by (mental) health professionals who are 
experts in ICT and user experience. 
 
The general public needs to be educated about the harm of spreading false, inaccurate and negative 
depictions of mental disorders, to people with SSD. Not many people have ever met a person with 
SSD. However, the majority of the Finnish and Greek population uses the Internet. Online videos 
present stigmatizing attitudes about SSD. Thus, many people access those videos and potentially 
adopt negative stereotypes about mental disorders. Educating them about what mental disorders 
really are, how people with SSD feel, and how isolated they can become if they frequently face 
these stigmatizing views, there is a potential of positive impact. Starting from modifying the school 
curriculum in order to include mental illness awareness seminars among students, could be 
valuable. In addition, online campaigns targeting to raise awareness about mental illness could be of 
use. 
 
Popular technology companies, such as Google Inc, need to be aware of the potential harm of 
promoting false and negative depictions about mental disorders in various languages, not only in 
English. Their webmasters should be able to provide assistance in any language whenever a content 
is flagged or reported as harmful.  
 
To conclude, in order for eHealth to be effectively adopted from people with SSD in the future, 
various sectors and stakeholders need to cooperate (healthcare providers and organizations, ICT 
experts, administrators, educators, even the average Internet user) and a plethora of aspects to be 
considered. For example, being aware of critical website design elements/quality indicators, 
development of patient centered systems, user-led approach driven by the needs and preferences of 
people with SSD. 
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6.4  Suggestions for future research 
 
 
Based on the study findings future research could: 
 

1) Explore if, and to what extent online schizophrenia-related health information support 
(mental) health-related choices of people with SSD.  

2) Systematically review the literature, identify related studies and create official guidelines 
about safe Internet navigation for (mental) health-related purposes in various languages. 
Then, train people with SSD to use these guidelines and test their effectiveness in practice. 

3) Explore if, and to what extent: a) online negative portrayals/depictions of mental illness 
reinforce self-stigma among people with SSD, and b) promote public stigma towards mental 
illness for the average Internet user. 

4) Measure the impact of eHealth trainings to people with SSD and focus if higher eHealth 
literacy improves their (mental) health-related choices. 

5) Explore in depth the six core health literacies (traditional, Information, media, health, 
computer, and scientific literacy) of people with SSD. 

6) Explore the effectiveness of mental health interventions through various social media, in 
RCT studies among people with SSD. 
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7. CONCLUSION 
 
The goal of the study was to describe online schizophrenia-related health information and videos, to 
investigate and compare eHealth use among adults with SSD in Finland and Greece, and to 
investigate the effectiveness of social media interventions for people with SSD. In a northern 
European country like Finland, the majority of the top-generated, easily retrieved online, 
schizophrenia-related health information is of low quality. The top-generated, easily retrieved, 
schizophrenia-related videos, present mostly false and negative depictions towards the illness over 
the Internet. The majority of Finnish people with SSD use the Internet, most of them on a daily 
basis. A bit more than half use social networking websites, more watch videos online, while more 
than half use the Internet for health-related purposes. Previous and current Internet users’ eHealth 
literacy is moderate, with a room for improvement. Never Internet users’ attitudes towards 
computer/Internet are average. Similarly, in a Southern European country like Greece, the majority of 
the top-generated, easily retrieved online schizophrenia-related health information are of low 
quality. The easily retrieved schizophrenia-related online videos, mostly present false and negative 
depictions towards the illness. In contrast with Finns, the majority of Greek people with SSD do not 
use the Internet. A third uses the Internet, mostly once per day. The majority of Greek Internet users 
access social networking websites and almost all watch online videos, while more than half use the 
Internet for health-related purposes. Previous and current Internet users’ eHealth literacy is 
moderate, with a room for improvement. Never Internet users’ attitudes towards computer/Internet 
are average. Consequently, since more than half of Internet users with SSD use the Internet for 
health-related purposes, easy access to high quality online mental health information in various 
languages is needed. The eHealth literacy skills of this population need to be improved. To date, the 
effectiveness of social media mental health interventions for people with SSD is unclear.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 Acknowledgements 65 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
 
This study was carried out at the Department of Nursing Science, University of Turku, Finland, 
during the years 2010-2016, in which, many people have supported and encouraged me. In these 
pages I wish to express my profound gratitude to them, even though words are poor to describe how 
grateful I feel, and in a few lines it is impossible to name everyone individually.  
 
I would like to express my deepest gratitude to my first supervisor, Professor Maritta Välimäki, 
PhD, who carried the main responsibility of guiding me throughout the long research process. Her 
wise advice and help have been extremely important for me. Without her encouragement this 
dissertation would have never been completed. She has great enthusiasm for scientific work, which 
I admire. It has been a privilege to have her as my supervisor and mentor. Also, I will always feel 
grateful for her support in helping me adapt to the Finnish culture and doctoral lifestyle.  
 
I would like to express my special appreciation and warm thanks to my second supervisor Professor 
Christos Lionis, PhD. He has been a tremendous mentor and inspiration for me. He supported me 
academically and spiritually, encouraged me throughout my research and inspired me to grow as a 
research scientist and as a person. His advice on research, career and life, have been priceless. He 
gave me the opportunity to be a member of his research team in Crete, at the Clinic of Social and 
Family Medicine, University of Crete, and provided me with excellent University facilities, 
competent and welcoming colleagues, even a room with view to the sea.  
 
Besides my supervisors, I would like to thank the steering committee members of my PhD, Dr. 
Ioannis Apostolakis and Dr. Heli Hätönen for their insightful comments and encouragement, but 
also for the hard questions which incented me to widen my research from various perspectives. I 
thank my other co-authors, Professor Kathleen Griffiths for sharing her expertise about assessing 
the quality of mental health websites, Sanna Suni for coding the Finnish websites and videos, 
Professor Clive Adams for his valuable scientific input, Dr. Mari Lahti, for sharing her expertise on 
systematic reviews and meta-analysis. In addition, Mari was also among the first persons I met in 
the Department of Nursing Science and she supported me greatly during the beginning of my PhD. I 
am also grateful to Eliisa Löttyniemi, MSc, and Antonios Bertsias, PhD candidate, for shedding 
light during the data analysis, their patience and your help were invaluable. I am very grateful also 
to Dr. Katerina Koutra, her kindness, support, devotion to science and excellent statistical skills are 
much admired and deeply appreciated. My sincere thanks also go to Professor Alexandros 
Vgontzas, and Professor Maria Basta. They provided me an opportunity to join your team in the 
psychiatric clinic, trusted and believed in me, and supported me greatly during the data collection 
process and while reporting the findings. They shared their invaluable expertise, guided me, and 
most of all, opened their sharp minds and warm hearts. For that, I feel humbled, grateful and 
blessed.  
 
I wish to express my profound gratitude to the reviewers of the dissertation, Professor Yasser 
Khazaal, PhD and Professor Kaija Saranto, PhD. Their careful review and constructive comments 
and criticism helped to improve the final version of the dissertation. 
 



66 Acknowledgements  

I thank Professor Helena Leino-Kilpi, PhD for her support all these years and for always feeling 
protected ‘under her wings’ in the Department of Nursing Science. She is a role model, and her 
strong presence gradually teaches us – the members of the Department – how to be more confident 
as academics. Warm thanks also for the excellent learning and studying facilities in the Department 
of Nursing Science – my ‘home’ for the last six years. 
 
A part of this study included data collection from psychiatric facilities in Finland and Greece. Many 
professionals took part in this process, people who helped daily for months despite their busy work 
schedule. As I am not able to know the names of all who contributed, I express my special 
appreciation to the staff of the psychiatric services in the Finnish data collection site. Warm thanks 
also to the staff of the psychiatric services in the Greek data collection site, and especially to Maria 
Anastasaki, Anastasia Anyfantaki, Konstantinos Faloutsos, Dimitra Kalemaki, Vasilis Koudas, 
Eirini Koutentaki, Konstantinos Krypotos, Manolis Pasparakis, Maria Sfakiotaki, Panagiotis Trikas, 
Anna Maria Varvaza and Vasilis Χimeris. They inspired with their positive attitude, hard work and 
devotion to the service users. I was privileged to be a part of their beautiful team. In addition, I 
would like to thank Professor Lionis’ team at the Clinic of Social and Family Medicine, [University 
of Crete] for helping with the official documents of the study and for warmly welcoming me during 
my stay in Heraklion. Without the precious support of the teams in Finland and Greece, it would not 
be possible to conduct this research. 
 
It was a privilege to spend six years at the Department of Nursing Science, and meet so many 
talented and highly valued scientists. A great thanks to all the staff of the Department of Nursing 
Science, [during 2011-2017] for sharing their expertise and academic experiences with me. My 
most heartfelt thanks go to my dearest colleague Sanna Koskinen with whom we shared the same 
office for many years. Sanna was a colleague and a friend, ‘my person’ at the Department whose 
presence made the PhD journey easier to cope with. She was always being willing to guide me not 
only academically but also about Finnish culture. I admire not only her competence as a researcher, 
but her emotional intelligence as well. Warm thanks also to Tella Lantta and Virve Pekurinen, who 
both supported me deeply during the last semester of the PhD. Warm thanks to Tella also for her 
help during the data collection process. Special thanks as well to Marjo Kurki for the constructive 
discussions and to Minna Anttila for her useful feedback about this thesis. I also thank Heljä 
Lundgrén-Laine for brightening the Department with her smile, and for supporting me during the 
preparation of the documents for the ethics committee application. Doctoral studies do not consist 
only of research, but also of various, sometimes complicated, technical tasks. I thank especially 
Satu Jokinen, Anna Väre and Anna Mäkinen for their cheerful personalities, for assisting me with 
technical issues and for making my academic life less complicated and stressful. 
 
Similarly, I thank my doctoral candidate colleagues and students in Professor Välimäki’s research 
seminar group [during the period 2010-2016] as well as the doctoral candidate colleagues from the 
Finnish Doctoral Education Network in Nursing Science [during the period 2013-2015]. Their 
constructive comments and practical advice have been very valuable. I thank all my doctoral 
candidate colleagues for their useful feedback and support throughout the various phases of this 
study and for broadening my knowledge of nursing research in Finland.  



 Acknowledgements 67 

I also wish to take this opportunity to thank some more wonderful people whom I met during my 
PhD journey. I was privileged and lucky to have an office next to Professor Sanna Salanterä’s 
office. Sanna supported me greatly, academically, spiritually, emotionally, by always having time to 
listen and advise me. Warm thanks also to Professor Carol Smith, with whom I was blessed to liaise 
with in online teaching. Carol, is such a bright and giving educator, an experienced and generous 
researcher and a kind-hearted person; I appreciate her valuable advices also for my study. My 
greatest gratitude to Professor Rhonda Weiss, who is a role model, her bright mind, kind and giving 
heart, and our meetings and discussions brightened even my darkest days. 
 
Certain people appeared at different points of my life and lead the way towards a PhD in Finland. 
My warm thanks to Polyxeni Skaltsi and Sarah Kantartzis, two inspirational lecturers at the TEI of 
Athens where I completed my undergraduate studies. Polixeni’s love and dedication for the field of 
mental health inspired and motivated me to deepen my knowledge about schizophrenia. Her diverse 
and extended knowledge in mental health and her strong personality influenced me in striving for 
excellence. I would like to thank her for supporting me until these days, for the encouraging 
discussions, and for the never ending inspiration. Sarah contributed greatly to my decision to study 
in Finland and built my confidence in studying abroad. She broadened up my horizons, she 
supported and encouraged me. My great appreciation also to Paula Aivanen. She affected me deeply 
in two ways with her personality. First, her dedication to our profession, her strength and ambition 
to continuously aim higher, made me consider pursuing a master’s degree. Second, her openness, 
honesty and kind heart, made me believe that Finnish people are the kindest people on earth and 
Finland the best place to be – Thank you for inspiring me and for setting Finland as my next 
destination.  
 
What life would be without friends! My deepest appreciation and thanks for their support, 
discussions and for lifting my spirits during the hard times. Some of them also helped me with this 
study. A further warm thanks to Christina Boundouvis for the data analysis of the Greek webpages; 
Christina Karanikola, Pamela Zoe Topalli, Toni Vainonen, Angelina Zachariou and Charalampos 
Zinoviadis for helping with the translation of the instrument. Angelina, also checked the language 
of this thesis. I am also grateful to Mark Schreiber for checking the language of the third article of 
this study, as well as for checking part of this thesis. I need to also thank Inka Tähtinen for being 
available in such a short notice to help with the Finnish translation. Additionally, a warm thanks to 
Helena Tähtinen for being so devoted to her work and for her help with the search of the systematic 
review. 
 
I would like to thank my family, Lemonia, Dionysios, Nikos, Andreas and Leda, and my unique 
friend Karolina for supporting me spiritually throughout the PhD years and my life in general. I owe 
my greatest gratitude and friendship to Evanthia Sakellari. She introduced me to the Department of 
Nursing Science, believed in me and encouraged me to pursue a PhD. She has always supported me 
during this long process, and guided me even through hardship. Her ethos, intelligence and strength 
are admirable and I am honored of having her as my friend and colleague - Ευχαριστώ.   

I was privileged to be financially supported by the Finnish Doctoral Programme in Nursing Science, 
which has enabled me to work as a full-time researcher for three years. In addition, funding was 



68 Acknowledgements  

received from the Department of the Nursing Science of the University of Turku, the Faculty of 
Medicine of the University of Turku, Turku University Foundation, and the Horizontal Act project, 
funded by the European Union (European Social Fund-ESF) and the Public Investment Program 
(2011‐2‐162; IKY, Greece), all of which are gratefully acknowledged. 
 
I express my deepest appreciation to all those who participated in the study, people who were 
willing to share their experiences and knowledge. This work would not have been possible without 
them. All people with mental illness, whose willingness to participate touched me deeply. I admire 
your strength and courage, you educated my mind and my heart; this thesis is dedicated to You. 
 
Last but not the least, Ι would like to thank Finland; the country that has developed me further, 
shaped my personality, and reminds me every day that only the sky is the limit. Thank you Finland 
for providing me with the environment and the opportunities to grow as a scientist and as a person. 
Finland, you are my second home and always in my heart.  
 
Turku, March 2017 

 
Christina Athanasopoulou 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 References 69 

REFERENCES 
 
Abalos E, Carroli G, Mackey ME & Bergel E. 2001. 

Critical appraisal of systematic reviews: The WHO 
Reproductive Health Library 4. Geneva: The World 
Health Organization. 

Abbott VP. 2000. Web page quality: can we measure it 
and what do we find? A report of exploratory findings. 
Journal of Public Health Medicine 22 (2), 191-197.  

Academy of Finland. 2003. Academy of Finland guidelines 
on research ethics. http://www.aka.fi/Tiedostot/ 
Tiedostot/Julkaisut/Suomen%20Akatemian%20eettiset
%20ohjeet%202003.pdf (Accessed 30.5. 2012). 

Acquadro C, Conway K, Giroudet C & Mear I. 2004.  
Linguistic Validation Manual for Patient-Reported 
Outcomes (PRO) Instruments. Lyon: Mapi Research 
Institute. 

Ades AE, Lu G, Higgins JPT. 2005. The interpretation of 
random-effects meta-analysis in decision models. 
Medical Decision Making 25 (6), 646-654. 

Ajzen I. 1985. From intentions to actions: A theory of 
planned behavior. In Kuhl J & Beckmann J. Eds. 
Action control: From cognition to behavior. Berlin, 
Heidelber, New York: Springer-Verlag. 

Ajzen I. 2006. Constructing a TpB Questionnaire: 
Conceptual and Methodological Considerations. 
http://www.uni-bielefeld.de/ikg/zick/ajzen%20construction 
%20a%20tpb%20questionnaire.pdf (Accessed 12.12. 
2012). 

Akram G, Boyter AC & Thomson AH. 2010. Evaluation 
of antipsychotic information on UK schizophrenia 
websites. Psychiatrist 34 (10), 422-426.  

Alpay L, Verhoef J, Xie B, Te’eni D & Zwetsloot-
Schonk JHM. 2009. Current Challenge in Consumer 
Health Informatics: Bridging the Gap between Access 
to Information and Information Understanding. 
Biomedical Informatics Insights 2 (1), 1–10. 

Alvarez-Jimenez M, Alcazar-Corcoles MA, González-
Blanch C, Bendall S, McGorry PD & Gleeson JF. 
2014. Online, social media and mobile technologies 
for psychosis treatment: a systematic review on novel 
user-led interventions. Schizophrenia Research 156 
(1), 96-106. 

Andrews J. 2010. Google partners with NIH: Government 
gets top spot. http://www.contactdd.com/ 
DDDocuments/August_2010.pdf (Accessed 2.5. 2011). 

Andlin-Sobocki P, Jönsson B, Wittchen HU & Olesen J. 
2005. Cost of disorders of the brain in Europe. 
European Journal of Neurology 12 (1), 1-27. 

Anttila M. 2012. Adoption of information technology 
based patient education in psychiatric nursing. 
Academic Dissertation, Finland: University of Turku. 

APA – American Psychological Association. 
2013. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
Disorders. 5th ed. Washington, DC: American 
Psychiatric Association. 

Argyriadou S & Lionis C. 2009. Research in primary 
care mental health in Greece. Mental Health in 
Family Medicine 6 (4), 229–231. 

Askola K, Atsushi T & Huotari ML. 2010. Cultural 
differences in the health information environments 
and practices between Finnish and Japanese 
university students Information Research 15 (4), 451. 

Athanasopoulou C & Välimäki M. 2014. 'Schizophrenia' 
as a Metaphor in Greek Newspaper Websites.  
Studies in Health Technology and Informatics 202, 
275-278. 

Athanasopoulou C & Sakellari E. 2015. Facebook and 
Health Information: Content Analysis of Groups 
Related to Schizophrenia. Studies in Health 
Technology and Informatics 213, 255-258. 

Athanasopoulou C & Sakellari E. 2016. 'Schizophrenia' 
on Twitter: Content Analysis of Greek Language 
Tweets. Studies in Health Technology and 
Informatics 226, 271-274. 

Atkinson N, Saperstein S & Pleis J. 2009. Using the 
Internet for Health-Related Activities: Findings From 
a National Probability Sample. Journal of Medical 
Internet Research 11 (1), e4. 

Austin J. 2005. Schizophrenia: an update and review. 
Journal of Genetic Counseling 14 (5), 329-340. 

Bandura A. 1977. Self-efficacy: toward a unifying theory 
of behavioral change. Psychological review 84 (2), 
191-215. 

Bear GG, Richards HC & Lancaster P. 1995. Attitudes 
Toward Computers: Validation of a Computer 
Attitudes Scale. Journal of Educational Computing 
Research 3 (2), 207-218. 

Beaton DE, Bombardier C, Guillemin F & Ferraz MB. 
2000. Guidelines for the process of cross-cultural 
adaptation of self-report measures. Spine (Phila Pa 
1976) 25 (24), 3186-3191. 

Beaussart ML & Kaufman JC. 2013. Gender differences 
and the effects of perceived internet privacy onself-
reports of sexual behavior and sociosexuality. 
Computers in Human Behavior 29 (6), 2524–2529. 

Bell V, Grech E, Maiden C, Halligan PW & Ellis HD. 
2005. Internet delusions: a case series and theoretical 
integration. Psychopathology 38 (3), 144–150. 



70 References  

Belt THVD, Engelen LJ, Berben SA & Schoonhoven L. 
2010. Definition of Health 2.0 and Medicine 2.0: A 
Systematic Review. Journal of Medical Internet 
Research 12 (2), e18. 

Berger M, Wagner TH & Baker LC. 2005. Internet use 
and stigmatized illness. Social Science and Medicine 
61 (8), 1821-1827. 

Bessell TL, McDonald S, Silagy CA, Anderson JN, 
Hiller JE & Sansom LN. 2002. Do Internet 
interventions for consumers cause more harm than 
good? A systematic review. Health Expectations 5 
(1), 28-37. 

Best P, Manktelow R & Taylor B. 2014. Online 
communication, social media and adolescent 
wellbeing: A systematic narrative review. Children 
and Youth Services Review 41, 27-36. 

Bhanji NH, Chouinard G & Margolese HC. 2004. A 
review of compliance, depot intramuscular 
antipsychotics and the new long-acting injectable 
atypical antipsychotic risperidone in schizophrenia. 
European Neuropsychopharmacology 14, 87-92. 

Bischoff RJ, & Reiter AD. 1999. The role of gender in 
the presentation of mental health clinicians in the 
movies: Implications for clinical practice. 
Psychotherapy 36, 180-189. 

Blair G. 2004. The new GMS contract and its implication 
for mental health. Community Mental Health 3 (2), 
12-14. 

Brimblecombe N & Nolan P. 2012. Mental Health 
Services in Europe provision and practice. Radcliffe 
Publishing Ltd.  

Brixey JJ, Brixey JE, Saba VK & McCormick KA. 2016. 
Essentials of Nursing Informatics study Guide. 
McGraw-Hill Education. 

Bryman A. 2001. Social Research Methods. Oxford, 
Oxford University Press. 

Bond GE, Burr R, Wolf FM, Price M, McCurry SM & 
Teri L. 2007. The effects of a web-based intervention 
on the physical outcomes associated with diabetes 
among adults age 60 and older: a randomized trial. 
Diabetes Technology & Therapeutics 9 (1), 52–59. 

Bower H.  1996. Internet sees growth of unverified health 
claims. BMJ 313:381. 

Brattberg G. 2011. Internet-based rehabilitation for 
individuals with chronic pain and burnout II: a long-
term follow-up. International Journal of 
Rehabilitation Research 30 (3), 231–234.  

Brohan E, Elgie R, Sartorius N, Thornicroft G. 2010.  
GAMIAN-Europe Study Group. Self-stigma, 
empowerment and perceived discrimination among 
people with schizophrenia in 14 European countries: 
the GAMIAN-Europe study. Schizophrenia Research 
122, 232–238. 

Brown S, Birtwistle J, Roe L & Thompson C. 1999. The 
unhealthy lifestyle of people with schizophrenia. 
Psychological Medicine 29, 697–701.  

Burns N & Grove SK. 1993. The practice of Nursing 
Research: Conduct, critique & utilization. 2nd ed. WB 
Saunders Company, USA. 

Burns N & Grove S. 2005. Understanding nursing 
research. 3rd  ed. Philadelphia, W. B. Saunders. 

Butts JB. 2008. Nursing Ethics: Across the Curriculum 
and Into Practice. 2nd ed. Jones and Bartlett 
Publishers.   

Campbell EM, Sittig DF, Ash JS, Guappone KP & 
Dykstra RH. 2006. Types of Unintended 
Consequences Related to Computerized Provider 
Order Entry. Journal of the American Medical 
Informatics Association : JAMIA 13 (5), 547–556. 

Catalano G, Catalano MS, Embi CS & Erankel RL. 1999. 
Delusions about the internet, Southern Medical 
Journal 92 (6), 609–610. 

Chien WT & Yip AL. 2013. Current approaches to 
treatments for schizophrenia spectrum disorders, part 
I: an overview and medical treatments. 
Neuropsychiatric Disease and Treatment 9, 1311–
1332. 

Choi NG & DiNitto DM. 2013. The Digital Divide 
Among Low-Income Homebound Older Adults: 
Internet Use Patterns, eHealth Literacy, and Attitudes 
Toward Computer/Internet Use. Journal of Medical 
Internet Research15 (5), e93. 

Chong HY, Teoh SL, Wu DBC, Kotirum S, Chiou CF, & 
Chaiyakunapruk N. 2016. Global economic burden of 
schizophrenia: a systematic review. Neuropsychiatric 
Disease and Treatment 12, 357–373.  

Chopra AK & Doody GA. 2007. Schizophrenia, an 
illness and a metaphor: analysis of the use of the term 
‘schizophrenia’ in the UK national newspapers. 
Journal of the Royal Society of Medicine 100 (9), 
423–426. 

Christodoulou G & Franciosi LP. 2014. Foreword. In 
Living with schizophrenia. World Federation for 
Mental Health. http://wfmh.com/wp-content/uploads/ 
2014/08/WMHD_2014_English.pdf. (Accessed 28.4. 
2016). 

CIOMS - Council for International Organizations of 
Medical Sciences. 2002. International Ethical 
Guidelines for Biomedical Research Involving 
Human Subjects. Geneva. http://www.cioms.ch/ 
publications/layout_guide2002.pdf (Accessed 28.5. 
2012). 

Cochrane Collaboration. 2011. The Cochrane Handbook 
for Systematic Reviews of Interventions. 
http://www.cochrane.org/training/cochrane-handbook 
(Accessed 201.2013). 



 References 71 

Cochrane Informatics & Knowledge Management 
Department. 2014. Copenhagen: The Nordic 
Cochrane Centre, The Cochrane Collaboration. 
Review Manager (RevMan) Computer program 
Version 5 http://tech.cochrane.org/revman/download  
(Accessed 8.4.2016). 

COM – Commission. 2012. eHealth Action Plan 2012-
2020: Innovative Healthcare for the 21st Century, 
European Commission. Com 736. 

Connolly M & Kelly C. 2005. Lifestyle and physical 
health in schizophrenia. Advances in Psychiatric 
Treatment 11 (2), 125-132. 

Correll CU, Detraux J, De Lepeleire J & De Hert M. 
2015. Effects of antipsychotics, antidepressants and 
mood stabilizers on risk for physical diseases in 
people with schizophrenia, depression and bipolar 
disorder. World Psychiatry 14 (2), 119–136. 

Corrigan P. 2004. How Stigma Interferes With Mental 
Health Care. American Psychologist 50 (7), 614-625. 

Corrigan P, Larson J & Rusch N. 2009. Self-stigma and 
the "why try" effect: Impact on life goals and 
evidence-based practices. World Psychiatry 8 (2), 75-
81. 

Corrigan PW, Druss BG, Perlick DA. 2014. The Impact 
of Mental Illness Stigma on Seeking and Participating 
in Mental Health Care. Psychological Science in the 
Public Interest 15 (2), 37-70. 

Graneheim UH, Lundman B. 2004. Qualitative content 
analysis in nursing research: concepts, procedures and 
measures to achieve trustworthiness. Nurse Education 
Today 24 (2), 105-112. 

Crangle CE & Kart JB. 2015. A questions-based 
investigation of consumer mental-health information. 
Peer J 3, e867.  

Glasziou PP, Del Mar CB, Sanders SL & Hayem M. 
2004. Antibiotics for acute otitis media in children 
(Cochrane Review). In The Cochrane Library. John 
Wiley, Chichester. 

Grajales FJ, Sheps S, Ho K, Novak-Lauscher H & 
Eysenbach G. 2014. Social media: a review and 
tutorial of applications in medicine and health care. 
Journal of Medical Internet Research 16 (2), e13. 

Creswell JW. 2009. Research design: Qualitative, 
quantitative, and mixed methods approaches. 3rd ed. 
SAGE Publications, Inc., USA. 

Davison K. 1997. The quality of dietary information on 
the World Wide Web. Clinical Performance and 
Quality Health Care 5 (2), 64-66. 

deBronkart D. 2015. Googling is a sign of an engaged 
patient. http://www.kevinmd.com/blog/2015/12/ 
googling-sign-engaged-patient.html (Accessed 1.2. 
2015). 

Declaration of Helsinki. 2008. Ethical Principles for 
Medical Research Involving Human Subjects. 
http://www.wma.net/en/30publications/10policies/b3/  
(Accessed 31.5.2015). 

Diefenbach DL. 1997. The portrayal of mental illness on 
prime-time television. Journal of Community 
Psychology 25(3), 289–302. 

Diefenbach DL & West MD. 2007. Television and 
attitudes toward mental health issues: cultivation 
analysis and the third person effect. Journal of 
Community Psychology 35 (2), 181-195. 

Dillon J, Morris M, O’Donnell L, Reid A, Rickinson M 
& Scott W. 2005. Engaging and Learning with the 
Outdoors: the Final Report of the Outdoor Classroom 
in a Rural Context Action Research Project. Slough: 
NFER. 

Donovan R & Henley N. 2003. Social marketing: 
Principles and practice. Melbourne, Australia. IP 
Communications. 

Dressing H, Foerster K, Gass P. 2011. Are stalkers 
disordered or criminal? Thoughts on the 
psychopathology of stalking. Psychopathology 44 (5), 
277–282. 

Duckworth K, Halpern JH, Schutt RK & Gillespie C. 
2003. Use of Schizophrenia as a Metaphor in U.S. 
Newspapers. Psychiatric Services 54 (10), 1402–
1404. 

eBizMBA. 2016. Top 15 Most Popular Search Engines in 
August 2016. http://www.ebizmba.com/articles/ 
search-engines. (Accessed 11.8.2016). 

Economou M, Richardson C, Gramandani C, Stalikas A, 
Stefanis C. 2009. Knowledge about schizophrenia and 
attitudes towards people with schizophrenia in 
Greece. International Journal of Social Psychiatry 55 
(4), 361–371. 

Egger M, Smith GD & O’Rourke K. 2001. Rationale, 
potentials, and promise of systematic reviews. In 
Egger M, Smith GD & Altman DG. Systematic 
Reviews in Health Care Meta-Analysis in Context. 
London: BMJ Books. 

Eriksson-Backa K, Ek S, Niemelä R, Huotari ML. 2012. 
Health information literacy in everyday life: A study 
of Finns aged 65–79 years, Health Informatics 
Journal 18 (2), 83-94. 

EPHA – European Public Health Alliance. 2011. 
European Public Health Alliance Winter 2011 
Newsletter. http://www.rubsi.org/en/news/newsletter 
(Accessed 6.8.2014). 

ETENE – National Advisory Board on Social Welfare 
and Health Care Ethics. 2001. Shared values in 
Health Care, Common Goals and Principles. 
http://www.etene.fi/c/document_library/get_file?folde
rId=18388&name=DLFE-675.pdf (Accessed 30.5. 
2012).  



72 References  

Eurofound - European Foundation for the Improvement 
of Living and Working Conditions. 2007. Mobility in 
Europe – The way forward. European Foundation for 
the Improvement of Living and Working Conditions. 
http://www.eurofound.europa.eu/pubdocs/2007/ 
03/en/1/ef0703en.pdf  (Accessed 10.10.2016). 

European Commission. 2012. eHealth Action Plan 2012-
2020 - Innovative healthcare for the 21st century. 
Communication from the Commission to the 
European Parliament, the Council, the European 
Economic and Social Committee and the Committee 
of the Regions. http://ec.europa.eu/health/ehealth/ 
docs/com_2012_736_en.pdf (Accessed 18.11.2012). 

European Commission. 2016. PCP - eHealth innovation 
in empowering the patient. https://ec.europa.eu/ 
eip/ageing/funding/horizon-2020/pcp-ehealth-
innovation-empowering-patient-sc1-pm-12-2016_en. 
(Accessed 27.7.2016).  

Eurostat. 2012. Computer skills in the EU27 in figures. 
http://goo.gl/nD3dzI (Accessed 27.7.2016). 

Eurostat. 2013.  Frequency of Internet use of individuals. 
http://appsso.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/nui/onewindowper
session.do (Accessed 14.3.2016). 

Eurostat. 2016a. Individuals using the internet for 
seeking health information (% of individuals aged 16-
74). http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/tgm/table.do?tab= 
table&init=1&plugin=1&pcode=tin00130&language=
en (Accessed 14.3.2016). 

Eurostat. 2016b. Eurostat regional yearbook. Information 
society statistics at regional level. ISSN 2443-8219 
http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/ 
index.php/Information_society_statistics_at_regional
_level (Accessed 14.11.2016). 

Eysenbach G. 1999. Rating information on the internet 
can empower users to make informed decisions. BMJ 
319 (7206), 385–386. 

Eysenbach G. 2001. What is e-health? Journal of Medical 
Internet Research 3 (2), e20.  

Eysenbach G, Köhler C, Yihune G, Lampe K, Cross P, 
Brickley D. 2001. A metadata vocabulary for self- 
and third-party labeling of health web-sites: Health 
Information Disclosure, Description and Evaluation 
Language (HIDDEL). In Proceedings/AMIA 
symposium, November 3–7, 2001, Washington, DC. 

Eysenbach G & Jadad AR. 2001. Consumer health 
informatics in the Internet age. In Edwards A & 
Elwyn G. Evidence-based patient choice: inevitable 
or impossible. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press. 

Eysenbach G & Köhler C. 2002. How do consumers 
search for and appraise health information on the 
world wide web? Qualitative study using focus 
groups, usability tests, and in-depth interviews. BMJ 
324 (7337), 573–577. 

Eysenbach G, Powell J, Englesakis M, Rizo C & Stern A. 
2004. Health related virtual communities and 
electronic support groups: systematic review of the 
effects of online peer to peer interactions. BMJ 328 
(7449),1166. 

Eysenbach G. 2006. Infodemiology: tracking flu-related 
searches on the web for syndromic surveillance. 
AMIA Annual Symposium Proceedings, 244-248. 

Eysenbach G. 2008. Medicine 2.0: social networking, 
collaboration, participation, apomediation, and 
openness. Journal of Medical Internet Research 10 
(3), e22. 

Eysenbach G. 2009. Infodemiology and Infoveillance: 
Framework for an Emerging Set of Public Health 
Informatics Methods to Analyze Search, 
Communication and Publication Behavior on the 
Internet. Journal of Medical Internet Research 11 (1), 
e11. 

Eysenbach G. 2011. CONSORT-EHEALTH Group. 
CONSORT-EHEALTH: improving and standardizing 
evaluation reports of Web-based and mobile health 
interventions. Journal of Medical Internet Research 
13 (4), e126. 

Elo S & Kyngäs H. 2008. The qualitative content 
analysis process, Journal of Advanced Nursing 62 (1), 
107-115.  

Ferron JC, Brunette MF, McHugo GJ, Devitt TS, Martin 
WM & Drake RE. 2011. Developing a quit smoking 
website that is usable by people with severe mental 
illnesses. Psychiatric Rehabilitation Journal 35 (2), 
111–116. 

Fett AK, Viechtbauer W, Dominguez MD, Penn DL, van 
Os J & Krabbendam L. 2011. The relationship 
between neurocognition and social cognition with 
functional outcomes in schizophrenia: A meta-
analysis. Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews 35 
(3), 573–588.  

Feufel MA & Stahl SF. 2012. What do web-use skill 
differences imply for online health information 
searches? Journal of Medical Internet Research 14, 
e87. 

Finnish Medical Society Duodecim and Finnish 
Psychiatric Association. 2008. Schizophrenia Current 
Care. http://www.duodecim.fi/english/duodecim/the-
finnish-medical-society-duodecim/ (Accessed 13.6. 
2016.)    

Fischer BA & Carpenter Jr WT. 2009. Will the 
Kraepelinian dichotomy survive DSMV? 
Neuropsychopharmacology 34 (9), 2081–2087. 

Fischer BA. 2006. A summary of important documents in 
the field of research ethics. Schizophrenia Bulletin 32 
(1), 69-80. 



 References 73 

Forchuk C, Donelle L, Ethridge P, Warner L. 2015. 
Client Perceptions of the Mental Health Engagement 
Network: A Secondary Analysis of an Intervention 
Using Smartphones and Desktop Devices for 
Individuals Experiencing Mood or Psychotic 
Disorders in Canada. JMIR Mental Health 2(1):e1. 

Fotiadis P, Mpozikas B & Nimatoudis I. 2015. 
Guidelines of Greek experts for the pharmaceutical 
treatment of schizophrenia. http://www.webcitation.org/ 
6h27gRzoK (Accessed 25.4.2016). 

Fox S & Jones S. 2009. The Social Life of Health 
Information. Pew Internet & American Life Project. 
http://www.pewinternet.org/~/media//Files/Reports/2
009/PIP_Health_2009.pdf  (Accessed 2.10.2011). 

Fox S & Rainie L. 2002. Vital decisions: How Internet 
users decide what information to trust when they or 
their loved ones are sick. Pew Internet & American 
Life Project. http://www.pewinternet.org/2002/ 
05/22/vital-decisions-a-pew-internet-health-report/ 
(Accessed 13.2.2011). 

IMIA - International Medical Informatics Association. 
2016. NI-Consumer/Client Health Informatics. 
http://imia-medinfo.org/wp/ni-consumerclient-health-
informatics/ (Accessed 23.11.2016). 

Internet World Stats. 2016. The Internet Big 
Picture:World Internet Users and 2016 Population 
Stats http://www.internetworldstats.com/stats.htm 
(Accessed 10.8.2016). 

Gabband GO & Gabband K. 1999. Psychiatry and the 
cinema. Washington (DC): American Psychiatric 
Press Inc. 

Gaddi AV & Capello F. 2014. The Debate Over eHealth. 
In Gaddi A. eHealth, Care and Quality of Life. 
Springer. 

Goldberg DP. 1972. The Detection of Psychiatric Illness 
by Questionnaire. London: Oxford University Press. 

Goldberg DP & Williams P. 1988. A User’s Guide to the 
General Health Questionnaire. Windsor: NFER-
Nelson. 

Global Forum for Health Research. 2002. The 10/90 
Report on health Research 2001-2002. Geneva: 
World Health Organization.  

Gowen LK. 2013. Online mental health information 
seeking in young adults with mental health 
challenges. Journal of Technology in Human Services 
31 (2), 97-111. 

Granholm E, Ben-Zeev D, Link PC, Bradshaw KR & 
Holden JL. 2012. Mobile Assessment and Treatment 
for Schizophrenia (MATS): A Pilot Trial of An 
Interactive Text-Messaging Intervention for 
Medication Adherence, Socialization, and Auditory 
Hallucinations. Schizophrenia Bulletin 38 (3), 414-
425. 

Gray D. 2009. Doing research in the real world. Sage 
Publications. USA. 

Griffiths KM & Christensen H. 2000. Quality of web 
based information on treatment of depression: cross 
sectional survey. British Medical Journal 321 (7275), 
1511-1515. 

Griffiths KM & Christensen H. 2002. The quality and 
accessibility of Australian depression sites on the 
World Wide Web. Medical Journal of Australia 176 
(10), 97-104. 

Griffiths KM, Calear AL & Banfield M. 2009. 
Systematic review on Internet Support Groups (ISGs) 
and depression (1): Do ISGs reduce depressive 
symptoms? Journal of Medical Internet Research 11 
(3), e40. 

Grohol JM, Slimowicz J & Granda R. 2014. The quality 
of mental health information commonly searched for 
on the Internet. Cyberpsychology Behavior and Social 
Networking 17 (4), 216-221. 

Grohol JM. 2015. Evaluating the Quality of Mental 
Health Websites. Psychology Central. 
http://psychcentral.com/lib/evaluating-the-quality-of-
mental-health-websites/ (Accessed 2.6.2016). 

Grove S, Burns N & Gray J. 2013. The practice of 
nursing research: appraisal, synthesis, and generation 
of evidence. 7th ed. Elsevier. USA.  

Hansen MM. 2008. Versatile, immersive, creative and 
dynamic virtual 3-D healthcare learning 
environments: a review of the literature. Journal of 
Medical Internet Research 10 (3), e26. 

Harjajärvi M, Pirkola S & Wahlbeck K. 2006. Aikuisten 
mielenterveyspalvelut muutoksessa. Stakes. Suomen 
Kuntaliitto. ACTA Nro 187. 

Health Care Act 1326/2010. Health Care Act. Ministry of 
Social Affairs and Health, Finland. Issued in Helsinki 
on 30 December 2010 http://www.finlex.fi/en/ 
laki/kaannokset/2010/en20101326 (Accessed 10.10. 
2016). 

Higgins JPT & Green S. 2011. Cochrane Handbook for 
Systematic Reviews of Interventions Version 5.1.0.: 
The Cochrane Collaboration. http://handbook. 
cochrane.org (Accessed 30.11.2015).  

Higginbottom G. 2004. Sampling issues in qualitative 
research. Nurse Researcher 12 (1), 7-19. 

Highton-Williamson E, Priebe S, Giacco D. 2015. Online 
social networking in people with psychosis: A 
systematic review. International Journal of Social 
Psychiatry 61 (1), 92-101. 

Hine C. 2011. Internet Research and Unobtrusive 
Methods, Issue 6. Social research. Department of 
Sociology, University of Surrey. http://sru.soc. 
surrey.ac.uk/SRU61.pdf (Accessed 28.1.2012). 



74 References  

Hoffmann TC, Glasziou PP, Boutron I, Milne R, Perera 
R, Moher D, Altman DG, Barbour V, Macdonald H, 
Johnston M, Lamb SE, Dixon-Woods M, McCulloch 
P,Wyatt JC, Chan AW & Michie S. 2014. Better 
reporting of interventions: template for intervention 
description and replication (TIDieR) checklist and 
guide. BMJ 348, g1687. 

Holloway I & Wheeler S. 2002. Qualitative Research in 
Nursing. 2nd ed. Oxford: Blackwell.  

HON - Health On the Net foundation. 2011. The 
commitment to reliable health and medical 
information on the internet. http://www.hon.ch/ 
HONcode/Patients/Visitor/visitor.html (Accessed 2.2. 
2011). 

Honkonen T, Saatinen S & Salokangas RKR. 1999. 
Deinstitutionalization and Schizophrenia in Finland 
II: Discharged Patients and Their Psychosocial 
Functioning. Schizophrenia Bulletin 25 (3), 543-551. 

Horsburgh D. 2003. Evaluation of qualitative research. 
Journal of Clinical Nursing 12 (2), 307-312. 

Hughes B, Joshi I & Wareham J. 2008.  Health 2.0 and 
Medicine 2.0: tensions and controversies in the field. 
Journal of Medical Internet Research 10 (3), e23. 

Hulka B S, Cassel JC & Kupper LL. 1976. 
Communications, compliance and concordance 
between physicians and patients with prescribed 
medications. American Journal of Public Health 66 
(9), 847–853. 

Hunkeler EM, Katon W, Tang L, Williams JW Jr, 
Kroenke K, Lin EH, Harpole LH, Arean P, Levine S, 
Grypma LM, Hargreaves WA & Unützer J. 2006. 
Long term outcomes from the IMPACT randomised 
trial for depressed elderly patients in primary care. 
BMJ 3332 (7536), 259263. 

Hyppönen H. 2007. eHealth services and technology: 
Challenges for co-development. Human Technology 
3 (2), 188–213. 

Höchstötter N & Lewandowski D. 2009. What users see - 
Structures in search engine results pages. Information 
Sciences. International Journal archive  179 (12), 
1796-1812. 

IBM Corporation 2011. IBM SPSS Statistics for 
Windows, Version 20.0. Armonk, NY: IBM Corp. 

Internet World Stats. 2016. World Internet Users and 
2016 Population Stats, Internet World Users on June 
30, 2016. Miniwatts arketing Group, 
http://www.internetworldstats.com/stats.htm 
(Accessed 28.7.2016). 

Jack L Jr, Hayes SC, Scharalda JG, Stetson B, Jones-Jack 
NH, Valliere M, Kirchain WR, & LeBlanc C. 2010. 
Appraising Quantitative Research in Health 
Education: Guidelines for Public Health Educators. 
Health Promotion Practice 11 (2), 161–165.  

JMP Pro. 2015. Version 9.4. SAS Institute Inc. Cary, 
North Carolina, 1989-2016. 

Jonsson U, Alexanderson K, Kjeldgård L & 
Mittendorfer-Rutz E. 2014. Psychiatric diagnoses and 
risk of suicidal behavior in young disability 
pensioners: prospective cohort studies of all 19-23 
year olds in Sweden in 1995, 2000, and 2005, 
respectively. PLoS One 9 (11), e111618. 

Johnson RB, Onwuegbuzie AJ & Turner LA. 2007. 
Toward a Definition of Mixed Methods Research. 
Journal of Mixed Methods Research 1 (2), 112-133. 

Joseph AJ, Tandon N, Yang LH, Duckworth K, Torous J. 
Seidman LJ & Keshavan MS. 2015. #Schizophrenia: 
Use and misuse on Twitter. Schizophrenia Research 
165 (2-3), 111-115. 

ICMJE – International Committee of Medical Journal 
Editors. 2014. Recommendations for the Conduct, 
Reporting, Editing, and Publication of Scholarly 
Work in Medical Journals. http://www.icmje.org/ 
icmje-recommendations.pdf (Accessed 28.9.2014). 

Isohanni M, Jones PB, Moilanen K, Rantakallio P, 
Veijola J, Oja H, Koiranen M, Jokelainen J, Croudace 
T & Järvelin M. 2001. Early developmental 
milestones in adult schizophrenia and other 
psychoses. A 31-year follow-up of the Northern 
Finland 1966 Birth Cohort. Schizophrenia Research 
52 (1-2), 1-19. 

Kalckreuth S, Trefflich F & Rummel-Kluge C. 2014. 
Mental health related Internet use among psychiatric 
patients: a cross-sectional analysis. BMC Psychiatry 
14, 368.  

Kalk NJ & Pothier DD. 2008. Patient information on 
schizophrenia on the internet. Psychiatric Bulletin. 32 
(11), 409–411. 

Kalra G, Christodoulou G, Jenkins R, Tsipas V, 
Christodoulou N, Lecic-Tosevski D, Mezzich J & 
Bhugra D. 2012. Mental health promotion: Guidance 
and strategies. European Psychiatry 27 (2), 81–86. 

Kaplan AM & Haenlein M. 2010. Users of the world, 
unite! The challenges and opportunities of social 
media. Business Horizons 53 (1), 59-68. 

Kaplan RS & Porter ME. 2011. The Big Idea: How to 
Solve the Cost Crisis in Health Care. Harvard 
Business Review. https://hbr.org/2011/09/how-to-
solve-the-cost-crisis-in-health-care (Accessed 26.05. 
2016). 

Kanerva AM, Suominen T & Leino-Kilpi H. 1999. 
Informed Consent for Short-Stay Surgery. Nursing 
Ethics 6 (6): 483-493. 

Kannisto KA, Koivunen MH & Välimäki MA. 2014. Use 
of Mobile Phone Text Message Reminders in Health 
Care Services: A Narrative Literature Review. Journal 
of Medical Internet Research16 (10), e222. 



 References 75 

KELA - The Social Insurance Institution of Finland. 2014. 
Pocket Statistics. ISSN 1457-8743 (online). Helsinki.  

Khazaal Y, Chatton A, Cochand S, Hoch A, Khankarli 
MB, Khan R & Zullino DF. 2008a. Internet use by 
patients with psychiatric disorders in search for 
general and medical informations. Psychiatric 
Quarterly 79 (4), 301-309.    

Khazaal Y, Fernandez S, Cochand S, Reboh I & Zullino 
D. 2008b. Quality of web-based information on social 
phobia: a cross-sectional study.   Depression and 
Anxiety 25 (5), 461-465. 

Khazaal Y, Chatton A, Cochand S & Zullino D. 2008. 
Quality of web-based information on cannabis 
addiction. Journal of Drug Education 38 (2), 97-107. 

Kilbourne AM. 2012. E-health and the transformation of 
mental health care. Psychiatric Services 63 (11): 1059. 

Kleinrock L. 1961. Information Flow in Large 
Communication Nets. Doctoral Dissertation: 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Boston, USA. 

Knapp M, Mangalore R & Simon J. 2004. The global 
costs of schizophrenia. Schizophrenia Bulletin 30 (2), 
279-293. 

Kisely S, Ong G & Takyar A. 2003. A survey of the 
quality of web based information on the treatment of 
schizophrenia and attention deficit hyperactivity 
disorder. Australian and New Zealand Journal of 
Psychiatry 37 (1), 85–91. 

Kish L. 2012. The Blockbuster Drug of the Century: An 
Engaged Patient, HL7 Standards Blog. 
www.hl7standards.com/blog/2012/08/28/drug-of-the-
century (Accessed 10.5.2015). 

Koivunen, M, Välimäki M, Pitkänen A & Kuosmanen L. 
2007. A preliminary usability evaluation of Web-
based portal application for patients with 
schizophrenia. Journal of Psychiatric and Mental 
Health Nursing 14 (5), 462–469. 

Korda H & Itani Z. 2013. Harnessing Social Media for 
Health Promotion and Behavior Change. Health 
Promotion and Practice 14 (1), 15-23.  

Kreps GL. 1988. The pervasive role of information in health 
and health care: Implications for health communication 
policy. In Anderson J. Ed. Communication yearbook 11. 
Newbury Park. CA: Sage. 

Krippendorff, K. 1980. Content Analysis: An Introduction 
to Its Methodology. Newbury Park, CA: Sage. 

Kuipers E, Kendall T & Antoniou J. 2009. Schizophrenia 
Core interventions in the treatment and management 
of schizophrenia in primary and secondary care 
(update). National Clinical Practice Guideline 
Number 82 National Collaborating Centre for  
Mental Health Commissioned by the National 
Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence. 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK11681/pdf/T
OC.pdf (Accessed 12.12.2014). 

Kummervold PE, Chronaki CE, Lausen B, Prokosch HU, 
Rasmussen J, Santana S, Staniszewski A &  
Wangberg SC. 2008. eHealth Trends in Europe 2005-
2007: A Population-Based Survey. Journal of Medical 
Internet Research 10 (4), e42. 

Kummervold PE & Wynn R. 2012. Health Information 
Accessed on the Internet: The Development in 5 
European Countries. International Journal of 
Telemedicine and Applications 2012 (297416), 3. 

Lal S & Adair CE. 2014. E-mental health: A rapid review 
of the literature. Psychiatric Services 65 (1), 24–32. 

Landers RN. 2013. Can You Trust Self-Help Mental 
Health Information from the Internet? NeoAcademic. 
http://neoacademic.com/2013/11/20/can-you-trust-
self-help-mental-health-information-from-the-
internet/ (Accessed 10.09.2015) 

Lavikainen J, Lahtinen E & Lehtinen V. 2000. Public 
Health approach on Mental Health in Europe. 
Helsinki: National Research and Developmental 
Centre for Welfare and health (STAKES).  

Laxman K, Krishnan SB, Dhillon JS. 2015. Barriers to 
Adoption of Consumer Health Informatics 
Applications for Health Self Management. iMedPub 9 
(5), 7. 

Lemire M, Sicotte C & Paré G. 2008. Internet use and the 
logics of personal empowerment in health. Health 
Policy 88 (1), 130-140. 

Leung R & Li J. 2015. Using social media to address 
Asian immigrants' mental health needs: A systematic 
literature review. Journal of Nature and Science 1 (4), 
e66. 

Lieberman JA, Stroup TS, McEvoy JP, Swartz MS, 
Rosenheck RA, Perkins DO, Keefe RSE, Davis SM, 
Davis CE, Lebowitz BD, Severe JMS & Hsiao JK for 
the Clinical Antipsychotic Trials of Intervention 
Effectiveness (CATIE) Investigators. 2005. 
Effectiveness of Antipsychotic Drugs in Patients with 
Chronic Schizophrenia. New England Journal of 
Medicine 353, 1209-1223. 

Link B, Phelan J, Bresnahan M, Stueve A & Pescosolido 
B. 1999. Public Conceptions of Mental Illness: 
Labels, Causes, Dangerousness, and Social Distance. 
American Journal of Public Health 89 (9), 1328-1333. 

Lionis C, Symvoulakis E, Markaki A, Vardavas C, 
Papadakaki M, Daniilidou N, Souliotis K, 
Kyriopoulos I. 2009. Integrated primary health care in 
Greece, a missing issue in the current health policy 
agenda: a systematic review. International Journal of 
Integrated Care 9, e88. 

Lombard M, Snyder-Duch J & Bracken CC. 2002. 
Content analysis in mass communication: assessment 
and reporting of intercoder reliability. Human 
Communication Research 28 (4), 587–604. 



76 References  

Luo JL, Hilty DM, Worley LLM & Yager J. 2006. 
Considerations in change management related to 
technology. Academic Psychiatry 30 (6), 465–469. 

Magliano L, Read J & Marassi R. 2011. Metaphoric and 
non-metaphoric use of the term ‘schizophrenia’ in 
Italian newspapers. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric 
Epidemiology 46 (10), 1019–1025. 

Madianos M, Zacharakis C, Tsitsa C & Stefanis C. 1999. 
The mental health care delivery system in Greece: 
regional variation and socioeconomic correlates. 
Journal of Mental Health Policy and Economics 2 (4), 
169–176. 

Mamah D & Barch DM. 2011. Diagnosis and 
classification of the schizophrenia spectrum disorders. 
In: Ritsner MS. Ed. Handbook of Schizophrenia 
Spectrum Disorders I. Springer, New York. 

Mathers CD, Stein C & Fath DM. 2002. National Burden 
of Disease Studies: A practical guide. World Health 
Organization, Geneva. 

McDaid D. 2008. Countering the stigmatisation and 
discrimination of people with mental health problems 
in Europe. European Commission, Luxembourg. 

Mclendon K. 2000. E-commerce and HIM: ready or not, 
here it comes. Journal of the American Health 
Information Management Association 71 (1), 22–23. 

McMillan S. 2002. Exploring models of interactivity 
from multiple research traditions: Users, documents, 
and systems. In Lievrouw LA & Sonia Livingstone S, 
Handbook of new media: Social shaping and 
consequences of ICTS. London: Sage. 

McNamee L, Mead G, MacGillivray S & Lawrie SM. 
2013. Schizophrenia, poor physical health and 
physical activity: evidence-based interventions are 
required to reduce major health inequalities. The 
British Journal of Psychiatry 203 (4), 239-241. 

Mead N, Varnam R, Rogers A & Roland M. 2003. What 
predicts patients’ interest in the Internet as a health 
resource in primary care in England? Journal of 
Health Services Research and Policy 8(1), 33-39. 

Medical Outcomes Trust. 1997. A Resource Directory for 
the Health Outcomes Field. Boston: Medical 
Outcomes Trust. 

Mental Health Act 1116/1990. Ministry of Social Affairs 
and Health, Finland. Issued in Helsinki on 14 
December 1990. 

Mental Health Act 2716/1999. Ministry of Health, 
Greece. Issued in Athens on 17 May 1999.  
http://goo.gl/etWPz8 (Accessed 8.4.2014). 

Messias EL, Chen CY & Eaton WW. 2007. 
Epidemiology of schizophrenia: review of findings 
and myths. Psychiatric Clinics of North America  30 
(3), 323-338. 

Mieli – The Finnish Association for Mental Health. 
2016.http://www.mielenterveysseura.fi/en/home/ment
al-health/seeking-help-mental-health-problems 
/mental-health-services (Accessed: 30.5.2016).  

Miller BJ, Stewart A, Schrimsher J, Peeples D & Buckley 
PF. 2015. How connected are people with 
schizophrenia? Cell phone, computer, email, and social 
media use. Psychiatry Research 225 (3), 458-463. 

Ministry of Social Affairs and Health. 2004. Mental 
health work in Europe [Mielenterveystyö 
Euroopassa]. Reports of the Ministry of Social Affairs 
and Health 17, Helsinki, Finland.  

Ministry of Social Affairs and Health. 2009. Plan for 
mental health and substance abuse work. Proposals of 
the Mieli 2009 working group to develop mental 
health and substance abuse work until 2015. Reports 
of the Ministry of Social Affairs and Health 3. 
https://goo.gl/zycPtJ (Accessed 11.6.2016). 

Moher D, Liberati A, Tetzlaff J & Altman DG. 2009. 
Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and 
meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. Annals of 
Internal Medicine 151 (4), 264-269. 

Montano DE & Kasprzyl D. 2008. Theory of Reasoned 
Action, theory of Planned Behavior, and the 
Integrated Behavioral Model. In Glanz K, Rimer BK 
& Viswanath K. Health Behavior and Health 
Education: Theory, Research, and Practice. 4th ed. 
Jossey-Bass. A Wiley Imprint. 

Moody LE. 1990. Advancing Nursing Science Through 
Research. Vol 1. Sage Publications. 

Morel V, Chatton A, Cochand S, Zullino D, & Khazaal 
Y. 2008. Quality of the web-based information on 
bipolar disorder. Journal of Affective Disorders 110 
(3), 265-269. 

Moritz S, Schröder J, Klein JP, Lincoln TM, Andreou C, 
Fischer A, Arlt S. 2016. Effects of online intervention 
for depression on mood and positive symptoms in 
schizophrenia, Schizophrenia Research 175 (1–3), 
216–222. 

Mucic D & Hitly DM. 2016. Preface, In Mucic D & Hilty 
DM. e-Mental Health. Springer International 
Publishing, Switzerland. 

Mueser KT & McGurk SR. 2004. Schizophrenia. Lancet 
363 (9426), 2063-2072.  

Muñoz RF, Barrera AZ, Delucchi K, Penilla C, Torres 
LD & Pérez-Stable EJ. 2009. International 
Spanish/English Internet smoking cessation trial 
yields 20% abstinence rates at 1 year. Nicotine and 
Tobacco Research 11 (9), 1025–1034. 

Murray CJ & Lopez AD. 1996. The global burden of 
disease: a comprehensive assessment of mortality and 
disability from diseases, injuries and risk factors in 
1990 projected to 2020. Global Burden of Disease and 
Injury Series. Harvard University Press, Cambridge. 



 References 77 

National Board of Health. 1988. The schizophrenia 
project 1981-1987. Final report of the national 
programme for the study, treatment and rehabilitation 
of schizophrenic patients in Finland. Series Handbook 
No. 4. National Board of Health in Finland, Helsinki. 

National Institute for Health and Welfare. 2010.  
Psychiatric inpatient care 2008 [Psykiatrian 
erikoisalan laitoshoito 2008] http://www.stakes.fi/ 
FI/tilastot/aiheittain/Mielenterveys (Accessed 1.2. 
2016.) 

Nawka A, Rukavina TV, Nawkova L, Jovanović N, 
Brborović O & Raboch J. 2012. Psychiatric disorders 
and aggression in the printed media: is there a link? A 
central European perspective. BMC Psychiatry 12, 
19. 

Norman CD & Skinner HA. 2006. eHealth Literacy: 
Essential Skills for Consumer Health in a Networked 
World, Journal of Medical Internet Research 8 (2), e9. 

Or CKL & Karsh BT. 2009. A Systematic Review of 
Patient Acceptance of Consumer Health Information 
Technology. Journal of the American Medical 
Informatics Association  16 (4), 550–560. 

Owen PR. 2012. Portrayals of Schizophrenia by 
Entertainment Media: A Content Analysis of 
Contemporary Movies, Psychiatric Services 63 (7), 
655-659. 

Pagliari C, Sloan D, Gregor P, Sullivan F, Detmer D, 
Kahan JP, Oortwijn W & MacGillivray S. 2005. What Is 
eHealth (4): A Scoping Exercise to Map the Field. 
Journal of Medical Internet Research 7 (1), e9. 

Parikh S & Huniewicz P. 2015. E-health: an overview of 
the uses of the Internet, social media, apps, and 
websites for mood disorders. Current Opinion in 
Psychiatry 28 (1), 13-17. 

Park JH, Choi YM, Kim B, Lee DW & Gim MS. 2012.  
Use of the Terms "Schizophrenia" and 
"Schizophrenic" in the South Korean News Media: A 
Content Analysis of Newspapers and News Programs 
in the Last 10 Years.   Psychiatry Investigation 9 (1), 
17-24. 

Pealer LN & Dorman SM. 1997. Evaluating health-
related Web sites. The Journal of School Health 67 
(6), 232-235. 

Peña-Purcell N. 2008. Hispanics’ use of Internet health 
information: An exploratory study. Journal of the 
Medical Library Association 96 (2), 101–107. 

Perälä J, Suvisaari J, Saarni SI, Kuoppasalmi K, Isometsä 
E, Pirkola S, Partonen T, Tuulio-Henriksson A, 
Hintikka J, Kieseppä T, Härkänen T, Koskinen S & 
Lönnqvist J. 2007. Lifetime prevalence of psychotic 
and bipolar I disorders in a general population. 
Archives of General Psychiatry 64 (1), 19-28. 

Pew Research. 2015. Internet seen as positive influence 
on education but negative influence on morality in 
emerging and developing nations. http://www.
pewglobal.org/files/2015/03/Pew-Research-Center-
Technology-Report-FINAL-March-19-20151.pdf  
(Accessed 30.11.2015). 

Picchioni MM & Murray RM. 2007. Schizophrenia. BMJ 
335 (7610), 91-95. 

Pirkis J, Blood RW, Francis C & McCallum K. 2005. A 
review of the literature regarding fictional film and 
television portrayals of mental illness. Program 
Evaluation Unit. Victoria, Australia: The University 
of Melbourne. 

Pirkis J, Blood RW, Francis C & McCallum K. 2006. 
On-screen portrayals of mental illness: extent, nature, 
and impacts. Journal of Health Communication 11 
(5), 523–541. 

Pirkola S & Sohlman B. 2005. Mielenterveysatlas. 
Tunnuslukuja Suomesta. [Atlas of Mental Health. 
Statistics from Finland] Sosiaali- ja terveysalan 
tutkimus- ja kehittämiskeskus [Research and 
Development Centre for Welfare and Health], 
Helsinki, Finland.   

Pitkänen A. 2010. Improving quality of life of patients 
with schizophrenia in acute psychiatric wards. 
Academic Dissertation, Finland: University of Turku. 

Polit DF, Beck CT & Hungler BP. 2001. Essentials of 
Nursing Research: Methods, Appraisal and 
Utilization. 5th ed., Philadelphia: Lippincott Williams 
& Wilkins. 

Polit DF & Beck CT. 2012. Nursing research: Principles 
and methods. Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott Williams 
& Wilkins. 

Pope C, Mays N & Popay J. 2007. Synthesizing 
qualitative and quantitative health evidence. A guide 
to methods. Maidenhead: Open University Press. 

Powell J & Clarke A. 2006. Internet information-seeking 
in mental health. British Journal of Psychiatry 189, 
273-277. 

ProQuest LLC. 2016. RefWorks: Online bibliographic 
management program. https://www.refworks.com/.  

Purcell K, Brenner J & Rainie L. 2012. Search Engine 
Use 2012. Pew Research Center’s Internet & 
American Life Project.  http://pewinternet.org/ 
~/media//Files/Reports/2012/PIP_Search_Engine_Us
e_2012.pdf (Accessed 1.3.2013). 

Rahman MS, Ko M, Warren J, & Carpenter D. 2016. 
Healthcare Technology Self-Efficacy (HTSE) and its 
influence on individual attitude: An empirical study. 
Computers in Human Behavior 58, 12–24. 

Rains SA. 2008. Seeking health information in the 
information age: the role of Internet self-efficacy. 
Western Journal of Communication 72 (1), 1-18. 



78 References  

Ran MS, Chen PY, Liao ZG, Chan CLW, Chen EYH, 
Tang CP & Conwell Y. 2010. Criminal Behavior 
among Persons with Schizophrenia in Rural China. 
Schizophrenia Research 122 (1-3), 213–218.  

Rantanen H, Koivisto AM, Salokangas RK, Helminen M, 
Oja H, Pirkola S, Wahlbeck K & Joukamaa M. 2009. 
Five-year mortality of Finnish schizophrenia patients 
in the era of deinstitutionalization. Social Psychiatry 
and Psychiatric Epidemiology 44 (2), 135-142.  

Rattray JC & Jones MC. 2007. Essential elements of 
questionnaire design and development. Journal of 
Clinical Nursing 16 (2), 234-243. 

Reavley NJ & Jorm AF. 2011. The quality of mental 
disorder information websites: a review. Patient 
Education and Counseling 85 (2), e16-25. 

Reding V. Commission recommendation on cross- 
border interoperability of electronic health record 
systems. 2008. http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/ 
LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2008:190:0037:0043:EN:P
DF  (Accessed 11.10.2016). 

RevMan - Review Manager Computer Program. 2008. 
Copenhagen: The Nordic Cochrane Centre, The 
Cochrane Collaboration (Version 5.0). 

Rice SM, Goodall J, Hetrick SE, Parker AG, Gilbertson 
T, Amminger GP, Davey CG, McGorry PD, Gleeson 
J, Alvarez-Jimenez M. 2014. Online and social 
networking interventions for the treatment of 
depression in young people: a systematic review. 
Journal of Medical Internet Research 16 (9), e206. 

Ritsner MS. 2011. Handbook of Schizophrenia Spectrum 
Disorders I. Springer, New York. 

Ritterband LM & Palermo TM. 2009. Introduction to the 
special issue: eHealth in pediatric psychology. Journal 
of Pediatric Psychology 34 (5), 453-456.  

Robb IH. 1916. Nursing ethics: For hospital and private 
use. Cleveland, OH: E. C. Koeckert. 

Robinson J, Rodrigues M, Fisher S, Bailey E & Herrman 
H. 2015. Social media and suicide prevention: findings 
from a stakeholder survey. Shanghai Archives of 
Psychiatry 27 (1), 27-35. 

Robson C. 2002. Real World Research: A Resource for 
Social Scientists and Practitioner-Researchers. 
Oxford: Blackwell. 

Rossi PH & Freeman HE. 1993. Evaluation: A 
Systematic Approach. Newbury Park, London, and 
New Delhi: Sage. 

Rotondi AJ, Eack SM, Hanusa BH, Spring MB & Haas 
GL. 2015. Critical Design Elements of E-Health 
Applications for Users with Severe Mental Illness: 
Singular Focus, Simple Architecture, Prominent 
Contents, Explicit Navigation, and Inclusive 
Hyperlinks. Schizophrenia Bulletin 41 (2), 440–448.  

Rotondi A, Haas G, Anderson C & Mueser K. 2013. 
Effectiveness of web-based multi-family treatment 
delivered to the homes of persons with schizophrenia 
and their supporters. Schizophrenia Bulletin 39, S350. 

Rotondi AJ, Haas GL, Anderson CM, Newhill CE, 
Spring MB, Ganguli R, Gardner WB & Rosenstock 
JB. 2005. A Clinical Trial to Test the Feasibility of a 
Telehealth Psychoeducational Intervention for 
Persons With Schizophrenia and Their Families: 
Intervention and 3-Month Findings. Rehabilitation 
Psychology 50 (4), 325-336. 

Rotondi AJ, Anderson CM, Haas GL, Eack SM, Spring 
MB, Ganguli R, Newhill C & Rosenstock J. 2010. 
Web-based psychoeducational intervention for 
persons with schizophrenia and their supporters: one-
year outcomes. Psychiatric Services 61 (11), 1099-
1105.  

Royal College of Psychiatrists. 2001. Guidelines for 
Researchers and for Research Ethics Committees on 
Psychiatric Research Involving Human Participants. 
British Library Cataloguing-in-Publication Data.  

Saranto K, Junttila K, Ahonen O, Ensio A, Heikkilä R, 
Lehtomäki S, Liljamo P. 2009. Nurse informaticians 
in Finland - who are they and what are they doing? 
Studies in Health Technology and Informatics 146, 
868. 

Sarlon E, Heider D, Millier A, Azorin JM, König HH, 
Hansen K, Angermeyer MC, Aballéa S & Mondher T. 
2012. A prospective study of health care resource 
utilisation and selected costs of schizophrenia in 
France. BMC Health Services Research 12, 269–276. 

Schrank B, Sibitz I, Unger A & Amering M. 2010. How 
Patients With Schizophrenia Use the Internet: 
Qualitative Study. Journal of Medical Internet 
Research 12 (5), e70. 

Schulz PJ & Nakamoto K. 2013. Health literacy and 
patient empowerment in health communication: the 
importance of separating conjoined twins. Patient 
Education Counseling 90 (1),  4-11.  

Sermeus W, Aiken LH, Van den Heede K, Rafferty AM, 
Griffiths P, Moreno-Casbas MT, Busse R, Lindqvist 
R, Scott AP, Bruyneel L, Brzostek T,  Kinnunen J, 
Schubert M, Schoonhoven L, Zikos D & RN4CAST 
consortium. 2011. Nurse forecasting in Europe 
(RN4CAST): rationale, design, and methodology. 
BMC Nursing 10 (6). 

Silberg WM, Lundberg GD & Mussachio RA. 1997. 
Assessing, controlling, and assuring the quality of 
medical information on the Internet: Caveant lector et 
viewor–Let the reader and viewer beware. JAMA 277 
(15), 1244-1245. 

Silverman D. 2013. Doing qualitative research. 4th ed. 
Sage, London. 



 References 79 

Skinner H, Biscope S, Poland B & Goldberg E. 2003. 
How adolescents use technology for health 
information: implications for health professionals 
from focus group studies. Journal of Medical Internet 
Research 5 (4), e32. 

Statista. 2016a. Active social network penetration in 
selected countries as of January 2016. http://www.
statista.com/statistics/282846/regular-social-
networking-usage-penetration-worldwide-by-country/ 
(Accessed 10.10.2016). 

Statista. 2016b. Number of social network users 
worldwide from 2010 to 2019 (in billions). 
http://www.statista.com/statistics/278414/number-of-
worldwide-social-network-users/ (Accessed 10.10. 
2016). 

Statista. 2016c. Number of monthly active Facebook 
users worldwide as of 4th quarter 2015 (in millions). 
http://www.statista.com/statistics/264810/number-of-
monthly-active-facebook-users-worldwide/ (Accessed 
10.10.2016). 

Steckler A & McLeroy KR. 2008. The Importance of 
External Validity. American Journal of Public Health 
98 (1), 9–10.  

Stephens-Reicher J, Metcalf A, Blanchard M, Mangan C 
& Burns J. 2011. Reaching the hard-to-reach: how 
information communication technologies can reach 
young people at greater risk of mental health 
difficulties. Australasian psychiatry 19 (1), S58–S60. 

Stjernsward S & Ostman M. 2006. Potential of e-health 
in relation to depression: Short survey of previous 
research. Journal of Psychiatric and Mental Health 
Nursing 13 (6), 698–703. 

Stuart GW. 2013. Principles and Practice of Psychiatric 
Nursing, 10th Ed. Mosby. 

Stvilia B, Mon L & Yi YJ. 2009. A model for online 
consumer health information quality Journal of the 
Americal Society for Information Science and 
Technology 60 (9), 1781-1791. 

Sonenstein F. 2012. Issues in Survey Research Design: 
Defining target population, sampling frame and 
sampling approach. The Johns Hopkins University. 
Lecture 3. http://goo.gl/yGzS1I (Accessed 6.8.2014). 

Spannagel C, Gläser-Zikuda M & Schroede U. 2005. 
Application of Qualitative Content Analysis in User-
Program Interaction Research. Forum Qualitative 
Sozialforschung/Forum: Qualitative Social Research, 
6 (2), 29. http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:0114-
fqs0502295 (Accessed 6.3.2014). 

Streiner D & Norman G. 2003. Health Measurement 
Scales. 3rd ed. Oxford University Press, Oxford. 

Tandon R, Keshavan MS & Nasrallah HA. 2008.  
Schizophrenia, “just the facts”: what we know in 
2008 part 1: overview. Schizophrenia Research 100 
(1-3), 4-19. 

Tandon R, Nasrallah HA & Keshavan MS. 2009. 
Schizophrenia, “just the facts” 4. Clinical features and 
conceptualization. Schizophrenia Research 110 (1-3), 
1-23.  

The Lancet. 2012. Editorial: Patient empowerment - Who 
empowers whom?. The Lancet 379 (9827), 1677. 

Thornicroft A, Goulden R, Shefer G, Rhydderch D, Rose 
D, Williams P, Thornicroft G & Henderson C. 2013. 
Newspaper coverage of mental illness in England 
2008–2011. British Journal of Psychiatry Supplement 
55, s64–69. 

Thornicroft G & Tansella M. 2004. Components of a 
modern mental health service: a pragmatic balance of 
community and hospital care. The British Journal of 
Psychiatry 185 (4), 283-290. 

Tian YY & Robinson JD. 2009. Incidental health 
information use on the Internet. Health 
Communication 24 (1), 41-49. 

Tiffin PA & Welsh P. 2013. Practitioner review: 
schizophrenia spectrum disorders and the at-risk 
mental state for psychosis in children and 
adolescents--evidence-based management 
approaches. Journal of Child Psychology and 
Psychiatry 54 (11), 1155-1175. 

Timlin U. 2015. Adolescent's adherence to treatment in 
psychiatric care. ACTA UNIVERSITATIS 
OULUENSIS D Medica 1296. Academic 
Dissertation. Finland: University of Oulu.   

Tobin GA & Begley CM. 2004. Methodological rigour 
within a qualitative framework. Journal of Advanced 
Nursing 48 (4), 388-396.  

Treisman GJ, Jayaram G, Margolis RL, Pearlson GD, 
Schmidt CW, Mihelish GL, Kennedy A, Howson A, 
Rasulnia M & Misiuta IE. 2016. Perspectives on the 
Use of eHealth in the Management of Patients With 
Schizophrenia. Journal of Nervous and Mental 
Disease 204 (8), 620-629. 

Tustin N. 2010. The role of patient satisfaction in online 
health information seeking. Journal of Health 
Communication 15 (1), 3-17. 

Tzouvara V, Papadopoulos C, Randhawa G. 2016.  
Systematic review of the prevalence of mental illness 
stigma within the Greek culture. International Journal 
of Social Psychiatry 62 (3), 292-305. 

Ulusoy MF & Ucar H. 2000. An ethical insight into 
nursing research in Turkey. Nursing Ethics 7 (4), 285-
295. 

Vahabzadeh A, Wittenauer J & Carr E. 2011. Stigma, 
schizophrenia and the media: exploring changes in the 
reporting of schizophrenia in major U.S. newspapers 
Journal of Psychiatric Practice 17 (6), 439-446.  



80 References  

van der Krieke L, Wunderink L, Emerencia AC, de Jonge 
P & Sytema S. 2014. E–Mental Health Self-
Management for Psychotic Disorders: State of the Art 
and Future Perspectives. Psychiatric Services 65 (1), 
33-49. 

Vaitheeswaran V. 2009. Medicine Goes Digital: A 
Special Report on Health Care and Technology. The 
Economist 391 (8627), 3-16. 

Verel D. 2015. Google: We’re considering altering our 
search algorithm for health information. 
MedCityNews. http://medcitynews.com/2015/02/ 
googles-healthcare-algorithm/ (Accessed 2.5.2016). 

Viertiö S. 2011. Introduction, Functional limitations and 
quality of life in schizophrenia and other psychotic 
disorders. Academic Dissertation, Finland: National 
Institute for Health and Welfare.  

Välimäki M, Anttila M, Hätönen H, Koivunen M, 
Jakobsson T, Pitkanen A, Herrala J, Kuosmanen L. 
2008. Design and development process of patient-
centered computer-based support system for patients 
with schizophrenia spectrum psychosis. Informatics 
for Health and Social Care 33 (2), 113–123. 

Välimäki M, Hätönen H, Adams CE. 2012. Mobile.net: 
mobile telephone text messages to encourage 
adherence to medication and to follow up with people 
with psychosis: methods and protocol for a 
multicenter randomized controlled two-armed trial. 
JMIR Research Protocols 1 (2), e8. 

Välimäki M, Hätönen HM, Lahti ME, Kurki M, Hottinen 
A, Metsäranta K, Riihimäki T, Adams CE. 2014. 
Virtual reality for treatment compliance for people 
with serious mental illness. Cochrane Database of 
Systematic Reviews 8 (10), CD009928. 

Wahl OF. 1995. Media madness: Public images of mental 
illness. New Jersey: Rutgers University Press. 

Wahl OF, Wood A. Zaveri P, Drapalski A & Mann B. 
2003. Mental illness depiction in children's films. 
Journal of Community Psychology 31 (6), 553-560. 

Wahlbeck K, Aromaa E. 2011. Research on stigma 
related to mental disorders in Finland: a systematic 
literature review. Psychiatria Fennica 42, 89–111. 

Wager E & Wiffen PJ. 2011. Ethical issues in preparing 
and publishing systematic reviews. Journal of 
Evidence Based Medicine 4 (2), 130–134.  

Webb EJ, Campell DT, Schwart RD & Sechrest L. 1966. 
Unobtrusive Measures: nonreactive research in the 
social sciences. Chicago: Rand McNally. 

Weber RP. 1990. Basic content analysis. Beverly Hills, 
CA: Sage. 

WHO - World Health Organization. 1992. The ICD-10 
Classification of Mental and Behavioural Disorders 
Diagnostic criteria for research, Geneva: World 
Health Organization. 

WHO - World Health Organization. 2009. Improving 
health systems and services for mental health. 
Geneva: World Health Organization. 
http://www.who.int/iris/handle/10665/44219 
(Accessed 9.10.2014). 

WHO - World Health Organization. 2010. Mental health 
and development: Targeting people with mental 
health conditions as a vulnerable group. Geneva: 
World Health Organization. 

WHO - World Health Organization. 2011a. Mental 
Health Atlas 2011: Finland - Department of Mental 
Health and Substance Abuse. Geneva: World Health 
Organization. 

WHO - World Health Organization. 2011b. Mental 
Health Atlas 2011: Greece - Department of Mental 
Health and Substance Abuse, World Health 
Organization. 

WHO - World Health Organization. 2014. Mental 
 health beds in general hospitals and in mental  
health hospitals per 100,000 population 
http://gamapserver.who.int/gho/interactive_charts/me
ntal_health/beds_hospitals/atlas.html (Accessed 8.4. 
2016). 

WHO - World Health Organization. 2016a. 
Schizophrenia: Fact sheet. http://www.who.int/ 
mediacentre/factsheets/fs397/en/ (Accessed 16.5. 
2016). 

WHO - World Health Organization. 2016b. E-Health. 
http://www.who.int/trade/glossary/story021/en/ 
(Accessed 5.3.2016). 

Wilson C, Nairn R, Coverdale J & Panapa A. 1999. 
Mental illness depictions in prime time drama: 
Identifying the discursive resources. Australian and 
New Zealand Journal of Psychiatry 33 (2), 232–239. 

Wilson C, Nairn R, Coverdale J & Panapa A. 2000. How 
mental illness is portrayed in children’s media: a 
prospective study. British Journal of Psychiatry 176 
(5), 440-443. 

Wykes T, Haro JM, Belli SR, Obradors-Tarragó C, 
Arango C, Ayuso-Mateos JL, Bitter I, Brunn M, 
Chevreul K, Demotes-Mainard J, Elfeddali I, Evans-
Lacko S, Fiorillo A, Forsman AK, Hazo JB, Kuepper 
R, Knappe S, Leboyer M, Lewis SW, Linszen D, 
Luciano M, Maj M, McDaid D, Miret M, Papp S, 
Park AL, Schumann G, Thornicroft G, van der Feltz-
Cornelis C, van Os J, Wahlbeck K, Walker-Tilley T, 
Wittchen HU & ROAMER consortium.  2015. Mental 
health research priorities for Europe. The Lancet 
Psychiatry 2 (11), 1036 – 1042. 

Xesfingi S & Vozikis A. 2016. eHealth Literacy: In the 
Quest of the Contributing Factors Interact. Journal of 
Medical Research 5 (2), e1. 

YouTube. 2013. Press room: statistics   
https://www.youtube.com/yt/press/statistics.html 
(Accessed 2.3.2013). 


	ABSTRACT
	TIIVISTELMÄ
	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	LIST OF FIGURES AND TABLES
	ABBREVIATIONS
	LIST OF ORIGINAL PUBLICATIONS
	1. INTRODUCTION
	2. REVIEW OF LITERATURE
	2.1 Schizophrenia spectrum disorders
	2.1.1 Diagnosis, symptoms and living with schizophrenia spectrum disorders
	2.1.2 Healthcare delivery of schizophrenia spectrum disorders
	2.1.3 Policy for schizophrenia spectrum disorders

	2.2 eHealth and schizophrenia spectrum disorders
	2.2.1 eHealth in the field of schizophrenia or related conditions
	2.2.2 Online health information on schizophrenia or related conditions
	2.2.3 Online presentation of schizophrenia or related conditions
	2.2.4 Use, attitudes and patterns related to computer/Internet, and eHealth literacy among people with schizophrenia spectrum disorders
	2.2.5 Effectiveness of social media interventions for people with schizophrenia spectrum disorde

	2.3 Summary of the literature review

	3. AIMS OF THE STUDY
	4. METHODOLOGY
	4.1 Theoretical and methodological orientation
	4.2 Design of the study
	4.3 Setting, population and sampling
	4.4 Instruments
	4.5 Data collection
	4.6 Data analysis
	4.7 Ethical considerations

	5. RESULTS
	5.1 Characteristics of study participants (Papers I, II, III, IV)
	5.2 Online schizophrenia-related health information and videos (Papers I, II)
	5.2.1 Quality of online schizophrenia-related health information in the Finnish and Greek languages (Paper I)
	5.2.2 Presentation of online schizophrenia-related videos in the Finnish and Greek languages (Paper II)
	5.2.3 Differences between the Finnish and Greek online schizophrenia-related health information and videos (Papers I, II)

	5.3 Computer/Internet use, attitudes toward computer/Internet, and eHealth literacy among Finnish and Greek people with SSD (Paper III)
	5.3.1 Prevalence of Internet use for general and health-related purposes among people with SSD (Paper III)
	5.3.2 Attitudes toward computer/Internet among never computer/Internet users (Paper III)
	5.3.3 eHealth literacy among previous and current computer/Internet users (Paper III)
	5.3.4 Internet use patterns among current computer/Internet users (Paper III)
	5.3.5 Differences regarding computer/Internet use between country groups (Paper III)

	5.4 Research evidence on the effectiveness of social media interventions for people with SSD (Paper IV)
	5.5 Overview of study results

	6. DISCUSSION
	6.1 Discussion of main results
	6.1.1 Online schizophrenia-related health information in the Finnish and Greek languages
	6.1.2 Online schizophrenia-related videos in the Finnish and Greek languages
	6.1.3 Computer and Internet use, attitudes toward computer/Internet and eHealth literacy among Finnish and Greek people with SSD
	6.1.4 Research evidence on the effectiveness of social media interventions for people with SSD

	6.2 Reliability and validity
	6.3 Implications of the study
	6.3.1 Implications for practice
	6.3.2 Implications for administration and ICT specialists
	6.3.3 Implications for education

	6.4 Suggestions for future research

	7. CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	REFERENCES


 
 
    
   HistoryItem_V1
   Nup
        
     Create a new document
     Trim unused space from sheets: no
     Allow pages to be scaled: yes
     Margins and crop marks: none
     Sheet size: 6.929 x 9.843 inches / 176.0 x 250.0 mm
     Sheet orientation: tall
     Scale by 70.00 %
     Align: top left
      

        
     0.0000
     10.0000
     20.0000
     0
     Corners
     0.3000
     ToFit
     0
     0
     1
     1
     0.7000
     0
     0 
     1
     0.0000
     1
            
       D:20170313145424
       708.6614
       B5
       Blank
       498.8976
          

     Tall
     1069
     483
    
    
     0.0000
     TL
     0
            
       CurrentAVDoc
          

     0.0000
     0
     2
     0
     1
     0 
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus3
     Quite Imposing Plus 3.0k
     Quite Imposing Plus 3
     1
      

   1
  

 HistoryList_V1
 qi2base





