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Abstract (231/250) 5 

Background. Social metacognition is still poorly understood in schizophrenia, particularly its 6 

neuropsychological basis and its impact on insight and medication adherence. We therefore 7 

quantified social metacognition as the agreement between objective and subjective 8 

mentalization and assessed its correlates in a sample of individuals with schizophrenia 9 

spectrum disorders. 10 

 11 

Methods. Participants consisted of 143 patients with schizophrenia or schizoaffective 12 

disorders who underwent a metacognitive version of a mentalization task, an extensive 13 

neuropsychological battery, and a clinical evaluation to assess their insight into illness and 14 

medication adherence. We studied potential interactions between confidence judgments and 15 

several neuropsychological and clinical variables on mentalization accuracy with mixed-16 

effects multiple logistic regressions. 17 

 18 

Results. Confidence judgments were closely associated with mentalization accuracy, 19 

indicative of good social metacognition in this task. Working memory, visual memory, and 20 

reasoning and problem-solving were the three neuropsychological dimensions positively 21 

associated with metacognition. By contrast, the two measures of medication adherence were 22 

associated with poorer metacognition, whereas no association was found between 23 

metacognition and clinical insight. The multiple regression model showed a significant positive 24 

impact of better working memory, older age at onset, longer duration of hospitalization, and 25 

worse medication adherence on social metacognition. 26 
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 1 

Conclusions. We discuss possible mechanisms underlying the apparent association between 2 

social metacognition and working memory. Adherence should be monitored when remediating 3 

social metacognition, and psychoeducation should be given to patients with a high level of 4 

awareness of their capacity to mentalize. 5 

 6 
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1. Introduction 9 

Metacognition refers to a spectrum of mental activities of which the object is one’s own 10 

thoughts. According to Moritz and Lysaker's account of this concept (Moritz and Lysaker, 11 

2018), it can be defined as the “awareness of one's cognitive performance”. This includes the 12 

metacognitive experience component, defined as the “conscious reflections about cognitive 13 

processes”, which was the focus of the present study. In schizophrenia, individuals 14 

encompass difficulties in the recognition that one is ill (clinical insight), abnormal cognitive 15 

style and beliefs with decreased self-reflectiveness and increased self-certainty (cognitive 16 

insight), and deficits in metacognition as defined above (David et al., 2012). One way to 17 

evaluate metacognition is to measure the trial-by-trial agreement between objective 18 

performance, measured using a first-order neuropsychological task, and subjective cognition, 19 

assessed using a self-reported score on a scale (i.e., second-order task). In this framework, 20 

good metacognition implies a close relationship between objective and subjective cognition, 21 
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whereas their decorrelation reflects metacognitive deficits. However, although the 1 

determinants of clinical (Belvederi Murri and Amore, 2019) and cognitive insight (Riggs et al., 2 

2012) have been extensively studied in schizophrenia, they have not yet been sufficiently 3 

explored for metacognition.  4 

Investigating the adequacy between confidence and social cognitive performance is of 5 

particularly high relevance in schizophrenia, as recent studies reported that social 6 

metacognition was associated with social functioning above social cognitive ability and 7 

negative symptoms (Silberstein et al., 2018). Moreover, confidence ratings for emotion 8 

recognition are significantly associated with real-world functioning reported by high-quality 9 

informants (Pinkham et al., 2018a). Very few studies investigated the confidence of individuals 10 

with schizophrenia in the attribution of mental states to others, which is an essential 11 

component of social cognition. One study reported a deficit especially marked in the case of 12 

formal thought disorders, using the Read the mind in The Eyes test (Köther et al., 2012). 13 

Another study reported preserved metacognition using animations of moving dots displaying 14 

a dyadic interaction demonstrating a chase or no chase (Muthesius et al., 2021). 15 

We aimed to identify the relationship between neurocognition and social metacognition during 16 

a mentalization task. A recent meta-analysis reported that metacognitive deficits in 17 

schizophrenia were more profound when performance in the first-order task was also 18 

impaired, thus suggesting an impact of first-order neuropsychological deficits on 19 

metacognitive abilities (Rouy et al., 2021). Thus, the aberrant confidence ratings provided after 20 

a first-order neuropsychological task may be due to patients with working memory deficits who 21 

cannot remember how difficult this specific task was. In support of this idea, it has been 22 

reported that multitasking decreases metacognition in individuals without psychiatric disorders 23 

(Konishi et al., 2021). However, the relationships between cognitive performance in the usual 24 

neuropsychological domains and metacognition are still underexplored in schizophrenia. Only 25 

one study reported in attenuated psychosis syndrome a significant positive association 26 
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between metacognition and verbal memory, but not with executive functioning (Koren et al., 1 

2019). 2 

The second question we addressed is whether clinical insight is associated with social 3 

metacognition in schizophrenia. It has been hypothesized that poor insight in schizophrenia 4 

stems from a failure of metacognition, i.e., patients’ lack of ability to reflect on their mental 5 

content accurately and a systematic bias in assessing it (David et al., 2012). Thus, poor insight 6 

should be associated with low social metacognition in schizophrenia. However, this has 7 

received no experimental confirmation, despite a promising initial report (Koren et al., 2004).  8 

We also aimed to explore the relationship between medication adherence and social 9 

metacognition. Medication adherence is a crucial determinant of prognosis in schizophrenia 10 

(Lindenmayer et al., 2009). As medication adherence is positively associated with clinical 11 

insight in schizophrenia (Czobor et al., 2015), we hypothesized that better social 12 

metacognition would also be associated with better medication adherence, and, to the best of 13 

our knowledge, this study is the first to investigate this link. Adherence is influenced by several 14 

sociodemographic (age, education level), clinical (age at onset, substance abuse, duration of 15 

hospitalization, insight, and depression), and neuropsychological characteristics (see (García 16 

et al., 2016) et al. for a review). We aimed to control for these potential confounders when 17 

exploring the association between social metacognition and medication adherence.  18 

In summary, we aimed to identify the neurocognitive and clinical correlates of social 19 

metacognition in a sample of individuals with schizophrenia spectrum disorders, focusing on 20 

insight and medication adherence, by analyzing the effect of the interaction between 21 

confidence in mentalization and clinical or cognitive variables on mentalizing accuracy. 22 

 23 
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2. Materials and methods 1 

2.1. Study design and characteristics of the recruiting 2 

network 3 

In this multicenter longitudinal cohort (previously registered at ClinicalTrials.gov under number 4 

NCT02901015), patients were recruited from seven centers of expertise for schizophrenia 5 

(Clermont-Ferrand, Créteil, Grenoble, Marseille, Montpellier, Strasbourg, and Versailles), 6 

making up a network established by the FondaMental Foundation. For this ancillary and 7 

exploratory study, only the baseline data were analyzed. General practitioners or psychiatrists 8 

referred patients. The local medical ethics committee (Comité de Protection des Personnes 9 

Ile-de-France XI) approved the study (2012-A00387-36). Each participant provided written 10 

informed consent before inclusion and received an indemnity. 11 

2.2. Participants 12 

The primary criterion for inclusion was the presence of schizophrenia or schizoaffective 13 

disorder, for which the diagnosis was based on a structured clinical interview according to 14 

DSM-IV-TR (SCID-IV) (First et al., 1997). The patients were between 18 and 65 years of age. 15 

The exclusion criteria were actually hospitalized under constraint, substance dependence at 16 

the time of assessment (except tobacco), electroconvulsive therapy (within the last six 17 

months), serious head trauma, significant or evolutive epilepsy or neurological disorder, and 18 

significant sensory impairment. Other inclusions and exclusion criteria are reported in 19 

Supplementary Information 1. 20 

2.3. Assessment tools 21 

Data were collected on two different days that were separated by less than two weeks. 22 
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2.3.1. Clinical assessments 1 

The severity of schizophrenic symptoms was assessed using the total score of the Positive 2 

and Negative Syndrome Scale (PANSS) (Kay et al., 1987). Medication adherence was 3 

assessed using both a self-report scale and a clinician-rated instrument. The first instrument 4 

was the Medication Adherence Rating Scale (MARS) (Thompson et al., 2000), a self-reported 5 

questionnaire that assesses medication adherence behavior, subjective experiences of 6 

negative side effects, and attitudes and beliefs toward antipsychotic medication. The second 7 

instrument was the Brief Adherence Rating Scale (BARS) (Byerly et al., 2008), in which a 8 

clinician assessed the proportion of antipsychotic doses effectively taken by the patient in the 9 

previous month. Details of the other clinical assessments are reported in Supplementary 10 

Information 2. 11 

2.3.2. Premorbid level of cognitive functioning 12 

Education level was assessed by the total duration of education in years. The French version 13 

of the National Adult Reading Test (fNART) (Nelson and O’Connell, 1978) provided an 14 

estimate of premorbid IQ. 15 

2.3.3. Neuropsychological assessment: battery of cognitive 16 

tests 17 

Details of the neuropsychological assessment are reported in Supplementary Information 3. 18 

Experienced neuropsychologists administered the tests in a fixed order. The standardized test 19 

battery evaluated seven cognitive domains. Six complied with the recommendations 20 

concerning the neurocognitive domains that should be represented in a cognitive battery for 21 

schizophrenia, according to a consensus of international experts (Green et al., 2004): 22 

processing speed, attention/vigilance, working memory, verbal memory, visual memory, and 23 
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reasoning and problem-solving. The battery also investigated a seventh neurocognitive 1 

dimension, executive functioning.  2 

 3 

2.3.4. The social metacognition task 4 

We assessed social metacognition by testing the confidence in the attribution of intentions to 5 

others. We designed a new paradigm derived from the V-COMICS test, an attribution of 6 

intention tasks using comic-strips (Brunet et al., 2000; Sarfati et al., 1997). The social 7 

metacognition task was performed with other social cognitive tests included in the EVACO 8 

battery, described elsewhere (Brunet-Gouet et al., 2021). The test consisted of 10 attribution-9 

of-intention cartoons and two training trials administered before the task to check the patients’ 10 

understanding (see Figure 1 & Supplementary Figure 1). Each self-paced trial required the 11 

subject to look at three-picture stories placed in the upper half of the sheet and then select the 12 

correct ending among three possible answers in the lower half of the sheet. The possible 13 

answers were designed following the same pattern: one correct answer satisfying the 14 

intentional logic of the story and two incorrect answers that depict actions that are either 15 

absurd or frequent but with no link to the story’s context. In each comic strip, one of the answer 16 

pictures was masked. The correct answer was covered in one half of the trials and the frequent 17 

situation in the other half. The participant had to choose one of three responses (including the 18 

masked response) as the logical ending to the story at his/her own pace. Then, he/she was 19 

asked to rate his/her degree of confidence among four levels: totally sure (coded 4), almost 20 

sure (coded 3), not sure (coded 2), not sure at all (coded 1). The comic strips were presented 21 

in the same order to all subjects. Covering up one of the images prompted the subject to 22 

consider alternative endings to the story and formulate mentalistic hypotheses under 23 

conditions of increased uncertainty. 24 
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 1 

2.4. Statistical analyses 2 

Social metacognition was quantified using mixed-effects logistic regression between 3 

mentalizing accuracy (binary categorical variable) and confidence (continuous variable). We 4 

first ran successive analyses, including a fixed effect of moderators belonging to the variables 5 

listed above, the interaction between the moderator and confidence, random intercepts by 6 

participants, and a full random effects structure. We applied an optimization by quadratic 7 

approximation (BOBYQA) with a set maximum of 200,000 iterations. Standardized β 8 

coefficients are reported. Assuming that social metacognition reflects the strength of the 9 

association between mentalization performance and confidence, a variable was interpreted 10 

as a moderator of metacognition if its interaction with mentalizing confidence had a significant 11 

effect on mentalizing accuracy. After this first stage of variable selection, missing data were 12 

estimated using multivariate imputations by chained equations (50 imputations, mice package 13 

of R). The fraction of missing information (fmi) and the proportion of total variance due to 14 

missingness (λ) are reported in the results. We then ran a mixed-effects multiple logistic 15 

regression on imputed datasets with several independent variables to check whether the 16 

potential neurocognitive and clinical moderators identified in the simple regressions remained 17 

significant while simultaneously accounting for all the effects. Beyond the main effect of 18 

confidence, the independent variables were included in this multiple model if: 19 

- the level of significance of their interaction with confidence was p < 0.25. This threshold 20 

is usual for selecting variables for multiple regressions (Hosmer Jr et al., 2013; Mickey 21 

and Greenland, 1989). In this case, both the interaction term and the main effect of the 22 

covariate were included in the model. 23 
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- the level of significance of their interaction with confidence was p ≥ 0.25 and the 1 

level of significance of their main effect was p < 0.25. In this case, only the main 2 

effect of the covariate was included in the model. 3 

 4 

To avoid the selection of redundant variables, which would have led to the cancellation of their 5 

effect on social metacognition in the multiple regression model, we discarded variables that 6 

strongly correlated with another one (|r| > 0.4) within the same group of variables (clinical 7 

characteristics, premorbid level of cognitive functioning, and neurocognition). In this case, 8 

we retained in the multiple regression the variable for which the interaction with 9 

confidence had the highest effect on mentalization accuracy (for variables for which the 10 

interaction with confidence was p < 0.25) or the variable which had the highest direct 11 

effect on mentalization accuracy (for variables for which the interaction with confidence 12 

was p ≥ 0.25 and the level of significance of their main effect on mentalization accuracy 13 

was p < 0.25). 14 

 15 

3. Results 16 

3.1. Characteristics of the participants 17 

The study included 143 outpatients with schizophrenia (n = 104) or schizoaffective disorder (n 18 

= 39), who were included between April 2013 and June 2017. Socio-demographic, clinical, 19 

and neuropsychological characteristics of the sample are presented in Table 1, along with 20 
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premorbid levels of cognitive functioning. Their detailed neuropsychological performance is 1 

reported in Supplementary Table 1.  2 

The participants were mostly men with schizophrenia. The average total PANSS score 3 

indicated mild symptoms and the average severity of illness was moderate. The average 4 

BARS score was in the range of previous studies, including outpatients with schizophrenia, 5 

with a lower bound of 70% (Xu et al., 2018) and a higher bound above 90% (Stip et al., 2013, 6 

p. 2013; Triveni et al., 2021). The average MARS score was also near that reported for another 7 

sample of French individuals with schizophrenia spectrum disorders (Verdoux et al., 2020). 8 

The most strongly affected cognitive dimension was memory. Reasoning and problem-solving 9 

were less strongly affected. The average accuracy on the mentalization task across the 10 10 

items was 0.76 ± 0.20  SD and the average confidence score 3.3 ± 0.45 (between almost sure 11 

and totally sure). Accuracy and confidence distributions are reported in Supplementary Figure 12 

2.13 
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3.2. Interaction analyses 1 

The bivariable mixed-effects logistic regression between mentalizing accuracy and confidence 2 

was significant (β = 0.66 ± SD 0.07, z = 9.1, p < 0.001), indicating that participants were able 3 

to adjust their confidence ratings to the accuracy of their responses.  4 

3.2.1. Tri-variable mixed-effects logistic regressions 5 

The results of the mixed-effects logistic regressions between mentalizing accuracy and 6 

confidence, with several successive moderators, are presented in Table 2 for the interaction 7 

between confidence and moderators and Supplementary Tables 2 & 3 for the main effect of 8 

moderators and confidence, respectively.  9 

Significant interactions with confidence were found for age at onset, duration of hospitalization, 10 

MARS, BARS, duration of education duration, fNART, working memory, visual memory, and 11 

reasoning and problem solving (see Table 2). The plots of the fixed effect model estimate of 12 

confidence on mentalizing accuracy according to the level of the significant moderator are 13 

presented in Figure 2. Metacognition, assessed as the strength of the association between 14 

accuracy and confidence, was greater for individuals who were older at onset. Metacognition 15 

was also better for individuals with longer hospitalizations. Metacognition was worse for 16 

individuals with high MARS and BARS. Metacognition was also better for individuals with a 17 

longer duration of education and high fNART, working and visual memory, and reasoning and 18 

problem-solving. 19 

The variables significantly associated with better mentalizing accuracy were lower PANSS 20 

total and MARS scores, higher education and premorbid IQ, better processing speed, 21 

attention/vigilance, working memory, verbal memory, reasoning and problem-solving, and 22 

executive functioning (see Supplementary Table 2). 23 
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3.2.2. Multiple mixed-effects logistic regression 1 

3.2.2.1. Variable selection 2 

The variable selection process is detailed in Supplementary Information 4. The following 3 

independent variables were included in the final multiple mixed-effects logistic regression: age 4 

at onset, duration of hospitalization, CGI-S, BARS, fNART, attention, working memory, visual 5 

memory (their main effect and their interaction with confidence), and the main effect of 6 

confidence, PANSS total score, CDS, and processing speed.  7 

3.2.2.2. Model output 8 

The results are reported in Table 3. Four variables remained significant moderators of the 9 

relationship between confidence and mentalization accuracy: age at onset, duration of 10 

hospitalization, BARS, and working memory. The variables that were significantly associated 11 

with better mentalization were confidence, CDS, and processing speed.  12 

We ran an additional analysis with a more conservative threshold for variable selection 13 

(p<0.05), to lower the number of variables included in the final model and to check the 14 

consistency of our results (see Supplementary Information 5). The results remained 15 

consistent, except for CDS which was not included in the model. Moreover, the interaction 16 

between BARS and confidence became marginally significant. 17 

 18 

4. Discussion 19 

We aimed to gain greater insight into the nature of intention attribution in schizophrenia by 20 

investigating confidence for mentalization judgments. In addition, we aimed to test whether 21 

social metacognition is associated with neurocognition, insight, and medication adherence in 22 
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a sample of outpatients with schizophrenia spectrum disorders by analyzing the interaction 1 

between mentalizing accuracy and confidence.  2 

First, the data reported here showed that the participants adjusted their confidence according 3 

to the accuracy of their responses, which suggests they were capable of metacognitive 4 

monitoring. Whether metacognition is preserved or disrupted in schizophrenia remains a 5 

debated topic:  a recent meta-analysis reported that metacognition varies across domains in 6 

schizophrenia, with more pronounced impairment for metamemory than metaperception in 7 

comparison to matched healthy volunteers (Rouy et al., 2021). Data were insufficient to 8 

conclude about a deficit in social metacognition, with some studies reporting a deficit in 9 

patients (Jones et al., 2019; Moritz et al., 2012), whereas others did not (Pinkham et al., 10 

2018b). Of note, we cannot determine whether social metacognition was preserved or 11 

impaired in the present data sample, as our study does not include a control group. 12 

Several neuropsychological dimensions were associated with social metacognition in the tri-13 

variable analyses: working memory, visual memory, and reasoning and problem-solving. The 14 

strongest association was found for working memory, which remained significant in the 15 

multiple regression. By contrast, the association between social metacognition and visual 16 

memory became non-significant in the multiple regression analysis. This result suggests that 17 

working memory is a crucial function involved in correctly reporting judgments about 18 

performance in mentalization in schizophrenia. Previous studies identified other 19 

neuropsychological bases of social metacognition in schizophrenia: verbal memory and 20 

attention, which partially explained the lower social metacognition performance for emotion 21 

perception found in schizophrenia (Köther et al., 2012); and verbal reasoning, processing 22 

speed, and working and verbal memories, which were associated with the difference between 23 

confidence and performance in emotion recognition (Perez et al., 2020). One interpretation of 24 

this result is that neuropsychological performance, such as working memory and executive 25 

function, is involved in the metacognitive task, which implies keeping track of the difficulty of 26 

the first-level task to produce an accurate confidence judgment a few seconds later. This result 27 
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also suggests that remediating working memory may improve social metacognition, although 1 

working memory training has shown limited generalizability to other domains in schizophrenia 2 

(Cassetta et al., 2019; Cella et al., 2017). 3 

Clinical insight was not associated with social metacognition in this study. This result confirms 4 

the lack of association between clinical insight and metacognition shown in previous studies 5 

(Faivre et al., 2021; Kircher et al., 2007) and suggests that poor insight may not be domain-6 

general in schizophrenia, i.e., it may not be the consequence of a single impairment in 7 

monitoring information processing at the cognitive level. Alternative conceptions of clinical 8 

insight have been proposed in the literature, in which insight may be a defense mechanism, a 9 

coping strategy that protects patients from depressive symptoms arising from awareness of 10 

having a chronic mental illness (Mintz et al., 2003), or a disturbance of the basic sense of 11 

minimal selfhood, i.e., an altered experience of being a self (Henriksen and Parnas, 2014).  12 

Better social metacognition was not associated with better adherence. Medication adherence 13 

was in fact associated with poor metamentalization performance. As we had hypothesized a 14 

reverse relationship, this association might have occurred by chance, and we believed this 15 

result needs replication as it was only marginally significant in the sensitivity analysis using 16 

another p-value threshold for variable selection. Performing well in metacognition may imply 17 

that individuals with schizophrenia are aware of their cognitive deficits. Patients may thus 18 

attribute these deficits to their medication, leading to lower adherence. However, it was not 19 

possible to confirm this hypothesis as we did not measure cognitive insight. It is also possible 20 

that medication directly impairs metacognition. The Health Belief Model proposes that 21 

adherence emerges when patients are aware of the vulnerability and seriousness of their 22 

condition and when they know and interiorize the benefits of treatment adherence (Lacro et 23 

al., 2002). Our results suggest that social metacognition may interfere with interiorizing such 24 

medication benefits. Metacognitive remediation for schizophrenia should include 25 

psychoeducation about the causes of cognitive deficits, primarily due to the disorder itself, 26 

rather than appropriate antipsychotic medication. Such complementary psychoeducation 27 
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should help patients to identify and modify automatic negative thoughts about medications 1 

and strengthen their belief that taking their medication is a step toward recovery.  2 

This study identified other clinical variables associated with social metacognition. First, being 3 

younger at onset was associated with lower social metacognition, which remained after 4 

controlling for neuropsychological performance, clinical severity, and duration of 5 

hospitalization. Younger age at onset is usually associated with a more severe form of 6 

schizophrenia, with more negative symptoms (Ballageer et al., 2005), a worse functional 7 

prognosis (Immonen et al., 2017), and more pronounced cognitive impairments (Rajji et al., 8 

2009). Second, prolonged hospitalization was surprisingly associated with better social 9 

metacognition. It is possible that patients gain insight into their cognitive deficit through 10 

psychoeducation during more prolonged hospitalizations. Another explanation could be the 11 

mediation of depressive symptoms, as they are associated with more frequent hospitalization 12 

(Conley et al., 2007) and weaker overestimation of performance (Jones et al., 2021, p. 202) 13 

in schizophrenia. However, this explanation seems unlikely, as the association between social 14 

metacognition and the duration of hospitalization remained significant when the CDS score 15 

was introduced as a covariate in the multiple regression model. Moreover, social 16 

metacognition was not significantly associated with depression in our study, which contradicts 17 

a previous report showing that patients who manifested extreme overconfidence in emotion 18 

recognition had the least depression (Jones et al., 2019). 19 

This study had several limitations. Because the study lacks a sample of healthy controls, it 20 

was impossible to establish whether there was a deficit in social metacognition in the 21 

participants with schizophrenia and whether the relationship between working memory and 22 

social metamentalization was specific to schizophrenia or characterized a more generalizable 23 

phenomenon. One was that the participants’ profile may have influenced certain results, which 24 

may not be generalizable to all individuals with schizophrenia. Indeed, our sample included 25 

mostly males, and participants had slightly better clinical insight relative to previous reports 26 

that included outpatients (Braw et al., 2012; Cavelti et al., 2016; Novick et al., 2015), whose 27 



19 
 

level was compatible with that previously found in a group of participants who recovered from 1 

an acute episode of schizophrenia (Birchwood et al., 1994). Such a good level of clinical insight 2 

could explain the lack of its association with social metacognition reported here. The lack of 3 

association between insight and social metacognition may also be explained by the fact that 4 

we only investigated global insight scores. A previous study, indeed, reported the absence of 5 

a correlation between metacognition and overall insight, but a significant positive association 6 

between metacognition and awareness of current symptoms (Koren et al., 2004). A measure 7 

of cognitive insight was absent from our study. We could not thus confirm the results of the 8 

previous report showing an association between cognitive insight and social metacognitive 9 

performance for emotion perception (the subscale self-certainty of the BCIS correlated with 10 

the number of high-confidence incorrect responses) in schizophrenia (Köther et al., 2012). 11 

Another limitation comes from the methodology used to assess adherence: an objective 12 

measure of adherence with pill counting, blood or urine analysis, electronic monitoring, and 13 

electronic refill records may be preferable to the subjective methods we used. Investigating 14 

metamemory rather than social metacognition may be a better option for medication 15 

adherence (Hargis and Castel, 2018). Our study was also limited in terms of the number of 16 

items used to quantify social metacognition. Further studies investigating social metacognition 17 

in schizophrenia may benefit from improved measures of metacognition over hundreds of 18 

trials, such as metacognitive efficiency  (Maniscalco and Lau, 2012). Finally, the selection 19 

strategy for variables retained in the multiple model can lead to the impression that a more 20 

limited set of variables is associated with metacognition than is actually the case. This analysis 21 

provides information about which variables have the greatest association with social 22 

metacognition. 23 

 24 

 25 

5. Conclusion 26 
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This exploratory study investigated several neuropsychological and clinical correlates of social 1 

metacognition in schizophrenia using interaction analysis. We found that working memory and 2 

reasoning and problem-solving were positively associated with better social metacognition. 3 

Better medication adherence was associated with poorer social metacognition. Poorer social 4 

metacognition was also associated with a younger age at onset and a shorter duration of 5 

hospitalization. In addition to revealing important cognitive and clinical factors of social 6 

metacognition in schizophrenia, our results suggest that future metacognitive remediation 7 

strategies should focus on working memory, as well as providing psychoeducation to avoid a 8 

decrease in medication adherence for individuals with improved metacognition. Moreover, 9 

individuals with early-onset schizophrenia spectrum disorders may particularly benefit from 10 

metacognitive remediation. 11 

Role of funding sources 12 

This work was supported by the Versailles Hospital, Le Chesnay, France; the Fondation 13 

FondaMental, Créteil, France; the Programme Hospitalier de Recherche Clinique 14 

(AOM11233); the Investissements d’Avenir program managed by the Agence Nationale de la 15 

Recherche (ANR-11-IDEX-0004-02 and ANR-10-COHO-10-01); and the Institut National de 16 

la Santé et de la Recherche Médicale. NF received funding from the European Research 17 

Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme 18 

(Grant agreement No. 803122). 19 

Declaration of interest 20 

None 21 



21 
 

References 1 

Ballageer, T., Malla, A., Manchanda, R., Takhar, J., Haricharan, R., 2005. Is adolescent-onset 2 
first-episode psychosis different from adult onset? J. Am. Acad. Child Adolesc. 3 
Psychiatry 44, 782–789. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.chi.0000164591.55942.ea 4 

Belvederi Murri, M., Amore, M., 2019. The Multiple Dimensions of Insight in Schizophrenia-5 
Spectrum Disorders. Schizophr. Bull. 45, 277–283. 6 
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sby092 7 

Birchwood, M., Smith, J., Drury, V., Healy, J., Macmillan, F., Slade, M., 1994. A self‐report 8 
Insight Scale for psychosis: reliability, validity and sensitivity to change. Acta Psychiatr. 9 
Scand. 89, 62–67. 10 

Braw, Y., Sitman, R., Sela, T., Erez, G., Bloch, Y., Levkovitz, Y., 2012. Comparison of insight 11 
among schizophrenia and bipolar disorder patients in remission of affective and 12 
positive symptoms: analysis and critique. Eur. Psychiatry J. Assoc. Eur. Psychiatr. 27, 13 
612–618. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2011.02.002 14 

Brunet, E., Sarfati, Y., Hardy-Baylé, M.C., Decety, J., 2000. A PET investigation of the 15 
attribution of intentions with a nonverbal task. NeuroImage 11, 157–166. 16 
https://doi.org/10.1006/nimg.1999.0525 17 

Brunet-Gouet, E., Decaix-Tisserand, C., Urbach, M., Bazin, N., Aouizerate, B., Brunel, L., 18 
Capdevielle, D., Chereau, I., Dubertret, C., Dubreucq, J., Fond, G., Lançon, C., 19 
Leignier, S., Mallet, J., Misdrahi, D., Pires, S., Schneider, P., Schurhoff, F., Yazbek, 20 
H., Zinetti-Bertschy, A., Passerieux, C., Roux, P., 2021. Outcome prediction with a 21 
social cognitive battery: a multicenter longitudinal study. NPJ Schizophr. 7, 30. 22 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41537-021-00160-5 23 

Byerly, M.J., Nakonezny, P.A., Rush, A.J., 2008. The Brief Adherence Rating Scale (BARS) 24 
validated against electronic monitoring in assessing the antipsychotic medication 25 
adherence of outpatients with schizophrenia and schizoaffective disorder. Schizophr. 26 
Res. 100, 60–69. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2007.12.470 27 

Cassetta, B.D., Tomfohr-Madsen, L.M., Goghari, V.M., 2019. A randomized controlled trial of 28 
working memory and processing speed training in schizophrenia. Psychol. Med. 49, 29 
2009–2019. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291718002775 30 

Cavelti, M., Homan, P., Vauth, R., 2016. The impact of thought disorder on therapeutic alliance 31 
and personal recovery in schizophrenia and schizoaffective disorder: An exploratory 32 
study. Psychiatry Res. 239, 92–98. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2016.02.070 33 

Cella, M., Stahl, D., Morris, S., Keefe, R.S.E., Bell, M.D., Wykes, T., 2017. Effects of cognitive 34 
remediation on negative symptoms dimensions: exploring the role of working memory. 35 
Psychol. Med. 1–9. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291717000757 36 

Conley, R.R., Ascher-Svanum, H., Zhu, B., Faries, D.E., Kinon, B.J., 2007. The burden of 37 
depressive symptoms in the long-term treatment of patients with schizophrenia. 38 
Schizophr. Res. 90, 186–197. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2006.09.027 39 

Czobor, P., Van Dorn, R.A., Citrome, L., Kahn, R.S., Fleischhacker, W.W., Volavka, J., 2015. 40 
Treatment adherence in schizophrenia: a patient-level meta-analysis of combined 41 
CATIE and EUFEST studies. Eur. Neuropsychopharmacol. J. Eur. Coll. 42 
Neuropsychopharmacol. 25, 1158–1166. 43 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euroneuro.2015.04.003 44 

David, A.S., Bedford, N., Wiffen, B., Gilleen, J., 2012. Failures of metacognition and lack of 45 
insight in neuropsychiatric disorders. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B. Biol. Sci. 367, 46 
1379–1390. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2012.0002 47 

Faivre, N., Roger, M., Pereira, M., de Gardelle, V., Vergnaud, J.-C., Passerieux, C., Roux, P., 48 
2021. Confidence in visual motion discrimination is preserved in individuals with 49 
schizophrenia. J. Psychiatry Neurosci. JPN 46, E65–E73. 50 
https://doi.org/10.1503/jpn.200022 51 



22 
 

First, M.B., Spitzer, R.L., Gibbon, M., Williams, J.B., 1997. User’s guide for the Structured 1 
clinical interview for DSM-IV axis I disorders SCID-I: clinician version. American 2 
Psychiatric Pub, Washington, D.C. 3 

García, S., Martínez-Cengotitabengoa, M., López-Zurbano, S., Zorrilla, I., López, P., Vieta, E., 4 
González-Pinto, A., 2016. Adherence to Antipsychotic Medication in Bipolar Disorder 5 
and Schizophrenic Patients: A Systematic Review. J. Clin. Psychopharmacol. 36, 355–6 
371. https://doi.org/10.1097/JCP.0000000000000523 7 

Green, M.F., Nuechterlein, K.H., Gold, J.M., Barch, D.M., Cohen, J., Essock, S., Fenton, W.S., 8 
Frese, F., Goldberg, T.E., Heaton, R.K., 2004. Approaching a consensus cognitive 9 
battery for clinical trials in schizophrenia: the NIMH-MATRICS conference to select 10 
cognitive domains and test criteria. Biol Psychiatry 56, 301–307. 11 

Hargis, M.B., Castel, A.D., 2018. Improving Medication Understanding and Adherence Using 12 
Principles of Memory and Metacognition: In Press - Policy Insights from Behavioral 13 
and Brain Sciences. Policy Insights Behav. Brain Sci. 5, 147–154. 14 
https://doi.org/10.1177/2372732218781643 15 

Henriksen, M.G., Parnas, J., 2014. Self-disorders and Schizophrenia: A Phenomenological 16 
Reappraisal of Poor Insight and Noncompliance. Schizophr. Bull. 40, 542–547. 17 
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbt087 18 

Hosmer Jr, D.W., Lemeshow, S., Sturdivant, R.X., 2013. Applied logistic regression. John 19 
Wiley & Sons. 20 

Immonen, J., Jääskeläinen, E., Korpela, H., Miettunen, J., 2017. Age at onset and the 21 
outcomes of schizophrenia: A systematic review and meta-analysis: Age at onset and 22 
the outcomes of schizophrenia. Early Interv. Psychiatry 11, 453–460. 23 
https://doi.org/10.1111/eip.12412 24 

Jones, M.T., Deckler, E., Laurrari, C., Jarskog, L.F., Penn, D.L., Pinkham, A.E., Harvey, P.D., 25 
2019. Confidence, performance, and accuracy of self-assessment of social cognition: 26 
A comparison of schizophrenia patients and healthy controls. Schizophr. Res. Cogn. 27 

Jones, S.E., Moore, R.C., Depp, C.A., Ackerman, R.A., Pinkham, A.E., Harvey, P.D., 2021. 28 
Daily Ecological Momentary Assessments of happy and sad moods in people with 29 
schizophrenia and bipolar disorders: What do participants who are never sad think 30 
about their activities and abilities? Schizophr. Res. Cogn. 26, 100202. 31 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scog.2021.100202 32 

Kay, S.R., Fiszbein, A., Opfer, L.A., 1987. The positive and negative syndrome scale (PANSS) 33 
for schizophrenia. Schizophr Bull 13, 261. 34 

Kircher, T.T.J., Koch, K., Stottmeister, F., Durst, V., 2007. Metacognition and Reflexivity in 35 
Patients with Schizophrenia. Psychopathology 40, 254–260. 36 
https://doi.org/10.1159/000101730 37 

Konishi, M., Berberian, B., de Gardelle, V., Sackur, J., 2021. Multitasking costs on 38 
metacognition in a triple-task paradigm. Psychon. Bull. Rev. 39 
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-021-01967-0 40 

Koren, D., Scheyer, R., Stern, Y., Adres, M., Reznik, N., Apter, A., Seidman, L.J., 2019. 41 
Metacognition strengthens the association between neurocognition and attenuated 42 
psychosis syndrome: Preliminary evidence from a pilot study among treatment-43 
seeking versus healthy adolescents. Schizophr. Res. 210, 207–214. 44 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2018.12.036 45 

Koren, D., Seidman, L.J., Poyurovsky, M., Goldsmith, M., Viksman, P., Zichel, S., Klein, E., 46 
2004. The neuropsychological basis of insight in first-episode schizophrenia: a pilot 47 
metacognitive study. Schizophr. Res. 70, 195–202. 48 

Köther, U., Veckenstedt, R., Vitzthum, F., Roesch-Ely, D., Pfueller, U., Scheu, F., Moritz, S., 49 
2012. “Don’t give me that look”—Overconfidence in false mental state perception in 50 
schizophrenia. Psychiatry Res. 196, 1–8. 51 

Lacro, J.P., Dunn, L.B., Dolder, C.R., Leckband, S.G., Jeste, D.V., 2002. Prevalence of and 52 
risk factors for medication nonadherence in patients with schizophrenia: a 53 
comprehensive review of recent literature. J. Clin. Psychiatry 63, 892–909. 54 
https://doi.org/10.4088/jcp.v63n1007 55 



23 
 

Lindenmayer, J.-P., Liu-Seifert, H., Kulkarni, P.M., Kinon, B.J., Stauffer, V., Edwards, S.E., 1 
Chen, L., Adams, D.H., Ascher-Svanum, H., Buckley, P.F., Citrome, L., Volavka, J., 2 
2009. Medication nonadherence and treatment outcome in patients with schizophrenia 3 
or schizoaffective disorder with suboptimal prior response. J. Clin. Psychiatry 70, 990–4 
996. https://doi.org/10.4088/JCP.08m04221 5 

Maniscalco, B., Lau, H., 2012. A signal detection theoretic approach for estimating 6 
metacognitive sensitivity from confidence ratings. Conscious. Cogn. 21, 422–430. 7 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.concog.2011.09.021 8 

Mickey, R.M., Greenland, S., 1989. The impact of confounder selection criteria on effect 9 
estimation. Am. J. Epidemiol. 129, 125–137. 10 
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.aje.a115101 11 

Mintz, A.R., Dobson, K.S., Romney, D.M., 2003. Insight in schizophrenia: a meta-analysis. 12 
Schizophr. Res. 61, 75–88. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0920-9964(02)00316-x 13 

Moritz, S., Lysaker, P.H., 2018. Metacognition – What did James H. Flavell really say and the 14 
implications for the conceptualization and design of metacognitive interventions. 15 
Schizophr. Res. 201, 20–26. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2018.06.001 16 

Moritz, S., Woznica, A., Andreou, C., Kother, U., 2012. Response confidence for emotion 17 
perception in schizophrenia using a Continuous Facial Sequence Task. Psychiatry 18 
Res. 200, 202–207. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2012.07.007 19 

Muthesius, A., Grothey, F., Cunningham, C., Hölzer, S., Vogeley, K., Schultz, J., 2021. 20 
Preserved metacognition despite impaired perception of intentionality cues in 21 
schizophrenia. medRxiv 2021.05.18.21257368. 22 
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.18.21257368 23 

Nelson, H.E., O’Connell, A., 1978. Dementia: the estimation of premorbid intelligence levels 24 
using the New Adult Reading Test. Cortex 14, 234–244. 25 

Novick, D., Montgomery, W., Treuer, T., Aguado, J., Kraemer, S., Haro, J.M., 2015. 26 
Relationship of insight with medication adherence and the impact on outcomes in 27 
patients with schizophrenia and bipolar disorder: results from a 1-year European 28 
outpatient observational study. BMC Psychiatry 15, 189. 29 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-015-0560-4 30 

Perez, M.M., Tercero, B.A., Penn, D.L., Pinkham, A.E., Harvey, P.D., 2020. Overconfidence 31 
in social cognitive decision making: Correlations with social cognitive and 32 
neurocognitive performance in participants with schizophrenia and healthy individuals. 33 
Schizophr. Res. 224, 51–57. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2020.10.005 34 

Pinkham, A.E., Harvey, P.D., Penn, D.L., 2018a. Social Cognition Psychometric Evaluation: 35 
Results of the Final Validation Study. Schizophr. Bull. 44, 737–748. 36 
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbx117 37 

Pinkham, A.E., Klein, H.S., Hardaway, G.B., Kemp, K.C., Harvey, P.D., 2018b. Neural 38 
correlates of social cognitive introspective accuracy in schizophrenia. Schizophr. Res. 39 
202, 166–172. 40 

Rajji, T.K., Ismail, Z., Mulsant, B.H., 2009. Age at onset and cognition in schizophrenia: meta-41 
analysis. Br. J. Psychiatry J. Ment. Sci. 195, 286–293. 42 
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.108.060723 43 

Riggs, S.E., Grant, P.M., Perivoliotis, D., Beck, A.T., 2012. Assessment of cognitive insight: a 44 
qualitative review. Schizophr. Bull. 38, 338–350. 45 
https://doi.org/10.1093/schbul/sbq085 46 

Rouy, M., Saliou, P., Nalborczyk, L., Pereira, M., Roux, P., Faivre, N., 2021. Systematic review 47 
and meta-analysis of metacognitive abilities in individuals with schizophrenia spectrum 48 
disorders. Neurosci. Biobehav. Rev. 126, 329–337. 49 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2021.03.017 50 

Sarfati, Y., Hardybayle, M., Besche, C., Widlocher, D., 1997. Attribution of intentions to others 51 
in people with schizophrenia: a non-verbal exploration with comic strips. Schizophr. 52 
Res. 25, 199–209. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0920-9964(97)00025-X 53 

Silberstein, J.M., Pinkham, A.E., Penn, D.L., Harvey, P.D., 2018. Self-assessment of social 54 
cognitive ability in schizophrenia: Association with social cognitive test performance, 55 



24 
 

informant assessments of social cognitive ability, and everyday outcomes. Schizophr. 1 
Res. 199, 75–82. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2018.04.015 2 

Stip, E., Vincent, P.D., Sablier, J., Guevremont, C., Zhornitsky, S., Tranulis, C., 2013. A 3 
randomized controlled trial with a Canadian electronic pill dispenser used to measure 4 
and improve medication adherence in patients with schizophrenia. Front. Pharmacol. 5 
4, 100. https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2013.00100 6 

Thompson, K., Kulkarni, J., Sergejew, A.A., 2000. Reliability and validity of a new Medication 7 
Adherence Rating Scale (MARS) for the psychoses. Schizophr. Res. 42, 241–247. 8 
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0920-9964(99)00130-9 9 

Triveni, D., Grover, S., Chakrabarti, S., 2021. Does religiosity in persons with schizophrenia 10 
influence medication adherence. Indian J. Psychiatry 63, 228–232. 11 
https://doi.org/10.4103/psychiatry.IndianJPsychiatry_413_20 12 

Verdoux, H., Quiles, C., Bon, L., Chéreau-Boudet, I., Dubreucq, J., Legros-Lafarge, E., 13 
Guillard-Bouhet, N., Massoubre, C., Plasse, J., Franck, N., 2020. Characteristics 14 
associated with self-reported medication adherence in persons with psychosis referred 15 
to psychosocial rehabilitation centers. Eur. Arch. Psychiatry Clin. Neurosci. 16 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00406-020-01207-x 17 

Xu, D.R., Gong, W., Gloyd, S., Caine, E.D., Simoni, J., Hughes, J.P., Xiao, S., He, W., Dai, 18 
B., Lin, M., Nie, J., He, H., 2018. Measuring adherence to antipsychotic medications 19 
for schizophrenia: Concordance and validity among a community sample in rural 20 
China. Schizophr. Res. 201, 307–314. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.schres.2018.05.014 21 

 22 

Figure legends 23 

24 

Figure 1. Example of a comic strip for which the correct answer was masked (1: bottom left). 25 

The middle answer (2) is only visually related to the cartoon but makes no sense. The answer 26 

on the right (3: frequent situation) represents a familiar situation (buying vegetables when one 27 



25 
 

comes back home with a bag) if the whole story and the woman’s intention are ignored. 1 

Concerning the intention of the character, the correct answer could be that the woman comes 2 

back from shopping with brand new gloves. 3 

 4 

 5 

Figure 2. Tri-variable mixed-effects logistic regressions of mentalization accuracy on 6 

confidence judgment according to the level of various moderators. Regression lines and the 7 

95% confidence intervals around them represent the model fit. Data are split according to the 8 

median of the moderator for illustrative purposes only. 9 

 10 

 11 

 12 

 13 
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1 

Supplementary Figure 1. Example of a comic strip for which the correct answer was 2 

unmasked (1: bottom left). The middle answer (2) is a wrong answer (nonsense condition). 3 

The answer on the right (3) is masked (frequent condition) and considered to be incorrect. 4 

 5 

 6 
Supplementary Figure 2. Distributions of mentalizing accuracy and confidence. 7 

  8 
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Tables 1 

Table 1. Participant characteristics.  2 
 3 

Variables Mean or % sd 
Sociodemographic characteristics   
Age (years) 31.4 8.2 
Sex (% men) 
 

77.6  

Clinical characteristics   
Diagnostic (% schizophrenia) 72.7  
Age at onset (years) 21.4 5.6 
Hospitalization duration (months) 5.8 7.1 
Chlorpromazine equivalents (mg/24h) 460.7 386.4 
PANSS total 25.3 9.1 
PANSS negative 19.5 7.7 
PANSS positive 14.5 5.5 
PANSS general 33.6 9.7 
CGI-S 4.1 1.4 
CDS 3.8 4.3 
YMRS 2.1 3.8 
BIS 9.1 2.5 
SUMD 1.6 0.6 
MARS 6.2 2.3 
BARS 88.8 22.1 

 
Premorbid level of cognitive functioning   
Education duration (years) 12.6 2.5 
fNART 104 8.1 

 
Neurocognition   
Type of WAIS (% WAIS-III) 63.6  
Processing speed -0.8 0.7 
Attention/vigilance -0.7 0.7 
Working memory -0.5 0.7 
Verbal memory -1 1.1 
Visual memory -1.2 1 
Reasoning and problem solving -0.4 0.9 
Executive functioning -1 1.5 

 
PANSS: Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale, CGI-S: Clinical Global Impression-Severity Scale, CDS: Calgary 4 
Depression Scale, YMRS: Young Mania Rating Scale, BIS: Birchwood Insight Scale, SUMD: Scale to assess 5 
Unawareness of Mental Disorders, MARS: Medication Adherence Rating Scale, BARS: Brief Adherence Rating Scale, 6 
fNART: French National Adult Reading Test, WAIS: Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale 7 
 8 

 9 
 10 
  11 
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Table 2. Results for the tri-variable mixed-effects logistic regressions between mentalizing accuracy 1 
and confidence, with several successive moderators. This table reports only the interaction effect 2 
between confidence and the moderators (the main effects of the confidence and the clinical 3 
moderators are reported in Supplementary Tables 2 & 3, respectively).  4 
 5 

Variable 𝛃𝛃 sd z p 
Sociodemographic characteristics     
Sex (women) 0.02 0.17 0.1 0.889 
Age 0.06 0.07 0.9 0.374 

 
Clinical characteristics     
Diagnosis (schizoaffective) 0.11 0.18 0.6 0.517 
Chlorpromazine equivalents -0.03 0.08 -0.4 0.661 
Age at onset 0.18 0.08 2.3 0.021 
Duration of hospitalizations  0.22 0.11 2.1 0.039 
PANSS total 0.03 0.07 0.4 0.722 
CGI-S -0.09 0.07 -1.3 0.2 
CDS 0.06 0.07 0.9 0.364 
YMRS -0.08 0.09 -0.9 0.345 
BIS 0.02 0.08 0.2 0.83 
SUMD 0.03 0.08 0.4 0.668 
MARS -0.19 0.08 -2.4 0.015 
BARS -0.27 0.1 -2.6 0.01 

 
Premorbid level of cognitive functioning     
Duration of education 0.14 0.07 2 0.049 
fNART 0.15 0.06 2.4 0.017 

 
Neurocognition     
Processing speed 0.07 0.07 0.9 0.352 
Attention/vigilance 0.13 0.07 1.8 0.07 
Working memory 0.24 0.08 3.2 0.001 
Verbal memory 0.13 0.07 1.7 0.088 
Visual memory 0.19 0.08 2.4 0.018 
Reasoning and problem solving 0.21 0.07 3.1 0.002 
Executive functioning 0.08 0.06 1.3 0.197 
Type of WAIS (WAIS-III) 0.04 0.15 0.2 0.809 

 
PANSS: Positive and Negative Syndrome Scale, CGI-S: Clinical Global Impression-Severity Scale, CDS: Calgary 6 
Depression Scale, YMRS: Young Mania Rating Scale, BIS: Birchwood Insight Scale, SUMD: Scale to assess Unawareness 7 
of Mental Disorders, MARS: Medication Adherence Rating Scale, BARS: Brief Adherence Rating Scale, fNART: French 8 
National Adult Reading Test, WAIS: Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale. 9 
 10 

 11 

  12 
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Table 3. Results for the multiple analysis with a mixed-effects logistic regression. 1 
 2 

Independent variable β Statistic p λ fmi 
Confidence 0.74 (0.08) t(1303.2)=9.3 <0.001 0.037 0.038 

Age at onset 0.09 (0.1) t(1033.3)=0.9 0.375 0.094 0.096 

Duration of hospitalizations -0.01 (0.12) t(416.8)=-0.1 0.916 0.265 0.268 

CGI-S 0.09 (0.12) t(1099.5)=0.7 0.468 0.081 0.083 

BARS 0.06 (0.11) t(1174.7)=0.6 0.562 0.066 0.067 

fNART 0.15 (0.1) t(1267.6)=1.5 0.144 0.045 0.047 

Attention 0.19 (0.1) t(1037.9)=1.8 0.071 0.093 0.095 

Working memory 0.13 (0.11) t(1302.1)=1.1 0.26 0.037 0.038 

Visual memory 0.1 (0.1) t(1162.9)=1 0.341 0.068 0.07 

PANSS total -0.1 (0.11) t(1256)=-0.9 0.366 0.048 0.05 

CDS 0.22 (0.09) t(1315.7)=2.3 0.02 0.033 0.035 

Processing speed 0.23 (0.11) t(1215.3)=2.1 0.032 0.057 0.059 

Diagnostic (schizo-affective) 0.06 (0.21) t(1346.4)=0.3 0.768 0.024 0.026 

Confidence : Age at onset 0.18 (0.08) t(1183.4)=2.3 0.019 0.064 0.066 

Confidence : Duration of hospitalizations 0.26 (0.11) t(467.4)=2.4 0.019 0.242 0.246 

Confidence : CGI-S -0.05 (0.09) t(1086.5)=-0.6 0.575 0.084 0.085 

Confidence : BARS -0.22 (0.11) t(814.4)=-2 0.045 0.14 0.142 

Confidence : fNART 0 (0.08) t(1208.5)=0 0.988 0.059 0.06 

Confidence : Attention 0.01 (0.09) t(905.4)=0.2 0.873 0.12 0.122 

Confidence : Working memory 0.25 (0.1) t(1196.5)=2.6 0.009 0.061 0.063 

Confidence : Visual memory 0.12 (0.09) t(1002.7)=1.4 0.165 0.1 0.102 

FMI: fraction of missing information, CDS: Calgary Depression Scale, CGI-S: Clinical Global Impression Scale - Severity, 3 
BARS: Brief Adherence Rating Scale, fNART: French National Adult Reading Test 4 
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