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AR TIE, WREE BIT_N—2T A > nh 6 R, BPI, HIT-6, PCS (& Ol RIEamm)
WA EICYE L.
AT D —RMEFEIR ST 2 A4 v 2 —F Yy AT~V TONANDEE R LTV ATT 4 v
7 LB 2—20TlE, RCT HDEEL- Lz 13580 5 6, 9 AFZENEEE £ 72 I3HENICB W T 1D
DLEDSRRT U N ADREEICHE LR ZRL TS, TARELELTE, VIFI7E—Tva v



(n=11/11) P bLEENTZERTH Y, LEHHEEO=9/11), B LORBMITEWRIEQ=T11)DEHREIT 7
B EOMFRIZE TN TV, SAMIEIX 1 » A0 D 3 » AR H < (0=9/11), ¥ Ll EOWFE T
TEEENELEGE LW HTA R LM ATH 7. AR TH FEFMM TR WEER T 7 M A
THUEN R I,

LLBT O ABFFE & D Heile Tk, AHFZE &R L718MEs (R 2 ate) 2 b oumiiE e itg s L
TR T, A RELA ¥ —3 >y MESFHEBEREIIRERE & ik U<, ARIDERIERNSE L2
EERLTND 2D, M b 0WEICLE D E, MARIO BPIFHEAA, WEE HITK 3.4 SOEIFIEIRE
ﬁbf%@%’ﬁ%BHﬁm®4 H% D post FHATIEA & —3 v MERBERIL~ A T X 0.71
B, FHERRIZ T 2 019 iTh o7z, —J7, AR TIE, St ARTO BPI %5728, iCBT #2231 3.47
M, PEBEN Y 83.26 SOETRIEIREH L, T 215 BPIE(LD 6% D post il T, iCBT FEAS
~A X048 &, PEHENR~A T 2050 R THY, EREGENFRDO DL Z L3, SEATH5E & K
DFER L 7o,

F7o, OB T DA Mt & iICBT OB TIE, 877 AZxHEL, %SA@ﬁrrﬁ%
A LI WBRE % iCBT B & R REC RCT 24T - 727%, MREER CHERIEIR, FERAEE S ICHE IR
HHNTWARN 28 —TJ5 iCBT BEN O AR HLi Tl ,ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁm&%brkw,xﬁﬁ
LRBRDFER LT o7z,

AEIOMSEE, A R72 LD iCBT O7=®, fEOERE ST OSERNZ LInNE WS T AU v Mk
FoNnD. FEATHIZEICRBWNT, HA R LICBT ZIZUH &5 7~ FImEHICK LT,
WL LT B F L R A REN TR 29 SEIOZETH A RELO iCBT THLEERT 7 b AT
HRERUENBD LI Z LITERE.

—J7, Fkx OLLRTOME(Taguchi et al, 2021) TEMEF I L TE I EA ML A ET A RiE Y
AT L% AWV T RAATENRIEREDS, R T, BPIE AN~ A F 2 143 HEd L, FEIOKE
JRIER DU LR 2R LT D 80, ﬁTThi@A##%D WRE I L CIE, — ket
T A~IVT ML, EP&EZFJJ:HL%:%O%L , HAMICKHE S L IXE T A2 %/XTA%:H%
W RRATENRIEIC ﬁﬂ&gxﬁ%yxmﬁdwk&%%ﬁ77n~%%ﬁ%b,@A@:%
ARMRAEIZA bﬁt(’*fﬁ%%ﬁe{ b5 EREE LWV EBIOLND.

18 B RIUEESE ~ D iCBT A3 ARI% TERIER AR S5 2 LN TE M & LT, RelfhiEkE
ET BT DI DRRBRIC IS < BER LIRS L 72 E O HZ VRIS E LA 7 L PRBGES
N2 e s, EIRERNSE U= "[eENE 2 o b. £7-, iCBT BEZ LA, PE BECL A, 4
AFTMEEIRIER DS L728H & LT, Wbwd 78R8 RAECEZEnREzoNnD. —i
B —RMEEER T A RIER TH Y, 77 BRIEREVVEBTHD LS5 3V, B EERERGER T
BIRRA MLV AL Lo TERBFER SIND Z 035V, WP OB THRIZA b L ADEE
i, Fhic iofr%@&%%%tE?T WRDD. [778RR] 250 TH, HEARE
(BT 5. 0BEE D, ERIERGEIZRATh oo iERE 2 DD,

K,Kﬁ% BT 5 iCBT L PE#ON AEIS L LT, iCBT B ClE, fbrs & 7o 72 141
DS H, T5%LL EDEHT ICBT IZ KA M AEZIT 247 83 4 (58.9%) 1ZxfL, PE #TIX
AT RIS 258 £ D 9 B, T5% LA EDEET PEIZ X 50 A& 77578 188 4 (72.9%) To - 7=,
ZORER LIV, iCBT #:X PE #£ XV b REHEDMR W ATREMEN B 2 5D . FRZ, A~ ATA V4
—2 v NEFATLEHA R Lo7 vl 7 5%, BEEREWE SN TS 32, Rtk S 0
HELT, EFRX—2aOERELNENREZOND. ETX—a VOO L SOE
ELT, HATHIZETIE Y, [F L2877 T2 5bNTECWAE] 2% FT\5. KiF5E



TIiE, BEMIZICBT v 77 ATV #de 2 &%, MHQODHEBEBM 25t 2 & L bAHENK
&<, KPP T Z E BB OIRK & 72> TV D AMEEMED B 2 i, iICBT 7’1 77 ADEF A
—¥a VOMFFOREIL, S%OBEL ol R A=V TORLZT I 72 ETEFR R T
DeMA LA MFETT 07T LR TE DL LRRENDLEL IND.

[#FZE DR ]

ARFZEDIRF & LT, & 112, BERNOIEREEICHOWT, 3 ODDORHEEL LT, IEMARELD W
AR U R N, SRMRIEREIR C R BRI o 12T, WEEE I HREME D FTREMEDN R S D AN
SIF oz, A%IE, Y X M, SERMEERE A XHRBECIN X 727 A U COMFR LD H X T
»H5.

210, AMEOSMETHESHOT =L —00BNMEELE > TS, ERFIRN
(socioeconomic status) 2WMEWE XA F—FR v MZT 7 EBATZHEENRWE SIS, a2
FRMAMENWEIE CIRIFICRBESND U R NENE SNTERY 3, KFE~DT 7 &AM L)
SR LB ZOND. LEDOZ ENLARIFROSME S T MR WAL= Z ENET BN
L. TUBLY TV TICE T, IRKEREZFEL T, WY BAETRWE D R TRBSH O
TN THD.

#5312, Bk L72Xk 91, FAS @ iCBT # & PE HEOABENRKEL 2> TLE-TEBY, Zh
X, WBRE EE A RS TIT o 721%, iCBT BHXTEERZBAIE LIMFZE 1 FNICFHEEL, (>
H—Fy N7 7T ANV TH 72720, iICBT 7' 7T AEGE~OERNHEEL 720,
iCBT 71 /' ARGk Lo 728N 115 44 Uiz, — 5 C,PE BHTRAE S D EEE, # 2 [0
HHEBEA—N (A=~ BVY) BNaE, MEMROREITY BMARER CH 72720, £EN—[F
UERYAMHATZZ LTk 2 LR Sz, B2 ik LT, HEICTm 7T LT 7 ERATED L
VIR T REMATAEDLE L STV D,

(& 7m

AW T, 1B MEERIRBR 2 A T DA T EBE KT 504 K LoA v ¥ —Fy NBrfTEhE
HEODHEBE R D EBIEIIEE L oo, — 07, BENOMN ARTR I TlEA v 2 —% v Filk%n
ITHhE R X OVLBREE DM B ME BRI BER OFERUGE ISV R 1 & D alRetE D R S, BLE, oA v
B —% v FEREATENRIEZ T 5, DL, DEEEEM it 2 & T, 1BMEERIERGEE Ok
ISERIRT B ATREME DS RIR STz, SEMIRIE LIS OffE 72 A o Z—F v F TOLEERMNAIZ LY, 18
PEERIRIUGEHIRE NS L 9 5 2 L AVR SN DI ERIEVD, FHEHE L O TiIie iz, Z oM
ITEEICTRETH D,
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1 ARG R

HH iCBT(n=141) PE(n=258) p-value
7, n(%) 92(63.9) 152(58.9) 0.392
4n, mean(SD) 39.39(6.94) 39.43(7.37) 0.950
), n(%) 120(85.1) 213(82.6) 0.742
J<J% : BPI, mean(SD) 3.47(1.87) 3.26(1.83) 0.296
VIR EIE : BPI-S, mean(SD) 3.80(1.88) 3.56(1.76) 0.213
VIR /ETE 2 - BPIFI, mean(SD)  3.26(2.06) 3.09(2.08) 0.416
SEYRAEE (IB]/3H), mean(SD) 3.18(1.24) 3.17(1.27) 0.936
YEJR L : HIT-6, mean(SD) 57.89(4.90) 57.90(4.76) 0.980
9% : PCS, mean(SD) 23.26(9.81) 23.17(9.60) 0.931
R4 : GAD-7, mean(SD) 2.23(1.76) 2.24(1.81) 0.990
9> : PHQ-9, mean(SD) 2.84(2.20) 2.95(2.27) 0.620
ERGEIR © PHQ-15, mean(SD) 6.62(4.70) 6.43(4.87) 0.706
ARIRESESE : ISI, mean(SD) 7.63(4.28) 8.11(4.70) 0.310
QOL : EQ-5D, mean(SD) 0.910(0.087) 0.904(0.090) 0.512
Absolute Presenteeism, mean(SD) 67.87(16.98) 69.88(17.14) 0.262
Relative Presenteeism, mean(SD) 1.06(0.31) 1.02(0.23) 0.171

Note. BPI; Brief Pain Inventory, BPIS :Brief Pain Inventory Severity, BPII; Brief Pain Inventory Interference, HIT-
6;Headache Impact Test, PCS; Pain Catastrophizing Scale, GAD-7; Generalized Anxiety Disoder-7, PHQ-9; Patient Health

Questionnaire 9, PHQ-15; Patient Health Questionnaire 15, ISI; Insomnia Severity Index, EQ-5D; EuroQol 5 Dimension.
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K2 BHEOTHEEHMIE H OHER  (FAS f#HT)

iCBT PE

N= Mean(SD) N= Mean(SD)

BPI total Pre 141 3.47(1.87) 258 3.26(1.83)
Week 6 117 2.96(1.98) 220 2.79(1.67)

Week 12 107 3.10(2.10) 200 3.06(1.79)

BPI-S Pre 141 3.80(1.88) 258 3.56(1.76)
Week 6 117 2.65(2.11) 220 2.57(1.76)

Week 12 107 3.56(2.24) 200 3.51(1.86)

BPI-I Pre 141 3.26(2.06) 258 3.09(2.08)
Week 6 117 3.09(1.98) 220 2.78(1.64)

Week 12 107 2.82(2.29) 200 2.80(1.93)

Note. BPI; Brief Pain Inventory, BPI-S; Brief Pain Inventory Severity, BPI-I; Brief Pain Inventory Interference.
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K3 REMRET /ML D EEAHEEE OZHEAEM  (FAS f#47)

Outcomes Fixed effects Coefficient SE 95%CI P
BPI total GroupxPost 0.02 0.23 -0.43 t0 0.47 934
GroupxFollow -0.15 0.24 -0.62 10 0.32 .520
BPI-S Group*Post -0.10 0.24 -0.58t0 0.36 .650
GroupxFollow -0.17 0.25 -0.66 t0 0.32 490
BPI-1 Group*Post 0.17 0.25 -0.33 t0 0.67 .500
GroupxFollow -0.14 0.26 -0.66 t0 0.37 591

Note. BPI; Brief Pain Inventory, BPI-S; Brief Pain Inventory Severity, BPI-I; Brief Pain Inventory Interference.
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K4 BENRET /ML D FEFHHER O AR OHEE  (FAS fEHT)
iCBT PE
Change SE  95% CI p Change SE  95%CI p
BPI total
pre - post -0.48 0.19 -0.84t0-0.11 .010 -0.50 0.13 -0.77 t0 -0.23 <.001
pre — follow  -0.38 0.19 -0.77t0-0.00 .048  -0.02 0.14 -0.511t0 0.05 .108
BPI-S
pre - post -1.12 0.19 -1.50t0-0.74 <.001 -1.01 0.14 -1.29t0-0.73 <.001
pre - follow  -0.25 020 -0.65t00.14 207  -0.08 0.14 -0.371t00.20 .579
BPI-1
pre - post -0.15 020 -0.56t00.24 447 -0.33 0.15 -0.62 t0-0.03 .029
pre - follow  -0.45 021 -0.87t0-031 .035 -0.30 0.15 -0.61 to -0.00 .049

BPI; Brief Pain Inventory, BPI-S; Brief Pain Inventory Severity, BPI-I; Brief Pain Inventory Interference.
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X5 FREORIEHEER OHERE (FAS fi#4T)

iCBT PE
N= Mean(SD) N= Mean(SD)
Headache Frequency Pre 141 3.18(1.24) 258 3.17(1.27)
Week 6 117 2.90(1.50) 220 3.12(1.41)
Week 12 107 2.87(1.45) 200 3.01(1.42)
HIT-6 Pre 141 57.89(4.90) 258 57.90(4.76)
Week 6 117 54.16(6.80) 220 55.44(6.42)
Week 12 107 53.49(8, 32) 200 54.87(6.26)
PCS Pre 141 23.26(9.81) 258 23.17(9.60)
Week 6 117 20.30(10.90 220 21.52(10.52)
Week 12 107 19.72(11.67) 200 20.47(10.18)
GAD-7 Pre 141 2.23(1.76) 258 2.24(1.81)
Week 6 117 2.86(3.04) 220 3.41(3.20)
Week 12 107 2.75(3.38) 200 3.34(3.27)
PHQ- 9 Pre 141 2.84(2.20) 258 2.95(2.27)
Week 6 117 3.42(3.24) 220 4.10(3.69)
Week 12 107 3.57(3.90) 200 3.91(3.60)
PHQ-15 Pre 141 6.62(4.70) 258 6.43(4.87)
Week 6 117 5.53(4.27) 220 6.49(4.92)
Week 12 107 6.37(5.27) 200 6.86(4.76)
IST Pre 141 7.63(4.28) 258 8.11(4.70)
Week 6 117 7.22(4.47) 220 7.81(4.86)
Week 12 107 6.98(4.40) 200 7.75(4.70)
EQ-5D index Pre 141 0.910(0.087) 258 0.904(0.090)
Week 6 117 0.900(0.114) 220 0.885(0.117)
Week 12 107 0.897(0.129) 200 0.890(0.107)
Absolute Presenteeism Pre 141 67.87(16.98) 258 69.88(17.14)
Week 6 117 67.00(19.34) 220 65.54(21.57)
Week 12 105 69.42(4.40) 198 69.14(16.46)
Relative Presenteeism Pre 141 1.06(0.31) 258 1.02(0.23)
Week 6 117 1.05(0.24) 219 1.03(0.24)
Week 12 105 1.02(0.21) 198 1.03(0.27)

Note. HIT-6; Headache Impact Test, PCS; Pain Catastrophizing Scale, GAD-7; Generalized Anxiety Disoder-7, PHQ-9;

Patient Health Questionnaire 9, PHQ-15; Patient Health Questionnaire 15, ISI; Insomnia Severity Index, EQ-5D; EuroQol 5

Dimension.
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F6 REMRET M I DRIVGHEEE O HEAER (FAS f#4T)

Outcomes Fixed effects Coefficient SE 95%CI p
Headache Frequency Group*Post -0.12 0.15 -0.41t0 0.17 414
GroupxFollow -0.15 0.16 -0.47t0 0.16 338
HIT-6 GroupxPost -1.19 0.69 -2.55t00.16 .084
GroupxFollow -1.66 0.80 -3.24 10 0.08 .039
PCS GroupxPost -1.06 1.09 -3.21to0 1.07 328
GroupxFollow -0.72 1.18 -3.04 to 1.59 .539
GAD-7 GroupxPost -0.57 0.33 -1.23t0 0.82 .087
GroupxFollow -0.64 0.39 -1.42t0 0.13 105
PHQ-9 GroupxPost -0.53 0.37 -1.26t0 0.19 152
GroupxFollow -0.33 0.44 -1.21t0 0.54 455
PHQ-15 GroupxPost -1.02 0.50 -2.00 to -0.40 .041
GroupxFollow -0.67 0.54 -1.74 10 0.39 216
ISI GroupxPost -0.13 0.40 -0.92 to 0.65 731
GroupxFollow -0.35 0.43 -1.21 t0 0.50 421
EQ-5D GroupxPost 0.00 0.01 -0.01 to 0.03 459
GroupxFollow 0.00 0.01 -0.02 to 0.03 917
Absolute Presenteeism Group*Post 3.88 2.29 -0.61 to 8.38 .091
GroupxFollow 2.74 2.40 -1.97 to 7.46 254
Relative Presenteeism Group*Post -0.02 0.03 -0.09 to 0.05 579
GroupxFollow -0.04 0.03 -0.12 t0 0.02 236

Note. HIT Note. HIT-6; Headache Impact Test, PCS; Pain Catastrophizing Scale, GAD-7; Generalized Anxiety Disoder-
7, PHQ-9; Patient Health Questionnaire 9, PHQ-15; Patient Health Questionnaire 15, ISI; Insomnia Severity Index, EQ-5D;

EuroQol 5 Dimension.
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#£ 7 IREDEET M K DEIRGHEE B O AZWFEOHEE  (FAS fi#HT)

iCBT PE

Change SE  95%CI p Change SE 95% CI p
Headache
frequency
pre - post -0.23 0.12  -0.46 to 0.00 059 -0.10 0.08  -0.28t0 0.06 231
pre - follow  -0.27 0.13 -0.53t0-0.01 .035 -0.12 0.09  -0.30t0 0.06 .209
HIT-6
pre - post -3.60 0.56 -4.69t0-2.50 <001 -2.40 040 -320to-1.60  <.001
pre - follow  -4.51 0.65 -578t0-3.23 <001 -2.84 047  -3.77t0-1.90 <.001
PCS
pre - post -2.88 088 -4.62t0o-1.15 .001 -1.81 0.64  -3.07t0-0.55 .005
pre - follow  -3.57 095 -545t0-1.70 <001 -2.85 0.69 -422t0-148 <.001
GAD-7

pre - post 0.62 027 0.09to1.15 021  1.20 019 081t01.59  <.001
pre — follow  0.53 032 -008to1.16  .092  1.18 023 072to1.64  <.001
PHQ-9

pre - post 0.60 030 001to1.19 044 1.14 021 070t01.57  <.001
pre - follow  0.76 036 0.05to147  .035  1.09 026 057to1.61  <.001

PHQ-15

pre - post -1.00 040 -1.79t0-0.20 .013 0.02 029  -0.55t00.59 945
pre - follow  -0.07 0.43  -0.93 t00.78 .860  0.59 032 -0.03t0 1.22 .064
IST

pre - post -0.48 032 -1.12t00.14 133 -0.34 0.23 -0.81t0 0.11 141
pre - follow  -0.59 0.35 -1.2910 0.09 .090  -0.24 0.25 -0.75 t00.25 .340
EQ-5D

pre - post -0.00 0.01 -0.021t0 0.01 423 -0.01 0.00  -0.03t0-0.00 .019
pre - follow  -0.12 0.01 -0.36100.01 283 -0.01 0.00  -0.03t0 0.00 .100
Absolute

presenteeism

pre — post -0.58 1.85 -4.221t03.05 51 -4.47 1.35 -7.12t0-1.82  .001
pre —follow  1.78 1.94 -2.02to05.59 358 -0.95 142  -3.74t01.82 .500
Relative

presenteeism

pre - post -0.01 0.03 -0.70 to 0.04 .697  0.00 0.02  -0.34t00.05 .684

pre - follow  -0.03 0.03 -0.99t0 0.02 216 0.00 0.02 -0.03 t0 0.05 753
Note. HIT-6; Headache Impact Test, PCS; Pain Catastrophizing Scale, GAD-7; Generalized Anxiety Disoder-7, PHQ-9;

Patient Health Questionnaire 9, PHQ-15; Patient Health Questionnaire 15, ISI; Insomnia Severity Index, EQ-5D; EuroQol 5

Dimension.
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* 8 FHEOTEFHLEHE OHER (PPS fi#4T)

iCBT PE

N= Mean(SD) N= Mean(SD)

BPI total Pre 83 3.51(1.87) 188 3.31(1.79)
Week 6 83 3.07(1.92) 188 2.82(1.65)

Week 12 83 3.20(2.02) 188 3.06(1.78)

BPI-S Pre 83 3.88(1.86) 188 3.63(1.76)
Week 6 83 2.79(2.05) 188 2.57(1.72)

Week 12 83 3.71(2.05) 188 3.51(1.87)

BPI-1 Pre 83 3.29(2.08) 188 3.12(2.03)
Week 6 83 3.15(1.90) 188 2.82(1.67)

Week 12 83 2.91(2.22) 188 2.80(1.92)

Note. BPI; Brief Pain Inventory, BPI-S; Brief Pain Inventory Severity, BPI-I; Brief Pain Inventory Interference.
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£9 REMRET /ML D EEAHEEE OZEAEM (PPS f#4T)

Outcomes Fixed effects Coefficient SE 95%CI P
BPI total Group*Post 0.13 0.49 -0.84to 1.10 .790
GroupxFollow -0.10 0.50 -1.09 to 0.87 .827
BPI-S Group*Post -0.37 0.27 -0.56 t0 0.49 .889
GroupxFollow -0.05 0.27 -0.58 t0 0.48 .857
BPI-1 Group*Post 0.16 0.28 -0.391t0 0.73 556
GroupxFollow -0.05 0.26 -0.62 to 0.50 .839

Note. BPI; Brief Pain Inventory, BPI-S; Brief Pain Inventory Severity, BPI-I; Brief Pain Inventory Interference.
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Note.

£10 REDHRET NI DEE

FHEE B O AZROHEE  (PPS fEHT)

iCBT PE

Change SE  95%CI p Change SE 95% CI p
BPI total
pre - post -0.43 022 -0.87100.01 055 -0.50 0.13 -0.76t0-0.24  <.001
pre — follow  -0.30 0.20 -0.69 to 0.08 12 -0.24 0.15 -0.54t00.05 .104
BPI-S
pre - post -1.09 0.22 -1.53t0-0.65 <001 -1.05 0.14 -134t0-0.76 <.001
pre - follow  -0.16 022 -0.60to 0.28 475 -0.11 0.15 -0.40t00.18 460
BPI-1
pre - post -0.13 0.24 -0.60to0 0.33 575 -0.30 0.15  -0.61 t0-0.00 .056
pre - follow  -0.38 0.24 -0.85100.08 10 -0.32 0.15 -0.63t0-0.01  .042

BPI; Brief Pain Inventory, BPI-S; Brief Pain Inventory Severity,
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K11 FEHEORIRFHEEE OHERS  (PPS fi#4T)

iCBT PE
N= Mean(SD) N= Mean(SD)
Headache Frequency Pre 83 3.03(1.20) 188 3.26(1.28)
Week 6 83 2.95(1.47) 188 3.10(1.41)
Week 12 83 2.93(1.45) 188 3.12(1.42)
HIT-6 Pre 83 57.27(4.89) 188 57.68(4.62)
Week 6 83 54.61(7.18) 188 55.10(6.38)
Week 12 83 53.50(8.90) 188 54.70(0.48)
PCS Pre 83 22.98(10.11) 188 23.51(9.38)
Week 6 83 20.91(10.59) 188 22.38(9.85)
Week 12 83 20.24(12.23) 188 20.15(10.12)
GAD-7 Pre 83 2.20(1.81) 188 2.13(1.77)
Week 6 83 2.89(3.06) 188 3.30(3.06)
Week 12 83 2.98(3.73) 188 3.28(3.24)
PHQ- 9 Pre 83 2.67(1.95) 188 2.91(2.20)
Week 6 83 3.21(2.73) 188 3.86(3.43)
Week 12 83 3.81(4.09) 188 3.88(3.58)
PHQ-15 Pre 83 6.26(4.56) 188 6.19(4.49)
Week 6 83 5.53(4.33) 188 6.44(4.53)
Week 12 83 6.49(5.44) 188 6.80(4.72)
IST Pre 83 7.59(4.23) 188 7.90(4.36)
Week 6 83 7.08(4.64) 188 7.55(4.66)
Week 12 83 7.14(4.55) 188 7.66(4.73)
EQ-5D index Pre 83 0.904(0.089) 188 0.905(0.088)
Week 6 83 0.905(0.108) 188 0.886(0.120)
Week 12 83 0.898(0.107) 188 0.891(0.108)
Absolute Presenteeism Pre 83 68.55(15.54) 188 70.85(15.79)
Week 6 83 70.24(16.00) 188 68.29(16.45)
Week 12 83 68.55(20.12) 188 68.98(16.91)
Relative Presenteeism Pre 83 1.04(0.23) 188 1.02(0.22)
Week 6 83 1.02(0.16) 188 1.02(0.21)
Week 12 83 0.99(0.23) 188 1.02(0.28)

Note. HIT-6; Headache Impact Test, PCS; Pain Catastrophizing Scale, GAD-7; Generalized Anxiety Disoder-7, PHQ-9;
Patient Health Questionnaire 9, PHQ-15; Patient Health Questionnaire 15, ISI; Insomnia Severity Index, EQ-5D; EuroQol 5

Dimension.
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#£ 12 BREDERET N K DEIRGHEEE O FEAER (PPS fi#HT)

Outcomes Fixed effects Coefficient SE 95%CI p
Headache Frequency Group*Post 0.06 0.17 -0.28 t0 0.42 .697
GroupxFollow 0.04 0.18 -0.32t0 0.40 .821
HIT-6 GroupxPost -0.07 0.82 -1.68 to 1.53 925
GroupxFollow -0.79 0.92 -2.60 to 1.01 390
PCS GroupxPost -0.93 1.17 -3.24t0 1.36 424
GroupxFollow 0.60 1.25 -1.84 t0 3.06 .627
GAD-7 GroupxPost -0.47 0.40 -1.26 t0 0.31 235
GroupxFollow -0.36 0.45 -1.24t0 0.52 425
PHQ-9 GroupxPost -0.40 0.41 -1.22t0 0.41 332
GroupxFollow 0.17 0.48 -0.77to 1.11 722
PHQ-15 GroupxPost -0.98 0.56 -2.09t0 0.12 .081
GroupxFollow -0.38 0.60 -1.56 t0 0.80 527
ISI GroupxPost -0.15 0.45 -1.04 t0 0.73 734
GroupxFollow -0.20 0.49 -1.16 t0 0.76 .684
EQ-5D GroupxPost 0.01 0.01 -0.01 to 0.04 .200
GroupxFollow 0.00 0.01 -0.02 to 0.03 .654
Absolute Presenteeism Group*Post 4.23 2.33 -0.34 t0 8.82 .070
GroupxFollow 1.86 2.45 -2.95 t0 6.67 449
Relative Presenteeism Group*Post -0.01 0.04 -0.09 to 0.06 719
GroupxFollow -0.04 0.04 -0.12 t0 0.03 .286

Note. HIT-6; Headache Impact Test, PCS; Pain Catastrophizing Scale, GAD-7; Generalized Anxiety Disoder-7, PHQ-9;
Patient Health Questionnaire 9, PHQ-15; Patient Health Questionnaire 15, ISI; Insomnia Severity Index, EQ-5D; EuroQol 5

Dimension.
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£ 13 IRAEDRTT VL DRIREHRE B Ot ADROHEE  (PPS f#HT)

iCBT PE

Change SE  95%CI p Change SE  95%CI p
Headache
frequency
pre - post -0.08 0.14 -0.371t00.20 573 -0.15 0.09 -0.34t00.04 121
pre - follow  -0.09 0.15 -039t0-0.20 .532  -0.13 0.10 -0.33t00.06 178
HIT-6
pre - post -2.66 0.68 -4.00to-1.32 <.001 -2.58 045 -3.47t0-1.69 <.001
pre - follow  -3.77 0.76 -527t0-2.26 <001 -2.97 0.51 -3.97t0-1.97 <.001
PCS
pre - post -2.07 097 -398t0-0.15 .034 -1.13 0.64 -240t00.14 .081
pre - follow  -2.74 1.04 -479t0-0.70 .008  -3.35 0.69 -4.71t0-1.99 <.001
GAD-7
pre - post 0.68 0.33 0.02to 1.34 .041 1.16 0.22 0.72to0 1.60 <.001
pre — follow  0.78 0.37 0.04to 1.52 .038 1.14 0.25 0.65t01.63 <.001
PHQ-9
pre - post 0.54 034 -0.13t01.22 119 0.94 023 0.49to01.39 <.001
pre - follow  1.14 040 0.35t01.92 004 097 026 0.45to1.49 <.001
PHQ-15
pre - post -0.73 047 -1.65t00.18 118 0.25 031 -0.36t00.86 424
pre - follow  0.22 0.50 -0.75to 1.21 649 0.61 033 -0.04t01.26 .068
ISI
pre - post -0.50 037 -1.15t00.23 183 -0.35 0.25 -0.84t00.14 164
pre - follow  -0.44 041 -1.25t00.36 279 -0.24 0.27 -0.78 t0 0.29 371
EQ-5D
pre - post 0.00 0.01 -0.02 to 0.02 925 -0.01 0.00 -0.03 to -0.00 .030
pre - follow  -0.00 0.01 -0.32t00.01 619 -0.01 0.00 -0.03 to 0.00 120
Absolute
presenteeism
pre — post 1.68 1.94 -2.13t05.50 387 -2.55 1.29 -5.09 to -0.01 .049
pre — follow  1.85 2.04 -4.01t04.01 1.00 -1.86 1.36  -4.52t0 0.80 171
Relative
presenteeism
pre - post -0.01 0.03 -0.08 to 0.04 571 0.00 0.02 -0.49 to0 0.04 .839
pre - follow  -0.04 0.03 -0.11t00.01 161 0.00 0.02 -0.50to0 0.04 .855

Note. HIT-6; Headache Impact Test, PCS; Pain Catastrophizing Scale, GAD-7; Generalized Anxiety Disoder-7, PHQ-9;
Patient Health Questionnaire 9, PHQ-15; Patient Health Questionnaire 15, ISI; Insomnia Severity Index, EQ-5D; EuroQol 5

Dimension.
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#* 14 MAEMISEEO EEEH0E H O (FAS fi#tfr O 72)

iCBT PE
N= Mean(SD) N= Mean(SD)
BPI total Pre 92 3.41(1.89) 152 3.24(1.83)
Week 6 75 3.01(2.20) 129 2.83(1.68)
. Week 12 68 3.15(2.08) 114 3.02(1.87)
BPI total Pre 49 3.55(1.84) 106 3.29(1.83)
Week 6 42 2.86(1.55) 91 2.72(1.65)
B Week 12 39 3.00(2.15) 86 3.10(1.69)
BPI total Pre 66 3.56(2.05) 114 3.48(1.80)
Week 6 53 3.10(2.27) 85 3.17(2.01)
20 mELA_E 40 AT Week 12 48 3.27(2.25) 72 3.06(1.83)
BPI total Pre 75 3.37(1.70) 144 3.08(1.84)
Week 6 64 2.85(1.73) 135 2.54(1.36)
40Pl Week 12 59 2.95(1.98) 128 3.05(1.77)
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# 15 BREDRET ML D FAEFSEEO FZFE B Ot AW ROHETE  (ftT D7)
iCBT PE Group comparison
Change SE  95% CI p Change SE  95% CI p Change(SE) p

BPI total

1ok
pre - -0.38 0.24 -0.86to - 120 -0.44 0.19 -0.80to - .020 0.06(0.31) .855
post 0.10 0.07
pre — -0.30 026 -0.81t00.20 .237 -0.24 020 -0.63t00.14 .226 -0.06(0.33) .845
follow
BPI total

Tk
pre - -0.65 029 -1.22to- 023 -0.59 020 -0.97to - .003 -0.07(0.34) .844
post 0.09 0.20
pre - -0.52 030 -1.10t0 0.06 .079 -0.22 020 -0.62t00.17 .274 -0.30(0.36) .399
follow
BPI total
40 A
pre - -0.49 022 -1.02t00.06 .079 -0.41 021 -0.83t00.01 .057 -0.07(0.35) .832
post
pre - -0.38 029 -095t00.18 .184 -0.51 023 -0.97to- 027 0.12(0.37) 729
follow 0.06
BPI total
40 el b
pre - -0.49 025 -099t00.05 .052 -0.54 0.18 -0.89to - .002 0.05(0.31) .869
post 0.19
pre - -0.40 026 -092to0.11 .123 -0.05 0.18 -040t00.30 .791 -0.35(0.32) .264
follow
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