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Abstract 

We aim to evaluate the efficacy of traditional machine learning and large 
language models (LLMs) in classifying anxiety and depression from long 
conversational transcripts. We fine-tuned both established transformer 
models (BERT, RoBERTa, Longformer) and more recent large models 
(Mistral-7B), trained a Support Vector Machine with feature engineering, 
and assessed GPT models through prompting. We observe that state-of-
the-art models fail to enhance classification outcomes compared to 
traditional machine learning methods. 

1 Introduction 

Identifying psychological symptoms is a crucial initial step in psychological interventions. 
With the rise of Large Language Models (LLMs) and their ability to facilitate 
conversations, researchers have been inspired to explore their potential for providing 
automatic interventions [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. This focus on using machine learning (ML) methods 
to detect mental health issues in a scalable and accessible manner has grown alongside the 
increasing prevalence of mental health concerns. 
There has been a recent increase in the use of natural language processing (NLP) techniques 
for mental illness detection, with a majority of such research employing traditional ML 
models like Support Vector Machines (SVM), decision trees, and random forests [6, 7, 8]. 
With advancements in deep learning (DL) techniques and the advent of LLMs, neural 
networks that rely less on feature engineering and instead can capture more syntactic 
nuances are also gaining importance in mental illness detection [9]. However, most studies 
utilize short or mixed-quality web text corpora such as tweets and Reddit posts as 
surrogates for mental health states, which may not fully capture the complexity of mental 
illness diagnostics [10, 11, 12, 13, 14]. For applications of LLMs with clinical data, most 
studies have utilized electronic health records (EHRs) [15, 16, 17]. However, these records 
may be challenging to generalize for mental health symptom detection due to the inherently 
complex nature of diagnosing mental health conditions. In particular, whether these popular 
frameworks can achieve accurate mental health diagnostics in lengthy, conversational-style 
psychological transcripts is not fully explored. Part of the bottleneck lies in the neural 
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architectures’ limitation in input token sizes, and recent studies have suggested methods 
such as text segmentation, sliding windows, and architectural adjustments like 
incorporating convolutional layers to address this issue [18, 19, 20]. 
In this study, we aim to evaluate the efficacy of applying DL techniques to classify anxiety 
and depression from long counseling and psychotherapy transcripts. We employ various 
neural network architectures and approaches, including document truncation and sub-
document splitting with boosting, to build multi-label classification models capable of 
processing long text inputs. We ultimately achieve negative results, suggesting that current 
LLMs do not yet provide significantly better classification performance compared to 
traditional ML methods augmented with feature engineering for complex and subjective 
psychiatric prediction tasks using long text sequences. 

2 Methods 

Dataset  This study utilizes data sourced from Alexander Street Press: Counseling and 
Psychotherapy Transcripts, Volume I and II, acquired from the Stanford Library [21]. The 
dataset comprises de-identified plain-text transcripts of therapy sessions addressing a 
diverse array of mental health issues with various therapeutic approaches. We applied 
several preprocessing steps to the transcripts: 1) non-ASCII characters were systematically 
eliminated; 2) descriptive elements such as "chuckles" and "laughter" were removed; and 
3) explicit mentions of the symptom words (e.g., "anxiety," "depression") were removed to 
avoid directly associating symptom labels with classification outcomes. The preprocessed 
dataset consisted of 3,503 session records. Subsequently, we divided the 3,503 
psychotherapy sessions into an 80% training set and a 20% evaluation set for performance 
assessment. An overview of how the dataset is used for downstream model training is 
presented in Figure 1. 

ML and Human Baselines We established a traditional ML baseline using radial basis 
kernel Support Vector Machines (RBF SVMs) with a feature matrix composed of 
normalized stemming Bag-of-Words (BoW) and features derived from established 
linguistic dictionaries. These included the average concreteness score, which evaluates the 
degree to which the word describes a perceptible concept, and eight basic emotions and 
sentiments such as anger, sadness, fear, etc. calculated per sentence and averaged over each 
document [22, 23]. The final feature matrix consists of 30,770 features. To assess human 
baseline performance, we randomly selected 100 examples from the dataset and classified 
whether conversation participants showed symptoms of anxiety or depression. The fine-
tuned models learned psychiatry-specific knowledge within conversational contexts only, 
so their learning was limited to a finite set of non-expert information, such as medications 
and typical symptoms of various mental health states. Our annotation process mirrored this 
learning paradigm without strong psychiatry domain-specific knowledge to ensure 
comparability in performance metrics. 

Transformer Finetuning We approached DL methods under two schemas: truncation and 
subdocument slicing followed by pooling. The truncation method processes the first 512 or 
4096 tokens only (i.e., longest accepted sequence length) from each sample to fine-tune 
multi-label classifiers using BERT, RoBERTa, and Longformer models [24, 25, 26]. These 
models were selected due to their unique training and attention mechanisms suitable for 
handling varying text lengths and complexities. Additionally, we explored the efficacy of 
sub-document slicing and pooling by employing a boosting methodology where 
classification results from sliced sub-samples were pooled and subjected to either a majority 
vote or an OR construction (any true sub-document makes the entire document true) to 
determine the final predictions. Each model featured a classification head with linear, 
dropout, and tanh layers to produce logit outputs, facilitated by the PyTorch framework and 
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leveraging pre-trained models from Huggingface [27, 28]. Furthermore, we also fine-tuned 
the more recent Mistral-7B model with qLoRA [29, 30], leveraging existing code source 
on this multi-label task [31]. Mistral-7B accepts longer sequence lengths and has 
significantly more parameters, ensuring more comprehensive coverage of transcript 
information and introducing more complexity. With Mistral-7B, we truncated each 
document up to 8192 tokens, covering the complete transcript for most samples. 

 

Figure 1: Overview of the methods utilized in this study. Psychotherapy transcripts are 
subjected to anxiety and depression classifications under: 1) Human evaluations where 
transcripts are manually annotated. 2) Support vector machine where models are trained on 
stem word frequency augmented with psychological dictionary mapping. 3) Transformer-
based models fine-tuned with text truncation and subdocument splitting plus boosting. 4) 
GPT prompting through API calls. 

GPT Evaluations The advent of AI systems facilitated by LLMs suggests exciting new 
possibilities in breaking down complex psychological texts using multi-billion scale 
models. We explored the current capabilities of GPT-family models, including GPT-3.5, 
GPT-4, and GPT-4o, in classifying psychological symptoms from text transcripts through 
prompting using API access. Performance is assessed from two aspects: accuracy and 
stability. For accuracy assessment, 200 randomly selected transcripts are subject to binary 
classification of anxiety and depression under a designed prompt and function calling that 
restricts the output to binary. Results are then pooled for multi-label accuracy. For stability 
assessment, a randomly sampled transcript is classified by GPT under the same prompt 200 
times for each symptom and each time the multi-label classification outcome is recorded. 



4 

  

3 Results 

Table 1 summarizes the performance of each baseline and DL model. Our results suggest 
that DL approaches, including both truncation and sub-document slicing, did not 
significantly outperform the traditional ML method and human baseline. The human 
baseline resembles DL models in terms of F1 and AUROC scores, and it is important to 
note that the baseline is established by non-experts. Under such circumstances, the DL 
systems only show an average accuracy of 0.1 higher. The performance disparities between 
traditional ML and DL approaches are also not substantial despite the slight improvements 
in F1 and AUROC. This indicates that traditional ML models with meticulous feature 
engineering that borrows from prior psychological research may still achieve comparable 
results to large neural networks in this task. This finding contradicts our hypothesis that 
neural networks, which convert words into word embeddings, would better capture word-
level patterns and sentence-level semantics. 

 
                      Model                Learning rate    Accuracy     Weighted F1   Weighted AUROC 
 Human Evaluation - 0.490 0.529 0.656 
 RBF SVM - 0.549 0.485 0.705 
 BERT 5e-5 0.503 0.508 0.694 
 Boosted BERT 5e-5 0.530 0.351 0.686 
 RoBERTa 1e-5 0.561 0.517 0.713 
 Boosted RoBERTa 1e-5 0.566 0.542 0.756 
 Longformer 1e-5 0.549 0.565 0.681 
 Boosted Longformer 2e-5 0.514 0.319 0.568 
 Mistral-7B 5e-6 0.087 0.483 0.507 

Table 1: Performance of human baseline and DL/ML models. Highest achieving scores for each 
performance metric are bolded. 

Additionally, attention mechanisms that allow the model to associate words with their prior 
contexts did not seem to boost neural networks’ performance. However, it is possible that 
the characteristics of lengthy texts render the classification task challenging for neural 
network-based models, as these models must infer a close-to-binary answer from a vast 
amount of information that may contain noise. The performance of our DL models is 
consistent with existing literature where a fine-tuned Clinical-Longformer tailored to long 
document classification tasks achieved an F1-score of 0.484 and an AUROC score of 0.762 
in predicting acute kidney injury using electronic health records [32]. 
 
While fine-tuning Mistral-7B often yields desirable results within 10 epochs, utilizing 
Mistral on mental health tasks showed no significant learning throughout the training 
process. The best model also did not outperform SVM or other DL approaches. Our result 
is consistent with previous literature on stance classification regarding climate change 
activism using Mistral-7B which yielded slightly higher performance compared to the 
baseline model [33]. 

 Model Accuracy Weighted F1 Weighted AUROC 

 Default Truncation BERT 0.503 0.508 0.694 

 Majority Vote 0.483 0.475 0.647 
 OR Construction 0.455 0.439 0.627 
 Random Truncation 0.514 0.344 0.663 
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Table 2: Performance of best fine-tuned BERT-based models. 

We also conducted further experiments to fine-tune the BERT model on a random segment 
of 512 adjacent tokens from each document and altered the pooling mechanism to OR 
construction. The results, illustrated in Table 2, suggest no difference compared to the 
truncation baseline, which may imply that information in a therapy session is uniformly 
scattered throughout the conversation. This aligns with previous literature on emotion 
classification, where limited improvement of ensemble methods on deep neural network 
classifiers was found [34, 35]. Specifically, simple ensemble methods with deep neural 
networks may help to digest longer text but fail to provide substantial performance 
improvement. These results from various DL experiments reinforce our main finding that 
DL methods do not perform as well as expected in this context. 

   GPT-4o      Anxiety  GPT-3.5       Anxiety 

Model Accurac
y 

    +    -      +     - 

GPT-4o 0.345  Depression +  200    0  Depression +     0    83 

GPT-3.5 0.355  -    0    0  -     0   117 

 

 (a) Accuracy (b) Stability of GPT-4o (c) Stability of GPT 3.5 

Table 3: Accuracy and stability of GPT models. Accuracy is evaluated on 200 randomly selected 
transcripts. Stability is assessed by classifying 1 randomly selected transcript 200 times. The selected 
transcript has both positive true labels. 

Lastly, our explorations with GPTs (Table 3) validated that complex models do not 
necessarily yield superior performance, specifically on mental health tasks that involve 
discerning emotions from scattered conversations. When given 200 randomly selected 
transcripts for multi-label classification, both GPT-3.5 and the newest GPT-4o models’ 
accuracy does not achieve the human baseline and is significantly lower than the 
performance of other ML/DL models (Table 3a). Additionally, we noticed the older GPT-
3 model is highly unstable in its classification, with its prediction results split evenly across 
2 out of the 4 possible combinations (Table 3c). Interestingly, we observed that such 
instability is resolved in GPT-4o, with all 200 predictions providing the same multi-label 
combination, which is indeed the true combination for that selected sample. We also 
observed a striking inconsistency in GPT-4 prompting (Table 3b), specifically the model is 
unable to provide a definitive classification outcome for many of the transcripts despite the 
same prompting and function-calling strategy being used. Consequently, we were not able 
to obtain reliable accuracy and stability measures for the GPT-4 model. Nevertheless, the 
low accuracy of even the newest GPT model suggests that current user-facing language 
models may not be capable of effectively performing psychiatric diagnostics at this level 
of complexity. 
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4 Discussion 

4.1 Overview 

Our findings indicate that fine-tuned neural networks do not significantly outperform 
traditional ML models in classifying lengthy therapeutic transcripts into mental state labels. 
We evaluated several methods, including training an RBF-SVM model with feature 
engineering incorporating prior psychological knowledge, fine-tuning popular transformer 
architectures and more recent LLMs, and prompting LLMs to assess their ability to extract 
psychological states from long, complex psychotherapy transcripts. Techniques such as 
boosting through a majority vote and OR construction did not significantly improve model 
performance, and larger models also did not outperform smaller transformer-based models 
in classifying mental health labels from long, unstructured conversational texts. 
Our results provide multi-fold evidence for the conclusion that current popular DL 
frameworks do not surpass traditional ML models in discerning anxiety and depression 
from long conversational text corpora. This suggests that current large language models 
may not be well-suited for challenging tasks like distinguishing mood and subjectivity in 
this context. Traditional ML methods, such as SVMs augmented with dictionary mapping 
from prior psychological research, could still be the most reliable approach. This is 
particularly important as model interpretability is crucial when these models are used to 
assist in clinical diagnostics. SVMs, utilizing engineered features based on domain 
knowledge, offer better interpretability. Given the importance of model interpretability in 
helping clinicians understand the extracted information and the reasoning behind 
predictions [6], mental health professionals might prefer machine learning methods with 
careful feature engineering over deep learning or even large language models until these 
models are significantly improved. 

4.2 Limitations 

It is important to acknowledge several limitations in our study. Firstly, we evaluated the 
models using a single dataset of transcripts, all compiled from the same source. This could 
limit the generalizability of our findings to other psychotherapy transcripts or similar 
datasets. Although the dataset is large and of high transcription quality, it may not fully 
represent the diversity of demographics, symptoms, and therapeutic approaches present in 
real-world settings. Additionally, the rapid evolution of LLMs means our findings are based 
on the most recent and popular models available at the time of the study. Future research 
is needed to continuously analyze new models as they emerge. Practical implementation 
challenges, such as integrating these models into existing workflows and ensuring user 
acceptance, also need to be addressed. 

4.3 Future Work 

Despite our negative results with LLMs, there are several promising directions for future 
research. First, it is worthwhile to investigate additional DL architectures other than 
Transformer-based models to potentially improve performance in this task [36]. Moreover, 
expanding our framework to encompass a broader spectrum of mental health labels presents 
a compelling direction. The original dataset comprises a diverse array of over 60 mental 
health indicators, ranging from suicidal intent and sleep disturbances to hallucinations and 
mania, among others. Leveraging our existing framework, it is feasible and valuable to 
develop a more robust, symptom-rich multi-label classification system for psychological 
states. Furthermore, given the interdependencies often exhibited by psychological issues, 
incorporating a wider range of labels holds the potential to yield superior and robust 
predictive performance, potentially offsetting the fact that current DL models trained with 
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extremely long text may suffer from instability [6] and deepening our understanding of the 
intricate relationships between various mental health manifestations. 
Additionally, establishing a human-in-the-loop approach that combines human expertise 
with language models and DL could facilitate psychological diagnostics [37]. Creating a 
separate, expert human baseline for our dataset could help investigate the current 
performance cap in human annotations as current mental health [38]. This approach could 
bridge the gap between automated systems and human judgment, potentially leading to 
better diagnostic tools. 
Finally, mental health issues such as anxiety and depression are often reflected in body 
language and state of mind, which are difficult to capture from textual inputs alone [39]. 
Incorporating data from different modalities, such as video recordings, into the current 
model could enhance mental health diagnostics by providing a more comprehensive input 
space, as has been demonstrated in other precision health domains [40] such as digital 
autism diagnostics [41, 42]. This multimodal approach could better capture the nuances of 
psychological states [6], potentially leading to more accurate and reliable assessments.  
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