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Abstract

Introduction: Athletes are not immune to mental health issues but are less likely to seek help than
nonathletes and experience barriers including lack of access to services, lack of knowledge as to how to
access services and negative past experiences for help-seeking. Formal and semi-formal sources of
support (e.g. support provided in healthcare, sporting context, and higher education systems) are key
places for athletes to seek help for mental health, and there is a need to synthesise the evidence on
athletes’ access, attitudes to, and experiences of, these services. This protocol outlines a scoping review
that will be used to map the evidence, identify gaps in the literature, and summarise findings on
athletes’ access, attitudes to and experiences of help-seeking for their mental health.

Methods and analysis: The methodological frameworks of Arksey and O’Malley (2005), Levac et al.
(2010), and the Joanna Briggs Institute (2020 & 2021) were used to inform this scoping review protocol
alongside the PRISMA-P checklist and published scoping review protocols within sport and health. This
protocol outlines the background evidence, need for this scoping review, and the steps that will be
taken.

Dissemination: The evidence will be mapped numerically and thematically to describe studies and
highlight key concepts, themes, and gaps in the literature. The published scoping review will be
disseminated to relevant stakeholders and policymakers including those in healthcare, the sporting
context, and the higher education system. The resulting outputs will be in the form of both peer-
reviewed and non-peer reviewed publications (e.g. multimedia in the form of a blog post and at
conferences).

Strengths and limitations:

e Strength: The protocol outlines a novel scoping review that will contribute to a gap in the
literature, and impact further research directions.

e Strength: Informed by best practice methodological frameworks to ensure rigour.

e Limitation: Lack of quality assessment of papers.

e Limitation: The review will only focus on formal and semi-formal sources of help-seeking (e.g.
healthcare, the sporting context and higher education) and will not include research on informal
or self-help sources.
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Introduction:

In contrast to the commonly held perception that athletes are mentally strong, resilient, and do not
experience mental ill health, it is increasingly evident that athletes are not immune to mental health
issues. In samples of French and Australian athletes, prevalence rates were 17% and 46% respectively,
with the most common disorders including anxiety, depression and eating disorders.[1,2] Despite these
rates being similar or higher to those found in the general population, athletes have comparatively
much lower rates of help-seeking for mental health.[3,4]

The mismatch between prevalence of mental health issues and rates of help-seeking in athletes is of
concern. Help-seeking is “the process of actively seeking out and utilising social relationships, either
formal or informal, to help with personal problems.”[5](p.8) In a study of Norwegian elite athletes,
13.5% presented with an eating disorder compared to 4.6% in the general population.[6] While the rates
of help-seeking for anorexia nervosa, bulimia and binge eating are found to be 34.5-62.6% in the general
population,[3] the rate of help-seeking for eating disorders in athletes was 1.5%.[4] Thus, a significant
proportion of athletes are likely not getting the help required. A scoping review is needed to map the
literature on athletes' attitudes towards and experiences of help-seeking, including how they access and
utilise different forms of mental health services, and identify where evidence gaps exist.

There is a lack of conceptual and theoretical frameworks within the help-seeking literature.[7] However,
Rickwood et al[5] and Rickwood and Thomas[7] have proposed two complimentary help-seeking
frameworks which have informed the background to this scoping review, and the inclusion/exclusion
criteria as will be discussed. The first framework suggests a 4-step process: 1) “awareness and appraisal
of problems”, 2) “expression of symptoms and need for support”, 3) “availability of sources of help”, and
4) “willingness to seek out and disclose to sources.”[5](p. 8) The second framework proposed 5 main
components: 1) process (“the part of the behavioural process that is of interest”), 2) timeframe (when
the action occurs), 3) source (where the assistance for help is sought from), 4) type (“the form of actual
support that is sought”), and 5) concern (“the type of mental health problem for which help is being
sought”).[7](p. 180-182) Further details on these frameworks are provided in the appendix. For the
purposes of this scoping review protocol, the background will be mapped onto step 3 (availability of
sources of help) and 4 (willingness to seek out and disclose to sources), and the process and source
components of Rickwood and colleagues frameworks.[5,7]

Avadilability of sources of help (step 3): athletes and coaches perceived access to services[5]

As noted above, the third step in Rickwood et al’s framework is availability of sources of help.[5] A
barrier to young people and students seeking help for their mental health includes a lack of physical
access to services and knowledge of how to access services.[8—10] Similar results have been found in
athlete populations.[11,12] In a sample of Canadian athletes, 47.3% chose not to seek services for
mental health when desired, with lack of available services as the main reason.[11] In contrast, 98% of
US collegiate sport coaches in Sudano and Miles’ (2017) study stated that student-athletes can access
mental health care services.[13] Therefore, views on access to mental health services may differ
between coaches and athletes as well as between contexts, highlighting the need for a scoping review to
map and better understand athletes’ access to services.
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Willingness to seek out and disclose to sources (step 4): past experiences|5]

Step four in Rickwood and et al’s framework is willingness to seek out and disclose to sources.[5]
Another key barrier for athletes seeking help for mental health is negative past experiences whereas a
comparative facilitator is positive past experiences[12,14] This suggests that athletes do have
experiences of mental health services, but there is a need to review the literature on athletes’
experiences of mental health help-seeking beyond the facilitators and barriers.

General orientation or attitude toward obtaining assistance, and observable behaviour (process):
preferences for help seeking[7]

When athletes do seek help, they are more likely to go outside the sport environment, and least likely to
seek help from coaches.[11,15] This maps onto the process component in Rickwood and Thomas’ (2012)
framework;[7] that is, where athletes seek help from can be understood as an observable behaviour.
Additionally, their preferences for help-seeking can be understood as a general orientation or attitude
toward obtaining assistance. Existing literature has found that athletes express preferences for sport
psychologists, counselors, physiotherapists, and clinicians and place importance on these professionals
understanding sport demands or just having the ability to value the role of sport in the athletes’ life.[16—
20] It is now well established that the therapeutic relationship/alliance between a patient and service
provider impacts treatment outcomes.[21-24] It is important to consider athletes’ preferences for who
to seek help from to ensure an optimal therapeutic alliance, and therefore treatment outcomes are
achieved. However, there is yet to be a review that maps evidence on athlete preferences for a provider
and their experiences of interacting with them, which is important to understand.

Formal and semi-formal sources of help (source): e.g. healthcare, the sporting context and the higher
education system[7]

Aligning with Rickwood and Thomas’ third component (source), help-seeking within primary care is a
formal source of help due to the “specified role in delivery of mental health care.”[7](p.181) Within UK
primary care, sport psychiatry is not yet widely available.[25] Similarly, in Canada there is only one
centre for providing athlete-specific mental health services: The Canadian Centre for Mental Health in
Sport (CCMHS).[26,27] Therefore, athletes are likely utilizing mental health services provided for the
general population.

Institutions and clinicians have been identified as key areas to address and improve athlete mental
health.[28] However, it is still unclear which types of formal and semi-formal sources of support are
most utilised by athletes struggling with their mental health. Within higher education, for example, both
formal (e.g., counsellors) and semi-formal sources (e.g., academic tutors) of help are available. Similarly,
there are both formal (e.g. GP, psychologist and psychiatrist) and semi-formal (e.g. physiotherapist and
dietician) sources of support in healthcare. In the sporting context, a coach and manager can be
understood as semi-formal sources of support. It is important to map the existing literature on athlete
interactions and experiences with formal and semi-formal sources of support for their mental health
such as those within healthcare, the sporting context and the higher education system.
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Aims of this scoping review

In sum, there is a need to synthesise the literature on athletes’ mental health help-seeking in the form
of a scoping review to improve their help-seeking experiences and mental health outcomes. This paper
outlines the protocol for a scoping review that will aim to assess and map: 1) The literature on athlete
access, attitudes to and utilization of formal sources of mental health support, 2) The literature on
athlete experiences of mental health help-seeking from formal sources of support, 3) Current gaps in the
literature, and 4) What the literature recommends as further research. A scoping review is appropriate
for addressing these aims because athlete mental health within sport psychology is a relatively new yet
growing area of research, with evidence continually emerging.[29]

Methods and analysis:

Frameworks to inform the scoping review

As is common practice in scoping reviews, a number of methodological frameworks and
recommendations have been used to inform this protocol, alongside published scoping review protocols
within sport and health.[29—-38] The 5 stage framework proposed by Arksey and O’Malley (2005) was
the predominant framework utilised.[31] This was enhanced by Levac and colleagues (2010) who have
provided further recommendations based on each stage of this framework.[29] Additionally, the Joanna
Briggs Institute (JBI) (2020 and 2021) framework and recommendations were used to ensure that this
scoping review meets their stated purpose as well as providing the Person-Concept-Context (PPI) to
inform the title.[32,33] To ensure rigor the PRISMA-P checklist also informed this protocol and will
inform the scoping review.[34]

Rickwood and Thomas’s (2012) framework informed the inclusion and exclusion criteria.[7] Both of
Rickwood and colleagues’ frameworks will aid the data analysis and discussion.[5,7]

Stage 1: Identifying the research question:

To identify the research question (i.e., Athletes’ access to, attitudes towards and experiences of help-
seeking for mental health) and the inclusion and exclusion criteria, JBI’s PCC (Person-Concept-Context)
framework was applied alongside the help-seeking frameworks.[5,7,32] Table 1 shows how these
frameworks were used to inform the research question. Further details on the two conceptual
frameworks provided by Rickwood and colleagues, and how it maps onto the research question are
provided in the appendix (see appendix 1: tables 1 and 2).
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Component of PPC

research framework
question

Athletes Person
access to Concept
attitude Concept
towards

and Concept

experiences of
Help-seeking Concept
for mental

health

Rickwood et al (2005)

Availability of sources of help
Willingness to disclose to
sources

Willingness to disclose to
sources

Willing to seek out sources

Rickwood & Thomas (2012)

Type: emotional support,
treatment/health service provision, &
informational support

Concern: any mental health concern;
specific symptoms and general

distress

Source: formal and semi-formal

Table 1: Research question and how it maps onto conceptual frameworks([5,7,32]

Stage 2: identifying relevant studies

As recommended, the inclusion and exclusion criteria have been initially predetermined.[29,31] As the
scoping review is carried out, and the literature is assessed, the criteria will be reassessed and modified
as required. The decisions on inclusion and exclusion criteria will involve a research team,[29] consisting
of 3 individuals (KB, MQ, and JC) with experience in conducting systematic reviews.

Primarily the inclusion criteria will be:

e Athletes from any sport (person)[32]
e Athletes aged 16+ (person)[32]
o All genders of athletes (person)[32]

e Process:

o Observable mental health help-seeking behaviour (in the past). For example, going to
see a primary care clinician for mental health concerns

o General orientation or attitude toward obtaining assistance. For example, preference
for the source of help for a mental health concern

o Future behavioural intention to gaining support. For example, where the athlete with
gain support for a mental health concern in the future[7]

Timeframe: ever (e.g. past behaviours and future intentions)[7]
Source: formal and semi-formal sources of mental health support[7]
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o E.g. university counsellors and welfare officers in higher education, and a general
practitioner, psychologist and psychiatrist in healthcare (formal)
o E.g. university lecturer, academic tutor and sports coach in higher education, and
physiotherapist and dietician in healthcare (semi-formal)
o E.g. sports coach and manager in the sporting context (semi-formal)
e Type: emotional support, treatment/health service provision, and informational support[7]
e Concern: any mental health concern: specific symptoms & general distress[7]
e Primary research, reviews of any type (e.g. systematic, scoping) (this is a scoping review of the
published literature)
e Papers in English

The exclusion criteria will be as follows:

e Source: semi-formal, informal, or self-help[7]

e Type: instrumental support and affiliative support[7]

e Opinion pieces, magazine articles, grey literature, and newspaper articles
e Papers in languages other than English

Stage 2a: Initial preliminary searches

Initial searches will be carried out using relevant terms including: athlete, help-seeking experiences,
access to mental health services, support in education, and mental health. Relevant search strategies
from similar systematic and scoping reviews will be used.(e.g.[12,39,40]) Following an assessment of
literature, and a discussion between the authors, other colleagues within the research group and with a
research librarian, key words will be identified.

Stage 2b: identification of key words and terms

Following the initial searches, discussions and review of the papers, a detailed search strategy will be

produced. The search strategy will use the Boolean operators of AND and OR. Truncations will also be
applied where appropriate. A draft search strategy for the OVID platform is provided in the appendix

(see appendix 2).

Once the search strategy has been developed the databases to be searched will be: PsychINFO (via
OVID), Embase (via Ovid), MEDLINE (via Ovid and Web of Science), APA PsychArticles Full Text (via
OVID), Web of Science core collection, Sport Discus (via EBSCO), CINAHL (via EBSCO), Proquest
(education database), Proquest (health and medical collection), Proquest (Nursing and Allied Health
database), Proquest (psychology database), Proquest (public health database), and Proquest (Sports
Medicine & Education). These databases will be modified as needed during the review process.

Stage 2c: searching of references and citations

Again, the reference lists of identified studies will be searched until the point when no more new studies
are being retrieved.[31]
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Stage 3: Study selection
Stage 3a: title and abstract screening

Firstly, the titles and abstracts of all identified studies will be reviewed. Similarly to the protocol
published by Griffin and colleagues,[35] the lead author/reviewer (KB) will review all titles and abstracts.
The second reviewer (MQ) will review a random selection of 30% of the titles and abstracts. At a
minimum, the reviewers meet at the beginning, midpoint and end of the abstract review([29,31,32] to
discuss the eligibility of studies where a conflict may have arisen, and any changes to the inclusion
criteria they would like to make. If disagreements occur on the eligibility of a study or changes the
inclusion criteria, then the third reviewer (JC) will be involved.

If full texts are not available, then authors will be contacted to obtain the article.
Stage 3b: review of full articles for inclusion

Following title and abstract screening, the full articles will then be reviewed. The lead reviewer (KB) will
review all of the full texts, and the second reviewer (MQ) will review 20%. Again, authors will meet
frequently and the third reviewer (JC) will be involved to resolve disagreements, should they occur.
Should an agreement not be reached, then the article will be excluded from the review.

If further information from included studies is required, then authors will be contacted to obtain
supplementary material or clarification.

Stage 4: Charting the data

To collect the relevant data, a data charting form will be created in Covidence.[31,41] This form will be
updated as the research process and data extraction occurs, through discussion between the
reviewers.[29]

Stage 4a: testing the data charting form

In line with recommendations by Levac and colleagues,[29] this data charting form will be tested by two
reviewers (KB and JC). They will independently extract data from 5 studies and put it onto the data
charting form in Covidence. All reviewers (KB, JC and MQ) will then meet to discuss the data charting
form, and any changes required.

Stage 4b: charting the data from all included studies

Once the initial data charting form has been agreed upon, the data extraction process will commence.
Data will be extracted and charted from all included studies by the lead author (KB) and then 20% will be
independently extracted by the second reviewer (JC). Disagreements in the charting of data will be
discussed by all three reviewers (KB, JC, and MQ) to resolve conflicts.[35]

Based on other scoping reviews and the frameworks used to inform our scoping review,[29,31-33,35—
38] we will likely extract the following information onto our data charting form. An example of the data
extraction form as it appears on Covidence is displayed in the appendix (see appendix 3).
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1) Title

2) Authors (including corresponding author details)

3) Year of publication

4) Location in which the study was conducted (country, city, institution)

5) Type of study (systematic review, scoping review, primary article or grey literature)

6) Size of study population

7) Study population (e.g. age, gender, sport, level of competition)

8) Inclusion and exclusion criteria

9) Gap in the literature that the study fills

10) Aims of the study

11) Method of recruitment of participants (e.g. phone, email, poster)

12) Data collection method (quantitative , qualitative or mixed methods)

13) Details of data collection (e.g. questionnaires used for quantitative)

14) Intervention (if appropriate)

15) Details of intervention (e.g. duration of intervention, outcome)

16) Key findings that relate to the aims of the scoping review. (e.g. is the focus on
access/attitudes/experiences)

17) Gaps identified (e.g. source of support sought)

18) Future directions identified (e.g. recommendations for a systematic review)

Stage 5: collating, summarising and reporting the results (data analysis plan)

The data analysis plan is to collate, summarise and report the results in two main steps: 1) Descriptive
numerical description, and 2) Thematic analysis.

Stage 5a: descriptive numerical

This is a descriptive and numerical analysis of all studies included.[29,31,32] This description will include
steps such as: the overall number of studies, the type of the study, the year of publications,
characteristics of study population and the number of studies from particular countries. For qualitative
studies, the main results and gaps identified will be reported.

Stage 5b: thematic analysis

Thematic analysis is recommended by Arksey and colleagues and the Joanna Briggs Institute
frameworks.[31,32] This will include the identification of themes in the studies.

Stage 5c¢: presentation of the data

As recommended by the Joanna Briggs Institute we will firstly describe the search strategy and selection
process, and provide a PRISMA diagram.[32]

Descriptive numerical:

We will present this data in tables,[32] separated by appropriate topic within the scoping review. For
example, 1) a table for athlete access to formal and semi-formal sources of support for their mental
health, and 2) a table for athlete attitudes towards formal and semi-formal sources of support for their
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mental health. A final table will present overall descriptive statistics (e.g. frequency counts of concepts
and frequency of country studies).

Qualitative:

The qualitative studies will be presented in thematic analysis tables which will be grouped by themes,
gaps and further research directions. An example of these thematic analysis tables is displayed in the
appendix.

The two conceptual frameworks by Rickwood et al (2012) and Rickwood and Thomas (2005) will aid the
presentation of the data, themes, and the overall discussion within the scoping review.[5,7]

Optional stage 6: Consultation exercise (public and patient involvement)

Arksey and O’Malley suggest an optional stage of consultation and stakeholder involvement.[29,31]
Levac and colleagues stress the importance of this step and provide further recommendations on how
to best involve stakeholders.[29] We agree with the importance of public and patient involvement in
health research, but unfortunately time will not allow it in the case of our scoping review. However,
public and patient involvement (PPI) will be used to inform later research on this topic.

Ethics and dissemination

The findings of this scoping review will be presented to the Patient and Public Involvement (PPI) group
involved with this research. The results will then be published in peer-reviewed journals, presented at
conferences and summarised in non-academic formats. For example, in the form of a blog.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.18.22271182
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.18.22271182; this version posted February 21, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Full references:

1

10

11

12

13

14

Schaal K, Tafflet M, Nassif H, et al. Psychological balance in high level athletes: Gender-based
differences and sport-specific patterns. PLoS One 2011;6:e19007.
doi:10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0019007

Gulliver A, Griffiths KM, Mackinnon A, et al. The mental health of Australian elite athletes. J Sci
Med Sport 2015;18:255-61. doi:10.1016/J.JSAMS.2014.04.006

Coffino JA, Udo T, Grilo CM. Rates of help-seeking in US adults with lifetime DSM-5 eating
disorders: Prevalence across diagnoses and differences by sex and ethnicity/race. Mayo Clin Proc
2019;94:1415-26. doi:10.1016/j.mayocp.2019.02.030

Martin SJ, Saulnier KG, Horvath SA, et al. Increasing help-seeking for eating pathology among
collegiate athletes: An examination of a novel, customized intervention. Psychol Sport Exerc
2020;50:101731. doi:10.1016/j.psychsport.2020.101731

Rickwood D, Deane FP, Wilson CJ, et al. Young people’s help-seeking for mental health problems.
Aust e-Journal Adv Ment Heal 2005;4:218-51. doi:10.5172/JAMH.4.3.218

Sundgot-Borgen J, Torstveit MK. Prevalence of Eating Disorders in Elite Athletes Is Higher Than in
the General Population. Clin J Sport Med 2004;14:25-32. doi:10.1097/00042752-200401000-
00005

Rickwood D, Thomas K. Conceptual measurement framework for help-seeking for mental health
problems. Psychol Res Behav Manag 2012;5:173—-83. doi:10.2147/PRBM.S38707

Eisenberg D, Golberstein E, Gollust SE. Help-seeking and access to mental health care in a
university student population. Med Care 2007;45:594-601. doi:10.1097/MLR.0b013e31803bb4c1

Aguirre Velasco A, Cruz ISS, Billings J, et al. What are the barriers, facilitators and interventions
targeting help-seeking behaviours for common mental health problems in adolescents? A
systematic review. BMC Psychiatry 2020;20:1-22. doi:10.1186/512888-020-02659-0

Radez J, Reardon T, Creswell C, et al. Why do children and adolescents (not) seek and access
professional help for their mental health problems? A systematic review of quantitative and
qualitative studies. Eur Child Adolesc Psychiatry 2021;30:183-211. doi:10.1007/500787-019-
01469-4/FIGURES/5

Giovannetti SL, Robertson JRG, Colquhoun HL, et al. Mental health services for Canadian
university student-athletes: An exploratory survey. J Clin Sport Psychol 2019;13:469-85.
doi:10.1123/JCSP.2018-0048

Gulliver A, Griffiths KM, Christensen H. Perceived barriers and facilitators to mental health help-
seeking in young people: A systematic review. BMC Psychiatry 2010;10:1-9. doi:10.1186/1471-
244X-10-113/TABLES/3

Sudano LE, Miles CM. Mental health services in NCAA division | athletics: A survey of head ATCs.
Sports Health 2017;9:262-7. doi:10.1177/1941738116679127

Castaldelli-Maia JM, Guilherme De Mello E Gallinaro J, Falcao RS, et al. Mental health symptoms
and disorders in elite athletes: A systematic review on cultural influencers and barriers to
athletes seeking treatment. Br J Sport Med 2019;53:707-21. doi:10.1136/bjsports-2019-100710


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.18.22271182
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.18.22271182; this version posted February 21, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Cutler BA, Cutler ME, Programs W, et al. Student-athlete perceptions of stress, support, and
seeking mental health services. J Issues Intercoll Athl 2020;13:206-26.http://csri-jiia.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/06/RA_2020_10.pdf (accessed 14 Nov 2021).

Watson JC. College student-athletes’ attitudes toward help-seeking behavior and expectations of
counseling services. J Coll Stud Dev 2005;46:442-9. doi:10.1353/CSD.2005.0044

Lubker JR, Visek AJ, Geer JR, et al. Characteristics of an effective sport psychology consultant:
Perspectives from athletes and consultants. J Sport Behav 2008;31:147—-
65.https://www.researchgate.net/publication/259461686_Characteristics_of _an_effective_sport
_psychology_consultant_Perspectives_from_athletes_and_consultants (accessed 25 Nov 2021).

Lopez RL, Levy JJ. Student athletes’ perceived barriers to and preferences for seeking counseling.
J Coll Couns 2013;16:19-31. doi:10.1002/J.2161-1882.2013.00024.X

Jewett R, Kerr G, Dionne M. Canadian athletes’ perspectives of mental health care and the
importance of clinicians’ sport knowledge: A multi-method investigation. Psychol Sport Exerc
2021;53:101849. doi:10.1016/j.psychsport.2020.101849

Charmant WM, van der Wees PJ, Staal JB, et al. A framework exploring the therapeutic alliance
between elite athletes and physiotherapists: A qualitative study. BMC Sports Sci Med Rehabil
2021;13:1-13. doi:10.1186/S13102-021-00348-3/FIGURES/2

Hartley S, Raphael J, Lovell K, et al. Effective nurse-patient relationships in mental health care: A
systematic review of interventions to improve the therapeutic alliance. Int J Nurs Stud
2020;102:103490. doi:10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2019.103490

Murphy R, Hutton P. Practitioner Review: Therapist variability, patient-reported therapeutic
alliance, and clinical outcomes in adolescents undergoing mental health treatment - a systematic
review and meta-analysis. J Child Psychol Psychiatry 2018;59:5-19. d0i:10.1111/JCPP.12767

van Benthem P, Spijkerman R, Blanken P, et al. A dual perspective on first-session therapeutic
alliance: Strong predictor of youth mental health and addiction treatment outcome. Eur Child
Adolesc Psychiatry 2020;29:1593—-601. doi:10.1007/s00787-020-01503-w

Cronin E, Brand BL, Mattanah JF. The impact of the therapeutic alliance on treatment outcome in
patients with dissociative disorders. Eur J Psychotraumatol 2014;5. doi:10.3402/ejpt.v5.22676

Reardon CL, Factor RM. Sport Psychiatry: A systematic review of diagnosis and medical treatment
of mental illness in athletes. Sport Med 2010;40:961-80. doi:10.2165/11536580-000000000-
00000

Canadian Centre for Mental Health and Sport. 2019.https://www.ccmhs-ccsms.ca/ (accessed 21
Jan 2022).

Van Slingerland K, Durand-Bush N, DesClouds P, et al. Providing Mental Health Care to an Elite
Athlete: The Perspective of the Canadian Centre for Mental Health and Sport Team. Case Stud
Sport Exerc Psychol 2020;4:51-17-S1-26. do0i:10.1123/CSSEP.2019-0022

Otterbein M, Aron CM, Gorczynski P. The role of coaches, institutions, and clinicians in addressing
athlete mental health. J Emerg Sport Stud 2021;:2562—
3184.https://pure.port.ac.uk/ws/portalfiles/portal/27338845/The_role_of coaches_insitutions_
and_clinicians.pdf (accessed 1 Feb 2022).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.18.22271182
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.18.22271182; this version posted February 21, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Levac D, Colquhoun H, O’Brien KK. Scoping studies: advancing the methodology. Implement Sci
2010;5:1-9. doi:10.1186/1748-5908-5-69

Pham MT, Raji¢ A, Greig JD, et al. A scoping review of scoping reviews: Advancing the approach
and enhancing the consistency. Res Synth Methods 2014;5:371-85. doi:10.1002/JRSM.1123

Arksey H, O’Malley L. Scoping studies: Towards a methodological framework.
https://doi.org/101080/1364557032000119616 2005;8:19-32.
doi:10.1080/1364557032000119616

Peters M, Pollock D, Munn Z, et al. Updated methodological guidance for the conduct of scoping
reviews. JBI Evid Synth 2020;18:2119-26. doi:10.1097/XEB.0000000000000277

Peters MDJ, Marnie C, Colquhoun H, et al. Scoping reviews: Reinforcing and advancing the
methodology and application. Syst Rev 2021;10:1-6. doi:10.1186/513643-021-01821-3

ACT, EL, WZ etal. PRISMA extension for scoping reviews (PRISMA-ScR): Checklist and
explanation. Ann Intern Med 2018;169:467—-73. doi:10.7326/M18-0850

Griffin SA, Perera NKP, Murray A, et al. The relationships between rugby union and health: a
scoping review protocol. BMJ Open Sport Exerc Med 2019;5:e000593. doi:10.1136/BMJSEM-
2019-000593

Murray A, Daines L, Archibald D, et al. The relationship and effects of golf on physical and mental
health: A scoping review protocol. BMJ Open Sport Exerc Med 2016;50:647-50.
doi:10.1136/bjsports-2015-095914

Nobre J, Oliverira AP, Francisco M, et al. Promotion of mental health literacy in adolescents: A
scoping review protocol. Int J Environ Res Public Health 2019;18:9500.
doi:https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18189500

Bour C, Schmitz S, Ahne A, et al. Scoping review protocol on the use of social media for health
research purposes. BMJ Open 2021;11:e040671. doi:10.1136/BMJOPEN-2020-040671

Clement S, Schauman O, Graham T, et al. What is the impact of mental health-related stigma on
help-seeking? A systematic review of quantitative and qualitative studies. Psychol Med
2021;45:11-27. doi:10.1017/50033291714000129

Schnyder N, Panczak R, Groth N, et al. Association between mental health-related stigma and
active help-seeking: Systematic review and meta-analysis. Br J Psychiatry 2017;210:261-8.
do0i:10.1192/bjp.bp.116.189464

Covidence. 2021.https://www.covidence.org/ (accessed 17 Feb 2022).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.18.22271182
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

