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Abstract

Background: As the number of people living with obesity increases, the maintenance of treatment
outcomes is especially pertinent. Treatment at tertiary obesity services have proven to be successful,
but patients need to be transitioned out of these services to community-based care to
accommodate the influx of new patients. Little is known about the support needs of patients after
transition from acute tertiary obesity services. It is important to establish the supports needed by
these patients, especially in the context of maintaining treatment outcomes and ensuring continuity
of care.

Methods: A qualitative study was conducted to identify the support needs of people with obesity as
they transition to community care. Patients and clinicians recruited from a tertiary obesity clinic
participated in semi-structured interviews and focus groups to explore factors influencing transition
and supports needed in the community. Data was collected through audio recordings, transcribed
verbatim and analysed thematically.

Results: A total of 16 patients and 7 clinicians involved in the care of these patients participated
between July 2020 and July 2021. Themes identified included the influence of clinic and individual
factors on transition, the benefits of phased transition, patient-centred communication, and the role
of social support. It was found that dependency and lack of self-efficacy, as well as low social
support, hindered transition efforts. It was also identified that patients required substantial
integrated professional and social support structures in the community to adequately address their
care needs both during and following transition.

Conclusion: Interventions are needed to provide social community services following transition to
ensure adequate community care that can support the maintenance of treatment outcomes. Such

services should be integrated and address the social needs of people living with obesity.
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1. Introduction

Over 65% of adults and 25% of children in Australia are overweight or living with obesity and, as a
result, live with a range of complications such as diabetes and cardiovascular disease[1]. The World
Health Organization (WHO) classifies obesity as a chronic condition resulting from excessive fat
accumulation increasing risks to physical and mental health, as well as heightening social and
economic burdens on both individuals and communities[2]. For simplicity, obesity is measured as a
body mass index (BMI) of 230 kg/m? or more.[1].

In Australia, severe cases of obesity are treated at tertiary level, often hospital-based, services,
which have proven successful in achieving treatment outcomes, such as weight loss, improved
metabolic parameters, and behavioural and psychological skill building[3]. Patients are often
transitioned out of these services into community-based care following the acute phase of
treatment, to accommodate the influx of new patients[4]. Transition out of hospital services is a
crucial stage, as maintenance of treatment outcomes is required for sustainability of weight loss.

Adequate services are needed to support patients as they transition out of obesity services to
community care, as acute clinic interventions are unlikely to have continued efficacy without long
term community support due to the chronic and often lifelong nature of obesity[2, 4]. While primary
care and allied health services exist, there may be issues in the integration of these services with
tertiary care[3]. The care needs of people with obesity are often unique, requiring specialised
equipment and discharge planning when transitioning from hospital to home[5]. As such, it is
important to explore the supports and services needed during transition out of tertiary obesity
clinics for people with obesity, as this phenomenon has not previously been sufficiently examined
through qualitative techniques.

Patients’ perspectives on their own care can bring important insights on how care should be
delivered, ensuring client-centred services that appropriately address their needs[6]. In addition,
exploring and comparing the perspectives of clinicians with patients can optimise and improve
services, while addressing potential barriers to care[7].

As such, we aimed to explore the supports needed by patients during transition from a tertiary
obesity clinic in an Australian healthcare setting through a qualitative exploration of the perspectives
of both patients and clinicians.

2. Methods

Exploring patients and clinicians perspectives was achieved through a qualitative study employing
semi-structured interviews and focus groups, described in accordance with the consolidated criteria
for reporting qualitative studies (COREQ) checklist[8]. Ethics approval was granted by the Nepean
Blue Mountains Human Research Ethics Committee 2019/ETH13681.

2.1. Participant recruitment

Purposive sampling was used to recruit participants. Participants were recruited from a public
tertiary level hospital-based obesity service based in a local health district in Greater Western
Sydney. The area within which the service is located has the highest rate of obesity (66.9%) across
all metropolitan Primary Health Networks (PHNs) in Australia[1].Current or previous adult patients,
and clinicians involved in their care, were invited to participate in the study. Patients were recruited
through flyers and referrals from clinic staff and their peers, while clinicians were contacted by a
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researcher via email and invited to participate in one of two focus groups. Informed consent was
obtained in writing or online, depending on the mode of referral and participant preferences.

2.2. Data collection

Participants were contacted by phone or email to schedule interviews and focus groups which were
conducted through an online platform (Zoom), by phone, or face-to-face either at the service or a
convenient location. Data were collected using semi-structured focus groups and one-on-one
interviews between December 2020 and July 2021. The interview guide was developed based on
existing literature, research experience, and expert contribution. Questions focused on identifying
existing support and further support needed from professional and social networks during
transition.

Interviews lasted between 30 — 60 minutes and were recorded using a digital voice recorder before
being transcribed verbatim using secure third-party services, with all identifying information
removed from the transcripts. Only researchers and participants were present during data
collection. No repeat interviews were conducted, and transcripts were not returned to participants.
Data collection was ceased when data saturation was determined, as no new major themes arose
from the data[9].

2.3. Data analysis

Data was thematically analysed using an inductive approach, as outlined by Braun and Clarke[10].
De-identified transcripts were coded using the Quirkos program (Quirkos, Edinburgh, UK).
Transcripts were checked for accuracy and re-read concurrent to code and theme generation to
facilitate data familiarisation. Initial codes were generated inductively across the entire data set and
initial themes were developed by finding patterns across these codes. Themes were reviewed and
refined then defined and named in terms of the scope and focus of each theme, resulting in a
narrative analysis reporting themes and data excerpts in tabular form. Participant identification
numbers and pseudonyms were used to label excerpts. The coding framework was independently
established by GA and KM then compared, discussed, and 25% of the total data were member
checked by KW and AE to promote trustworthiness of the data interpretation.

2.4. Research team/reflexivity

The research team consisted of active University faculty members, clinicians and a research student.
All have had experience or training in qualitative research methods. Participants were interviewed
by KM and GA. No previous relationship existed between researchers and participants and
participants were made aware of the credentials of the interviewers and motivations for the
research. The research team were aware of assumptions and biases they may have had and
addressed these through group discussion of results to promote reflexivity.

3. Results

A total of twenty-three patients and seven clinicians were contacted. Seven patients did not
participate due to inability to make contact, leaving sixteen patients (13 female) and seven clinicians
who were interviewed and included in this study.

Table 1
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Thematic analysis resulted in three main categories being identified; service-related factors
influencing transition, individual-related factors influencing transition, and bridging the gap to
facilitate transition.

3.1. Service-related factors influencing transition
Service-related factors influencing transition included the role of the clinic and how staff facilitated
transition. This involved organisation of the transition process, influence of both positive and
negative clinic communication, as well as patients feeling cared for. Clinic resources and services also
influenced transition, though constraints of funding hindered their provision (Table 2).

Table 2 here

3.2. Individual-related factors influencing transition
Self-efficacy and self-promotion were individual-related factors which significantly influenced
transition, with patients able to address their own support needs resulting in more successful
transitions. Conversely, dependency on the clinic and its services, the presence of multiple
comorbidities, as well as social issues and barriers, such as mental health problems and life-long
weight issues, were likely to negatively impact the transition experience (Table 3).

Table 3 here

3.3. Bridging the gap to facilitate transition
Several factors were identified as being necessary to bridge the gap to facilitate successful transition
out of the clinic. This included the need for transitional and ongoing integrated community care,
through the provision of professional supports and services, such as general practitioners, allied
health, and social services. Community support structures, including peer support groups were also
identified as a need. These support groups were deemed as being particularly important as patients
were frequently socially isolated. Several guiding principles underpinning how these groups could be
successful were identified (Box 1). Additionally, during COVID-19 lockdowns, telehealth and online
support were the only means to consult with patients. This allowed both the clinic and its patients to
identify this as a component that could also facilitate transition (Table 4).

Table 4 here
Box 1 Guiding principles

4, Discussion

Our results indicate that transition experiences vary considerably between participants who have
attended a tertiary obesity service. While this appears to be a consequence of both individual
characteristics and systemic factors such as transition process/policies, there is potential to facilitate
a more congruent experience. This may be achieved by addressing factors such as patient
dependency and self-efficacy, patient-provider communication, and transition processes. It was also
apparent that the support needs of people living with obesity were only partly addressed during and
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following transition to community care. This is evident in the need for additional, integrated support
from social and health networks that were identified by both the clinicians and patients in our study.
Additionally, both patients and clinicians highlighted the difficulties in organising and coordinating
these supports, suggesting a need for greater integration of services.

Dependency on the service and its clinicians was highly apparent. Level of dependency differed
significantly between patients, and appeared to coincide with lower self-efficacy, with many patients
lacking confidence to independently manage their own weight. These findings are consistent with a
qualitative study of the follow up support of a weight management program for patients with
obesity in the United Kingdom[11]. This study found an over-dependence on healthcare
professionals hindered independent weight management, as patients deflected the responsibility of
management to more authoritative figures, such as health professionals[11]. Lack of self-efficacy
may be the driving force behind this dependence, suggesting some patients may need supports to
boost their self-efficacy as an integral part of their transition process. Additionally, a sub-group of
our patients tended to seek codependent relationships. This was apparent in our study among
patients who expressed frustration and resentment for being dependent on family members, and for
not being looked after enough by clinicians. While the evidence for this is limited, some studies have
suggested that families with obesity display similar codependent characteristics to those seen
among addiction conditions[12]. Such persons may also gravitate toward codependency with their
clinicians, who can take on the role of ‘healer’ or problem solver while the patient takes on the role
of passive recipient, with neither benefitting, as self-efficacy remains low. Resentment is also likely
to ensue when patient problems are not ‘fixed’[13]. As such, patients are likely to benefit from
access to greater support networks that may reduce reliance on professionals.

Codependency should be identified and treated in the context of low self-efficacy and self-esteem,
anxiety, depression, lack of motivation, and isolation, which tend to cluster in both persons with
codependence and obesity[14]. A primary aim of this strategy should be to increase self-efficacy.
Family treatment may also be warranted in such a scenario, as it has been shown to be effective for
mitigating codependence with other conditions, such as alcoholism and drug dependency[15, 16].
Further, clinicians may need to be more aware of their own propensity to enter codependent
relationships with patients, hindering development of self-efficacy, while also causing burnout to
themselves.

Patient-reported provider communication also influenced how patients felt about their transition.
Patients who described a negative transition experience expressed lower satisfaction with provider
communication, receiving limited information regarding transition and discharge, and limited
opportunities for collaborative/patient-centred care. The opposite was true for those who reported
positive experiences. These findings highlight the importance of clear communication between
clinicians and patients regarding goals and expectations of treatment and discharge. The variation in
patient experience suggests a need to identify dissatisfied patients early and to intervene to resolve
communication issues to promote positive transition experiences. Patient-provider communication
is crucial to patient satisfaction, and interventions to improve this have reported improved health
outcomes, including reduced readmission in hospital settings[17]. It is important to note, however,
that internalised weight bias is more strongly associated with perceived clinician bias than
experienced weight stigma, which may account for the differences in communication reported by
our patients, which ranged from ‘judged’ to ‘empowered’[18]. Patient dissatisfaction was more
prevalent among those who were ‘resistant’ to transition, as such it may be beneficial to identify
patients’ readiness for discharge/transition through standardised tools. This may be achieved
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through the use of decision aids and categorisation of patients to aid clinicians in identifying patients
in need of additional intervention and referral to community care and support networks. While
discharge readiness tools and decision aids are widely used in other care settings, there is limited
evidence for their use in tertiary obesity treatment.

Our results strongly indicate the potential positive impact of peer support groups to facilitate
transition. Many of the patients in our study described being socially isolated, a finding reiterated by
clinicians. Social isolation can exacerbate mental health conditions, such as anxiety and depression,
and reinforce internalised stigma[19]. This is bi-directional, as mental health conditions and
stigmatisation can lead to greater social isolation[19]. The combination of these factors can lead to
poorer health outcomes, especially during transitory phases of treatment. There is a potential for
peer support groups to partly address these issues through social participation and networking in a
supportive community environment. These groups have been recommended as being useful for
mental health and chronic conditions, as increasing support networks are beneficial for mental
health and can support health management behaviours[20]. Although efficacy of peer support
groups varies between studies, support groups may be beneficial in weight loss and maintenance,
especially as they foster a sense of community between participants[21]. While little is known
regarding the usefulness of peer support groups to facilitate transition to community care, peer
support currently forms part of transitional discharge models for transition from psychiatric
hospitals to community, which have shown to be cost effective and result in lower readmission
rates[22].

Additionally, peer support groups may help patients cope with stigma. The patients who took part in
our study and their clinicians reported patients being more confident in participating in public
activities, such as outdoor recreation, when in a group setting with their peers. Research suggests
that support groups manage stigma by allowing persons to connect with a larger social support
network, providing safe and non-judgemental environments, and allow for coping with confronting
situations as a group, though these have not been evaluated in relation to obesity[23].

The structure and operation of peer support groups that the patients in our study were already part
of varied considerably, making evaluation of effectiveness in this context difficult. As some groups
were more successful than others, we asked patients and their clinicians to identify elements that
may lead to more successful groups. These included the need for experienced/trained facilitators,
while keeping groups less formal with the use of lay peer support workers rather than clinicians.
Access to funding and resources to promote sustainability was also seen to be important, as well as
ongoing training support for facilitators and collaboration with groups members on group structure
and content, so as to mitigate the spread of misinformation and over reliance on group facilitators.
These suggestions have been reported elsewhere, where facilitator training and experience have
both been found to be vital to success of groups[24].

Barriers reported by patients to attending groups include depression, social anxiety, and stigma,
while clinicians identified stigma as the primary barrier to attendance, especially in younger patients.
It has been documented that mental health conditions and stigma negatively impact social
participation and this correlates with findings that obesity related reduction in social participation is
more common in younger individuals and appears to decline with age[25]. While stigma has not
been explicitly reported as a barrier to support group attendance, research suggests that people
with obesity hold strong explicit and implicit anti-fat attitudes and hence may not want to associate
with others with obesity[26]. Clinicians in our study suggested that patients should be eased into
groups through processes such as bringing a buddy to their first meeting, though little evidence
exists for methods to address participation impacted by stigma. Further research is needed to
explore methods to increase participation in groups impacted by stigma.
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Telehealth may also be a potential ‘outreach’ support for patients as they transition out of the clinic.
Telehealth was utilised by patients and clinicians due to lockdowns during the COVID-19 pandemic.
Most patients found telehealth to be a convenient way of connecting with clinicians, especially as it
addressed barriers such as transportation and time constraints. Literature suggests telehealth as an
effective mode of health management for patients, especially in providing aftercare, though
limitations to its use need to be addressed[27, 28]. These include access to adequate internet and
related equipment, such as microphone and/or webcam, and telecommunication devices, and digital
literacy[28]. There is potential for the application of telehealth in transitioning patients out of
tertiary services to community care, by allowing for longer follow-up periods while maintaining clinic
efficiency, which is especially useful for more complex patients[27]. Telehealth also has the potential
to be part of an integrated care framework, by facilitating transition to community care as well as
communication and training between tertiary and primary healthcare practitioners[29].

The New South Wales integrated care strategy aims to relieve the burden from individuals in
accessing care through the integration and coordination of services that enable seamless transitions
of care, especially between tertiary/secondary services and community care[30]. Our findings
indicate pressure on patients and clinicians to establish and access care networks in the community,
leading to a lack of adequate integration. Both patients and clinicians reported that following
transition to the community, patients continued to require dietary, mental health, and
physiotherapy support, but some had difficulties in setting these up. Clinicians also identified that
handover to general practitioners (GPs) were difficult, as not all patients had regular GPs and not all
GP practices could provide adequate support to patients. These findings are concurrent with
research indicating GPs are best situated to provide long term community care for people with
obesity but require additional training, support, and role clarification to achieve this[31-33]. This is
particularly important, as it has been identified that GPsare ill equipped to manage obesity with the
current level of training and tools at their disposal. However, interventions to increase GP
confidence and self-efficacy can mitigate this[34, 35]. Additionally, this training should address the
weight bias of GPs, which is extensively reported in the literature and deters patients from seeking
their care[34]. Patients should also ideally be able to access multidisciplinary teams through primary
care, which would help address their needs post-transition, though the lack of recognition of obesity
as a chronic disease in Australia and associated lack of funding limits this option[2]. Considering the
pressure on public health services to cope with rising obesity rates, integrated care networks may
relieve some of this burden by addressing fragmented care, often leading to poorer outcomes and
greater costs[3, 4].

The patients also identified a need for home care, transportation services in the community, and
specialised equipment, a finding reported when transitioning people with obesity from hospital to
home[36]. Clinicians also reported that patients often required disability support for physical and
mental conditions but had difficulties in access and that patients were unlikely to find equipment
tailored for them outside of the clinic. This is in accordance with current literature which shows that
the cooccurrence of obesity and disability is increasing[37]. In addition to this, extreme obesity on its
own impacts functionality and patients often need assistance with activities of daily living (ADLs), as
well as specialised equipment such as bariatric chairs and pressure reduction mattresses, which
many be costly if not reimbursed[36]. These findings suggest a need for the examination of the
potential for broader social service support for people with obesity. Extreme obesity is not
recognised as a disabling condition and is not eligible for the Australian National Disability Insurance
Scheme (NDIS), which provides information, reimbursement, and connections to community service
for people with disability[38]. As such, patients require alternate processes to address their social
service support needs, due to this lack of recognition.
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Additionally, patients in this study reported they did not have access to weighing scales that could
accommodate their weight outside of the clinic. This negatively impacted their ability to monitor
their weight in a home/community setting. Studies on access to weighing scales are limited, though
it has been reported that most commercial scales have a maximum weight of 150-180 kgs, and that
scales with maximum weight above this range were more costly and less common[39]. As weight
monitoring can be beneficial to weight management, patients are disadvantaged in this regard due
to reduced access to weighing scales[39]. Lack of access to weighing scales, and social service
support needs including specialised equipment, may require the integration and establishment of
additional support networks which can be managed/addressed through social work and care
coordination as well as from services such as the NDIS, through recognition of the impacts of obesity
regarding disability.

The social service support needs of people with obesity may be addressed through social work and
care coordination, which are vital to receiving integrated care as they address the community
support needs of patients. The role or social work in obesity is becoming more apparent. It has been
recently argued that obesity is increasingly recognised as a social justice issue, due to social
determinants and weight discrimination associated with obesity, and hence a need for social work
intervention[40]. Consequently, it is within the scope of social work practice to mobilise services and
supports to address socioeconomic and psychosocial needs of people with obesity[40]. Care
coordination also plays a significant role, as care coordinators can assist in navigating healthcare
systems through support, information, and connections to other services, which can be beneficial for
patients with obesity, due to their complex needs. A review of systematic reviews on care
coordination interventions found improved health outcomes in a range of conditions including
glycaemic control in patients with diabetes, service continuity in patients with mental iliness (e.g.,
including lower depression severity and improved adherence), reduced hospital readmissions, and
improved mortality in patients with heart failure and stroke[41]. Further research is needed on the
potential for care coordination for people with obesity in tertiary health services, especially as it may
address reliance on these services and serve as a bridge to facilitate integration with community
services.

Our study was limited by the lack of heterogeneity of the sample, as most participants were female
and above the age of 45, though this reflects the demographics of patients attending the service.
Additionally, while our results may be transferable to other settings, they are not generalisable.
However, this is not the purpose of qualitative research, which rather aims to deeply explore a
particular topic to identify the important areas requiring future interrogation.

5. Conclusion

We aimed to explore the support needs of people living with obesity in an Australian healthcare
setting as they transition from tertiary to community care through a qualitative exploration of the
perceptions of patients and the clinicians involved in their care. It was found that service and
individual factors, such as perceived provider communication and patient dependency, respectively,
significantly influence transition experience. Additionally, patients require integration and
enhancement of community support service and structure to address their transition needs. Future
research should aim to address social community service needs following transition to ensure
adequate community care that can support the maintenance of treatment outcomes.
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Table 1: Demographic data for participants

Patient characteristics | Mean (range)/count (%)
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Age | 51(35-65)
Gender

Female 13 (81%)
Male 3 (19%)
Clinic patient

Current 9 (56%)
Past 7 (44%)
Part of social support group

Yes 8 (50%)
No 8 (50%)
Clinician characteristics

Gender

Female 6 (86%)
Male 1(14%)
Role

Clinical Psychologist 2
Dietician 3
Endocrinologist 1
Physiotherapist 1

Table 2

Service-related factors influencing transition

Sub-themes Excerpt

The role of the clinic and its staff

Patients described the role of the clinic in
providing care significantly influenced their
transition experience. Receiving care that felt
integrated through connection to internal
providers aware of their medical history, and
referrals to external practitioners provided
participants with the feeling that they were
being cared for, listened to and not overlooked.
Having a ‘good’ connection with the clinic staff
helped patients feel looked after and
understood. This facilitated more effective
communication of concerns and allowed
patients to feel positive and supported during
transition.

Additionally, patients who expected transition
and were aware of the transition process,
reported a more positive experience, as they
felt involved in the decision to transition out,
and were prepared to move on without the
clinic.

Other patients felt limited due to perceived
negative communication from clinic staff, which
hindered patients’ ability to ‘keep on track’

“We want you to see that specialist...let us
know what other medications you’re on and
they actually just listened. And then they put a
plan in place to help me as well” P17 Tess

“So I do trust that one more particularly. And
I've always got on quite well with the dietitian.
So yes. Just you know gelled” P17 Tess

“I feel really empowered. | feel positive. The
people there are trained to deal with —they
understand our issues, and you feel in a good
headspace when you go there” P3 Barry

“And we both agreed to end it. It wasn’t just
them telling me well you no longer sort of
welcome here. So it was it was, you know, an
agreeable sort of ending” P23 Mel

“They didn’t really put me down, but they said,
oh, you've only lost that much weight... and
that really put me in a bummer zone, and |
actually put on a kilo after that visit so” P16
Jules
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during transition. Further, when transition was
seen as abrupt, or in some cases was
unexpected with little transition process,
patients reported a very negative transition
experience. These experiences led to
unsuccessful transition as patients did not feel
prepared.

These mixed experiences are supported by the
clinicians, who noted that mixed messaging
around transition from different clinicians could
occur, resulting in confusion and negative
impacts on transition. Clinicians described their
primary objectives during transition as
Promoting self-efficacy, achieving a balance
between engaging patients while promoting
independence, and assessing readiness for
transition.

Clinicians also emphasised the benefits of a
well-planned and phased transition, by
informing patients early to expect an ‘end’
along with regular reminders about transition.
Clinicians agreed an abrupt transition can leave
patients unsupported, though reported this
usually occurred when patients no longer
attended and were subsequently lost to follow-
up due to personal circumstances. Additionally,
clinicians said some patients continued to rely
on the clinic, despite being transitioned out,
indicating resistance to transition despite a
planned and phased process.

“But when you have multiple clinicians and
you're all delivering a slightly different
message, depending on how you interact with
the clients, that can be a bit confusing” C1 Mike
FG1

“what we actually do in the process is guided
problem solving, actually looking at what
processes are, assisting them to actually make
decisions...we encourage self efficacy” C2 Pat
FG1

“I don’t want them to feel that this is the only
place that they can feel comfortable
exercising...same message across, like | take the
approach of. You know, trying to engage them,
but not allowing them... to try to draw
boundaries that they are not trying to me for
everything” C1 Mike FG1

“Thats the one technique to transition a bit
slower and then we can cut ties, you know,
once they’re feeling a bit more secure” C7 Pip
FG2

“I'm constantly reminding them every session
that now’s the time to start thinking about
where you’re moving to so that you can
continue this as soon as this group finishes” C1
Mike FG1

“And | find that the transition phase out of this
is very abrupt. Like life happens and they either
move somewhere or they’re gone to their study
situations changed or they’ve got a job now
and they just sort of disappear. And | suppose
in terms of their support, then it's not really
much...” C4 Sam FG1

Clinic resources and services

When asked about what they needed to help
them transition out of the clinic, patients felt
having resources to keep them informed

“I mean, the positives were | mean, you got a
lot of useful information and practical advice,
so” P20 Dom
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helped better prepare them, especially when
information was clear and readily available.
Information included general advice on diet
and lifestyle as well as quick reference guides
for recipes and exercise, which facilitated
greater satisfaction with the clinic. Having
access to multiple services in the clinic,
including psychologists and support groups,
along with referral to services outside the clinic,
were also felt to assist the transition process.
Other patients, however, perceived a lack of
resources to meet demand, including funding
issues impacting on staffing, impacting service
delivery quality.

“you have clinicians who have a good
understanding, like for example, people
working at Nepean Metabolic Clinic, those
people. Like when | go to that clinic, | feel
really empowered” P3 Barry

“I know they’re flat chat at the clinic, so they
most probably wouldn’t have time to sit and
talk to someone once a week” P9 Evie

Clinicians identified provision of a safe
environment with equipment, such as bariatric
chairs and weighing scales, as well as
information and referral to services, as tools
patients can access in the clinic as they
transition. Clinicians also acknowledged that
clinic capabilities were restricted due to limited
capacity, chronic wait list times, and insufficient
funding, making some services (such as one-on-
one consults) unsustainable in the longer term.
Clinicians also felt provision of integrated clinic
and community services required additional
staffing and funding support. Funding for social
work and case coordination were seen as
particularly pertinent given these services’
value when providing integrated support to
patients within and beyond the clinic.

“like we have here, like bariatric chairs. People
need to know that the place is adequate for
them to be safe in” C5 Kel FG2

“initially people seen one to one by all
members of the team and then thinking,
obviously, we have a huge wait list and thinking
we can't sustain this. There's not enough staff
to sustain regular appointments with
everybody. And then also thinking there's
benefits to groups. So that's why we brought in
the the ‘Be well’ program” C3 Ron FG1

“Physio department who have been struggling
with the chronic waitlist list for years” C1 Mike
FG1

“But | think if you've got somebody like a case
manager or A social worker” C6 Cas FG2

Table 3

Individual related factors influencing transition

Sub-themes

Excerpt

Self-efficacy and self-promotion

Self-efficacy, motivation, and mindset were
apparent in influencing transition experience.
Patients who had a positive transition
experience or were in the process of preparing
their transition reported greater self-efficacy.
This was observed in the language patients
used to describe how they were supported
through learning, self-motivation and setting up
their own support networks. Patients also
identified the importance of motivation and
receiving encouragement in continuing to
progress beyond the clinic. This motivation

“I don’t know if | need any support [from the
clinic] at this point...I think, for me, I've done a
lot of reading and trying to understand how my
body reacts with different foods” P16 Jules

“I did not take the surgery, because | thought
no. After the surgery | have to follow that
lifestyle. If I can do it after the surgery, why
can’t | do it now?” P9 Fran

“But | know it's their encouragement has sort of
taught me how to do how to know what's
right” P23 Tess
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could come from either themselves (health-
conscious mindset) or from others (i.e., peers,
clinicians or family).

Not surprisingly, the converse created issues
for other patients, who reported a lack of
motivation hindered their transition, as it was
difficult to maintain and continue progress, and
achieve goals when feeling ‘lazy’.

“we all, not that we're health conscious
because we broke the rules quite often, but
we'd all be saying, oh, you know, maybe that's
not a good choice. And, you know, if we do
want a snack, well, then it's Hummus, then it's
healthy, healthy dips and stuff. We try, even if
we don’t always get it right.” P23 Tess

“I always get these plan - you get these plans in
your mind...then I just don't follow through
with them. | procrastinate a lot” P2 Adrian

Clinicians agreed that patients with greater self-
efficacy and ability to problem solve were more
likely to successfully transition, as they were
able to address their own support needs by
leveraging existing support to form support
networks and identify how to manage their
health issues. Clinicians felt patients with low
self-efficacy had difficulty accessing support on
their own, as well as motivating and supporting
themselves when encountering difficulties.

“focused on bringing in the supports into their
world as they're transitioning out...So it's sort of
wrapping the community around them to try
and support them as they carry on” C2 Pat FG1

“language that sounds reassuring, i.e. | realize
what | need to do now, which is address all
these other things.” C7 Pip FG2

“And here are some examples of networks that
they can make, but that they physically needed
to go out and. Yeah, hold their hand while they
were doing that.” C5 Kel FG2

“more variable in terms of capacity to take stuff
on or willingness to take stuff on so well that
sort of individualized characteristic” C2 Pat FG1

Dependency, comorbidities, and social issues
Having a codependent relationship with the
clinic was a significant barrier to transition.
Several patients reported that they relied too
heavily on the service and felt unable to make
progress after they left. As a result, some
patients felt unsupported by the clinic and did
not like the reduced contact during transition,
which resulted in dissatisfaction and negative
perceptions of transition.

Patients also reported that comorbid conditions
and social issues often hindered a successful
transition. Some patients said these factors
impacted on their ability to maintain exercise,
attend clinic appointments and participate in
activities, leading to an inability to maintain or
lose more weight. Furthermore, almost all
patients reporting mental health issues as a
barrier to transition, as they impacted on their
ability to participate in and complete tasks,
including self-care and social activities. Life-long
weight issues were an added complexity

“I'd want to be put back to the clinic. I lost 20
kilos like that, and | gained it like that...and
when that come up at Christmas time about
them [the clinic] cutting us, you can ask any of
the girls, | was hysterical. | was in tears” Keira
Kingswood Focus Group

“they [the clinic] had the oomph to say, yes,
they’ll keep up supported and all that sort of,
but then over the time it just got slack”
Rosebud Kingswood

“I get back on the bike and I'm fine and I'm
going along and all of a sudden something else
has happened and | can’t use it. | feel like I'm
taking once step forward and two steps back”
P1 Anna

“liver issue doesn't help with not losing weight.
And my pre-existing thyroid condition” P23 Mel

“I'm kind of really neglecting myself. Not taking
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around transition, given the ease of falling back | care of myself some days. I don’t clean

into deep-rooted patterns of behaviour and anything. That’s not me. And the more and
lifestyle. more things start to build up in the home, the
more | get stressed” P14 Jane

“because you’'ve got to understand that for
most people, they’ve been living with this
obesity for a long time. So, it's easy to go
backwards” P3 Barry

Clinicians identified codependency as a “So I think a ot of people don't know who to go
significant barrier to transition, describing some | to for support and they hang on to us” C6 Cas
patients as being overly ‘needy’, and being FG2

unwilling to transition to independence.
Clinicians felt that these patients resisted

transition by over relying on the clinic and “they would still continue to ring the service
clinicians, despite being in the process of every week or email or be in touch with
transition, and expressed displeasure when clinicians on a weekly basis” C3 Ron FG1

support was weaned.
Clinicians also found patient complexity level in | “became very reliant on each other and were

terms of presence of comorbidities, mental very upset that we had to drop...to monthly,
health conditions, and social personal issues that didn’t go down well!” C3 Ron FG1
made a difficult transition more likely than in

patients with low complexity. “someone who's got less of those complex

issues that are sort of impacting on their
experience, here, then you've actually got a
little bit more wiggle room to manage with
some of those other issues” C2 Pat FG1

“So whereas when | think there's when there's
a huge number of other chronic care issues, a
lot of family disruption and social disruption
limited skill levels in terms of engagement with
the world, I think that would be sort of where
things are a little less functioning” C2 Pat FG1

Box 1
Guiding Principles for groups
e Educational
o Relevant educational topics
o Experienced/professional advice
o Counteract unsafe clinical advice
e Flexible
o Allow input form attendees while maintaining group focus
o Collaboration in choosing topics
e Sustainable
o Longterm group support
o Support and training for facilitators
o Funding and resources: Training, equipment, venues, literature,
e Cohesive
o Experienced facilitator to manage group dynamics
o Safe non-judgmental environment
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o Positivity

Table 4

Bridging the gap to facilitate transition

Sub-themes

Excerpt

Community care: professional support and
services

Supportive community-based healthcare, such
as allied health services, facilitated transition.
Patients who felt supported described how
having healthcare providers in the community
who were aware of their issues, listened to
them and provided help when needed was
highly important to a successful transition.
Healthcare providers described as being
supportive included GPs, physiotherapists,
dieticians, and psychologists. Correspondingly,
feeling unsupported by healthcare providers
was seen as detrimental to transition as they
are an important source of professional input
and support outside the clinic. Feeling
unsupported stemmed from a perceived lack of
communication and listening skills of the
practitioner, which led patients to feel belittled
by healthcare providers and viewed negatively
because of their weight.

During and after transition, when access to
services available to patients of the clinic (e.g.,
psychologists, dieticians, physiotherapists)
decreased or ceased altogether, patients
described they still needed this support but had
difficulties in access, primarily for financial
reasons. Almost all patients stated that mental
health support was essential beyond the clinic,
with a need for extensive psychological support
beyond the limited sessions partly covered by
Medicare. Dietary support was also important,
as patients felt ongoing help in creating diet
plans and increasing food variety was
necessary, however patients suggested this
could be less formal and come in the form of
‘quick reference’ or daily/weekly meal
suggestions. For physical activity, patients with
mobility issues reported they needed
physiotherapy support beyond the clinic,
especially in the form of hydrotherapy, which
was often difficult to access locally. Again,
others reported less formal support was
appropriate in the form of exercise guides and
supported access to equipment and spaces
such as gyms.

“I go to my GP when | need to or if | have any
queries or concerns and she does support me.
She listens to me, and she knows where I'm
coming from” P22 Jess

“you know even my physio, | do hydro with my
physio every five to six weeks, even she said,
you know, you’re doing all the right things for
your future health” P16 Jules

“if you get an old style physician who just looks
at the person in a negative way, that you're
doing this to yourself, that kind of thing, that
won’t be beneficial” P3 Barry

“the GPs don't really stop and listen to
what...the patients saying, they just... “Here’s
some drugs. Now rack off,” but if they would
spend more time with them...that would help
PO Evie

”

“Definitely more psychological support, access
to psychologists...the clinic offers
limited...psychological services, but you really
need more than that” P21 Kim

“trying to get mental health services. I've been
trying to do that. That's pretty much
impossible” P20 Dom

“I want somebody to come in with and plan a
diet out with me, because I'm hopeless at
diets” Keira Kingswood

“the quick reference kind of thing, so if | just
had a question about a particular product,
there was some way | could message or look it
up or something and find the information that |
needed, whether | could eat it or not” P21 Kim

“got exercises...which | find not that helpful,
chiefly because | can’t do a lot of the activities
because it’s all to do with the back” P1 Anna

“I think if | do join a gym, then | might need
some sort of specific support in that regard”
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Many patients had comorbid conditions and
reported a need for long term management of
these conditions. They also expressed a desire
for more information/education opportunities
regarding these conditions and how to
specifically manage them in conjunction with
obesity.

Social work support needs were highly
apparent among patients, which ranged from
assistance with household tasks to financial
assistance. Some patients specifically needed
help accessing household assistance, including
cleaning and food preparation services, due to
mobility issues. Many patients needed help
with financial assistance to help them access
the full range of services needed to manage
their conditions.

P20 Dom

“Continued support with my managing my
diabetes and help me losing more weight” P21
Kim

“I've got a lot of anxiety about my mobility
which I'm trying to deal with, and it's still not
possible with me to do those sorts of things” P2
Adrian

“mobility and that | didn’t have a very good
cleaning regime and someone to come in twice
a week just to help me keep on top of things.
That’s when they — | would like someone to say,
“Okay, these services are available, there’s this
one and it’s this much an hour” P1 Anna

“cost is a big issue” P21 Kim

Clinicians also identified how important
healthcare providers in the community were
for successful transition, especially GPs who
were familiar with their patients, though they
did acknowledge that extended support from
GPs may be difficult due to appointment time
constraints. They also felt their patients often
required longer term, integrated professional
support, and that it was important to establish
that support in the community. Clinicians also
thought general practices could also provide
additional support to patients (e.g., by
providing informal group sessions). It was
identified however, that many clinic patients do
not have a regular GP. Clinicians also felt most
patients needed psychological support as part
of their community care, but were aware
patients had difficulties accessing this.

Need for social support/case coordination was
also discussed by clinicians, who felt these
services should be integrated with the clinic to
bridge the gap between the clinic and
community services, given the complexity of
linking patients to multiple external services
and support networks. They also felt more
accessible financial support could address some
of the issues faced by patients when accessing
private therapy, as there was an insufficiency of
funded therapy. Clinicians believed this
integration should occur at the local health
district (LHD) level with involvement of local
councils to facilitate places to accommodate

“They have to work with their GP as well as a
lot of it should be GP based” C6 Cas FG2

“usually engaged a clinical psychologist in the
community. They've got a good GP” C5 Kel FG2

“If they've got a good GP, that's going to be
really important” C6 Cas FG2

“it wasn't really GPs because of time” C3 Ron
FG1

“they would still continue to ring the service
every week or email or be in touch with
clinicians on a weekly basis” C3 Ron FG1

“staff anybody else within the GP practice. |
don't know if this practice nurses. Or other kind
of healthcare assistants that could support
patients in the drop in session” C3 Ron FG1

“lot of people would benéefit from having a
psychologist. That's where mental health and
obviously this varies” C7 Pip FG2

“It's like it's sort of something would say that
it's a holistic thing that needs to happen” C7 Pip
FG2

“someone that can kind of almost case
coordinate that would be really
good...something like kind of bridge that
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patients in the community (e.g., with bariatric
chairs, transport, GP support, and community
services such as community centres and gyms).

gap...That might be something that can kind of
help that transition to other community
supports” C4 Sam FG1

“So | think there's a real gap in that. So a lot of
people with obesity actually have disability.
And can’t access NDIS and I think that's a real
travesty” C7 Pip FG2

“many of our patients cannot afford a lot of
private therapy. So when we're saying go and
get mental health plans, there's always a gap of
fifty or sixty dollars. And if you've got intense
therapy to go through, that's a lot of money”
C6 Cas FG2

“I think councils could also support through
physical spaces and admin, | think everyone
kind of has to come to the party a bit” C7 Pip
FG2

Community support structures: support
groups and their management

Patients in our study expressed their need for
support from family, friends, and peers with
this appearing important in the transition
process. Familial support came in the form of
reminders, shared activities, and ‘being there’
for each other. Not having adequate support
was described by patients as negatively
impacting on their transition, as they felt that
they were doing it on their own. Some patients
reported receiving no help from their family,
while others said they were actively isolated by
family members, who were unsupportive in
helping them connect with peers. Some
patients said they are largely socially isolated
and that being at the clinic gave them a chance
to connect with peers that they otherwise
would not have done. Patients described peers
as those who have similar experiences, which
facilitated both understanding and care.
Patients felt peers understood their struggles
and provided support in a non-judgmental way.
As a result, leaving the clinic left some feeling
of being disconnected, prompting them to start
their own groups, as one of the reported
primary benefits of groups was feeling
supported by peers. Patients also felt that
sometimes they just wanted extra one-on-one
support that did not have to be professional.
This support arose from shared lived

“to meet other people would be good, just to
learn and interact” P2 Adrian

“Well they do, well, three of us have had the
gastric sleeve...so we all sort of deal with it
together...we’ve all helped each other we’ve all
supported each other... you know, listen to
each other and just be there” P17 Tess

“I guess, disadvantaging myself by just being
alone at home” P14 Jane

“when people ring up and want to talk to me
and he says, “Oh, no, she’s asleep.” | would
love to talk to that person” Harriet Kingswood

“someone that’s been through and has come
out the other side, has had similar experiences
to you...succeeding, they know what they’re
doing, they roughly have been through the
same thing you have, and they can help you” P1
Anna

“but sometimes you just want to talk directly to
a person privately” P14 Jane

“if someone’s in desperate need to discuss
something, and sometimes if they need just to
talk one-on-one...they need more support than
what we're giving them at the moment. You
can see that they're falling through the cracks”
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experiences, leading to not feeling alone,
especially during difficult times. Peer support
also led to enhanced social connectedness, as
some peers became friends, which was another
motivator. Additionally, patients felt they were
in a safe and non-judgmental environment with
peer groups. Being in a group helped them to
collectively cope with stigma issues, including
public incidences of stigma and bullying due to
their size, and enabled them to go to public
places, whereas individually they would have
been reluctant.

Not all participants felt this way however, with
others finding peers uninfluential in groups
when participants did not bond with their
peers. Other patients felt some group members
negatively impacted on group dynamics, either
by being pessimistic or derailing group activities
by focussing on their personal issues, due to
dominant or ‘strong’ personalities.

Key barriers to attending groups was social
anxiety, depression, and stigma, with some
patients reporting it would be difficult for them
to join or attend groups without having their
anxiety adequately addressed. Some also felt
larger groups were more likely to trigger this
reaction.

P9 Evie

“That we care. Everybody cares about what the
other person’s going through” P15 Sarah

“because you can see they’re other people just
like you, you're not the only one. You’re not
the only one who's struggling, who wants to
lose weight and you're not able to lose weight”
P9 Fran

“acceptance rather than stigmatised and put
down sort of thing. Just knowing it's a safe
place to talk and just learn from each other's
experiences and make friends” P2 Adrian

on my early stages just listening to other
peoplée’s issues that didn’t relate to me P14
Jane

So, some people can be negative...There can be
strong personalities, P3 Barry

“it didn't take too many dominant personalities
in a group for it to get a little bit too much”
P20 Dom

“I don't feel comfortable being in a support
group... I'm not a very sociable person” P17
Tess

“And also, | have social phobia and anxiety, so |
kind of tend to avoid large gatherings” P21 Kim

Clinicians reiterated this need for social
support, identifying that their patients are
often isolated, with many having difficulties
establishing and maintaining social support
networks outside the clinic. Clinicians often
tried to facilitate social support during group
sessions, with some success

They also felt this support should be consistent
and long term where possible, as patients are
unlikely to benefit from anything short term.
Consistent with the participants, clinicians also
felt peers could negatively impact on group
dynamics with groups being ‘dominated’ by
some personalities, resulting in benefit for only
a few members. They felt this led to some
patients feeling uncomfortable and therefore
less likely to share their thoughts and feelings
in group settings. Additionally, clinicians

“this group of people are often quite isolated”
C3 Ron FG1

“they're not people who are particularly great
at reaching out and going to meet someone” C4
Sam FG1

“engage, so your family, supports all of that,
hey, you've actually done you've got a lot of
those areas kind of that are helping” C2 Pat FG1

“not one of our patients and | think there was
12 in that group, could list out a person that
was supportive. So we said partner or parent or
child or somebody who can help you to
decipher what you know, what's going to help
you. and not one of them could list out
anybody and it was really sad” C6 Cas FG2
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reported that some members of peer-managed
groups were unethically asking other members
for money and had issue resolving disputes.
The benefit of groups was also noted by
clinicians, who agreed the greatest benefit of
groups was the provision of social support,
particularly for socially isolated patients. They
felt groups could facilitate peer bonding, shared
experiences, and comotivation in a comfortable
and safe environment. They also described how
groups allowed patients to participate together
in activities that might otherwise have been too
daunting to try, due to fear of stigmatisation.
Additionally, clinicians reported that peers
were able to help each other to establish and
maintain community supports.

Clinicians also believed fear was the greatest
barrier to attending groups, with already
isolated patients likely to find group attendance
with people they do not know intimidating.
They suggested patients be eased into groups
by processes such as bringing a buddy to the
first meeting. Clinicians also felt stigma was
another major issue, reporting that patients
holding bias and negativity towards groups of
‘people like them’ due to internalised stigma as
barriers to participating in group activities.

“she hasn't got many contacts with friends and
family support. But if she could connect with
somebody” C3 Ron FG1

“whatever support needs to be there, |, |
believe it needs to be an ongoing and a at the
time frame. Can't just be, you know, six, six
months. That's an ongoing thing for their own
support” C5 Kel FG2

“It seemed like after a while it became
something that was benefiting just a few
people that were trying to keep it that way...To
the detriment of others” C4 Sam FG1

“They don't have to actually have that much
self efficacy. They just need to be there for
each other sort of thing, you know?” C7 Pip FG2

“a safe, you know, confidential platform or
program where people could actually meet
other people in a similar situation” C3 Ron FG1

“some of them have gone swimming together
because they were afraid to go by
themselves...They’ve gone together then it's
you know, you're not going to poke fun at both
of us” C6 Cas FG2

“So to come into a group can be quite scary. So,
obviously, there might be some you don't get
because they won’t come” C3 Ron FG1

“potentially having people that meet with some
of what we’ve run group and having a buddy
you can bring in with you? To break the ice” C7
Pip FG2

“And | think there's a lot of stigma attached to
attending groups that are weight focused or
weight management focus” C1 Mike FG1

“They don’t want to go and find a group like
themselves...that would be a nightmare for
them” C5 Kel FG2

Telehealth and online support: COVID-19 and
beyond

Since the outbreak of COVID-19, telehealth was
utilised to minimise disruptions to patient care.
Telehealth was reportedly useful in maintaining

“Not a problem with that. Yeah. | feel about the
same whether it's face to face or over the
phone. Yeah. Just without the travel” P16 Jules

“that's been pretty good. It's more convenient
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appointments with health providers, ensuring
patients health was not neglected during this
time. Most patients described telehealth as
very convenient, especially as it saved time in
terms of reduced travel. These patients also
indicated that they would like opportunities for
telehealth in the future, beyond COVID-19
restrictions.

Some patients, despite acknowledging the
benefits of telehealth, stated a preference for
face-to-face appointments. This was largely due
to technical issues, such as internet disruptions,
and discomfort towards videoconferencing and
feeling like they were less honest during
telehealth.

Additionally, support and information from
online platforms was identified as useful during
COVID-19, particularly the clinic Facebook page,
which patients described as a useful way of
receiving tips and other information, as well as
staying connected with the clinic and their
peers. Some patients also described that other
closed groups on online platforms helped
patients ‘vent’ feelings and connect to others
while isolated.

for me because | live a little ways away from
the clinic” P21 Kim

“Unfortunately, the Internet around here isn't
too good. So | had issues, technical issues with
it” P20 Dom

“lI don't do the site, the actual face time, and
that because I'm not comfortable in doing that
so” P22 Jess

“We've got a Facebook group where we can air
things, like things that have happened, negative
or positive. That’s been supportive” P3 Barry

Clinicians also reported the benefits of
telehealth for keeping in contact with patients
and providing support during transition.
Additionally, clinicians maintained some
support groups through a videoconferencing
platform, and reported that patients were still
able to bond through these sessions, though
acknowledged that this was not as optimal as
face-to-face sessions. Furthermore, clinicians
commented that social networking platforms
such as Facebook may be beneficial in giving
patients a place to belong.

“So they’re bonding on the group. Even on
telehealth” C3 Ron FG1

“It is it probably isn't as optimal as face to face.
So | think of anybody, really. But | mean, the
face to face is. Kind of important for a
contestant because they're already online” C7
Pip FG2

“even some social networking groups. So some
Facebook or some sort of digital platform group
that they that we know is accurate and useful
that they can engage with and maybe that
become their tribe as well” C6 Cas FG2

Box 2

Suggestions/recommendation for clinical practice

e Transition
o Resistance to transition
= Self-efficacy training

»  Psychological treatment for codependency (family therapy)
= Clinician training to identify codependent patients/codependency in self
= Transition readiness question/decision aids

o Facilitating transition

= Semi-structured peer support groups with regular training of facilitators
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= Telehealth for longer follow up periods
¢ Integration
o Professional integration
= Telehealth system
=GP training
o Social service support
= Social work and care coordination
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