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Abstract:

BACKGROUND: Community-based support groups have been effective in facilitating access
to and retention in the healthcare system for patients with HIV/AIDS, cancer, diabetes, and
other communicable and non-communicable diseases. Given the high incidence of
morbidity that results from traumatic injuries, and the barriers to reaching and accessing
care for injured patients, community-based support groups may prove to be similarly
effective in this population. OBJECTIVES: The objective of this review is to identify the extent
and impact of community and peer support groups for injured patients. ELIGIBILITY: We
included primary research on studies that evaluated community support groups that were
solely based in the community. Hospital-based or healthcare-professional led groups were
excluded. EVIDENCE: Sources were identified from a systematic search of Medline /
PubMed, CINAHL, and Web of Science Core Collection. CHARTING METHODS: We utilized a
narrative synthesis approach to data analysis. RESULTS: 4,989 references were retrieved
from database search; 25 were included in final data extraction. There was a variety of
methodologies represented, and the groups represented patients with spinal cord injury
(N=2), traumatic brain or head injury (N=7), burns (N=4), intimate partner violence (IPV)
(N=5), mixed injuries (N=5), torture (N=1), and brachial plexus injury (N=1). Multiple
benefits were reported by support group participants; categorized as social, emotional,
logistical, or educational benefits. CONCLUSIONS: community-based peer support groups
can provide education, community, and may have implications for retention in care for

injured patients.
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Introduction:

The WHO estimates that 4.4 million people die from injuries such as acts of violence, road
traffic accidents, falls, and burns annually, and 90% of these deaths occur in low- and
middle-income countries (LMICs) (1). Millions more suffer non-fatal injuries that require
extensive medical care and support (2). Injured patients often face many barriers to seeking,
reaching, and receiving care (3). These barriers can prevent or delay rehabilitation that
allows for return to optimal function, especially after the acute injury has been addressed.
Given the potentially chronic conditions that result from injury, retention in care is
necessary. However, injured peoples’ needs go beyond retention in medical care; they often
require care for ongoing psychological issues or matters of daily living which are often

neglected by healthcare systems.

For patients with other medical conditions, peer and community support has been shown to
facilitate access to healthcare through improved retention of current care, introduction to
other providers of care, and provision of information and psychological support (4—7). Peer
support has long been used within mental health services and has been defined as social
emotional support that is mutually offered or provided by those with similar lived
experiences (8). This process of support, companionship, and assistance often counter
feelings of loneliness, discrimination, and frustration. The most common form of peer
support has been self-help groups, which have been defined as a voluntary small group for
mutual aid (9). Studies on peer support amongst HIV patients also demonstrate increased
retention in care, improved anti-retroviral therapy adherence and viral suppression, and
increased financial and moral support (10,11). Further, studies of pregnant women

demonstrate the positive impact that peer-support can have on motherhood and coping
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with issues like substance use (12,13). Engaging the community, especially for historically
marginalized groups, has also been demonstrated to result in positive health outcomes
(14,15). Further, meaningful engagement of and advocacy by members of the HIV/AIDS
community has been shown to lead to improved HIV/AIDS services and policy changes that

lead to better access to care and service provision (16,17).

Despite the similar needs of injured patients for ongoing medical care and the often life-
changing nature of their injuries requiring psychological and physical support, there is little
known about whether community-based peer support groups exist, benefit injured persons,
or whether they play a role improving and retaining access to acute and chronic injury care.
This scoping review aims to identify the extent and impact of community and peer support

groups for injured patients.

Methods:

This scoping review is conducted based on the expanded Arksey and O’Malley framework

and uses PRISMA-ScR guidelines (18,19).

Defining the Research Question:

We aimed to answer the question: what research has been done on the use of and benefits
of health-system independent community-based support groups (i.e. those which are not

based in healthcare facilities or run by healthcare professionals) for injured persons?
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Search Strateqy:

Studies reporting on community-based patient support groups for physical injuries were
identified by a systematic search of Medline / PubMed (National Library of Medicine, NCBI);
CINAHL (CINAHL Complete, EBSCOhost), and Web of Science Core Collection (Clarivate).
Controlled vocabulary terms (i.e., MeSH; CINAHL thesaurus subject headings) were included
when available and appropriate. The search strategies were designed and carried out by a
librarian (CM). No language limits or date restrictions were applied. The exact search terms
used for each of the databases are provided in the supplementary document.

These searches were undertaken on March 15, 2023. We also searched the grey literature
via Google searches, reviewed injury society and trauma society web pages, and
communicated with global experts in the field of injury research to identify additional

studies evaluating the impact of these groups.

Study Inclusion and Exclusion:

Study inclusion and exclusion criteria are shown in Table 1. We included primary research
studies as well as those which describe advocacy or policy changes to manage injuries, since
community support groups have been advocates for improved care for other conditions

such as HIV/AIDS (16,17).

We excluded studies that evaluated groups that were hospital or rehabilitation facility-
based or led/created by healthcare providers. We also excluded all studies that focused on
Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) where it was not clear that the PTSD occurred

because of physical injury.
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Table 1. Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Inclusion

Exclusion

All publications through March 1,
2023

Studies of community or patient
groups focused on peer-support of
people who have been injured and
evaluated the impact of community
or patient groups for those people
Studies that assess the needs and
priorities of community-based
patient groups for people who have
been injured

All countries

English language

Studies that evaluated groups that
were either led or created by
hospital-affiliated staff, healthcare
providers, or rehabilitation facilities
Studies of community support
groups that focused on injury
prevention, self-harm, health issues
not related to the injury, or groups
that focused only on mental health
or Post Traumatic Stress Disorder
Support groups that did not specify
that the participants had
experienced physical injury

Study Screening & Data Extraction

All studies found were uploaded into Covidence for screening and data extraction.

Covidence is a web-based collaboration software platform that streamlines the production

of systematic and other literature reviews.(20) Two reviewers (RJ, Al) screened all titles and

abstracts independently for inclusion. In case of disagreement, RJ and AJ resolved conflicts

through discussion. This process was repeated for full text review in Covidence.

A data extraction form was developed and each of two reviewers independently extracted

data from each article, after which consensus was reached through review and discussion.

Study data points collected were study design, funding, injury type, the study population,

number of participants, what content was shared in the group, and discussion themes in the

group. We also collected data on the country in which the support group was based, the

country of the study’s first and last author, and the years the study was conducted and

published.
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Data Analysis

We approached the data analysis for this review via a narrative synthesis
methodology. Since our inclusion criteria did not preclude any specific study methodologies,
we expected variety and heterogeneity in our final study sample. We did not assess study

quality in this scoping review.

Funding

This study was conducted as part of the Equi-Injury Study, funded by the UK National

Institute of Health and Care Research, NIHR Global Health Groups Call 3, application 133135.

Synthesis of Results

The outcomes were grouped into three categories. The first category was study
characteristics, which includes study methodology, years during which the studies were
conducted, geographic location of support groups, and presence or absence of study
funding. We next reported on support group characteristics, including type of injury,
number of participants, leadership, and facilitation of the groups, and whether the group
itself received funding. Finally, we reported the summary of benefits described by the
support group members — this was categorised by outcomes for all injury types together

and then by specific injury type.

Results:

Study Characteristics

4,989 references (PubMed: 2343; CINAHL: 1077; Web of Science: 1569) were retrieved from

the database searches on March 1, 2023. Duplicate records were removed using EndNote;
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import into Covidence resulted in 3489 unique references for screening. Of these, 112 were
included for full text review. Full text was not recoverable for 13 studies due to
unavailability online through Harvard libraries or inter-library loan. Of the 99 full texts that

were reviewed, 25 studies met criteria for data extraction (Figure 1).

Figure 1. PRISMA Flow diagram

Study characteristics

Of the 25 studies included, eleven used purely qualitative methodology, six were cross-
sectional quantitative studies, three used mixed-methods, three were case reports, and
there were two randomized controlled trials. Studies were published from 1981 to 2022.
Eleven studies were conducted in the US, seven in Canada, and three in both countries.
There was one study each from the UK and South Africa. There were two studies in which
the peer support occurred in the form of online forums and thereby were not limited by
geographic region. Table 2 presents an overview of the 25 studies included in data

extraction.

Support Group Characteristics

Community-based peer support groups have been studied for persons with spinal cord
injury (N=2), traumatic brain or head injury (N=7), burns (N=4), intimate partner violence
(IPV) (N=5), mixed injuries (N=5), torture (N=1), and brachial plexus injury (N=1). The
number of support group members ranged from 2 to 60+, with the majority of the groups
reporting 20-40 active members. Fifteen studies reported on whether group leadership was

provided by members themselves or an external facilitator such as professional facilitators,
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therapists, social workers, or social work or therapy students. Of these fifteen studies,
seven reported that the groups were run by professionals rather than participant
volunteers, two groups were run by non-professional facilitators, five groups reported that
peers volunteered or rotated through leading the groups, and one group utilized one-to-one
peer mentorship. Data about the group facilitators were unavailable or unclear for the
remaining studies. Seven peer-support groups reported receiving funding for the groups’
activities or meetings — one from the Alberta Worker’s Compensation Board and six from

philanthropic organizations.

Benefits Reported by Support Group Participants

There were a variety of positive benefits reported by support group members. These were
grouped into educational benefits, social benefits, emotional benefits, and logistical benefits
(Figure 2).

Figure 2. Categories of peer support reported in all studies; number of studies per grouping
indicated within boxes.

Thirteen of 25 studies concluded that shared educational or didactic material in the group
was a benefit of participation (21-33). Eight studies reported that they valued and
appreciated the sharing of medical knowledge, either via dissemination from the group

leadership or between participants within the groups (24,26—-30,32,34).

From a social perspective, nineteen studies reported that support group members indicated
they were able to obtain guidance and coping strategies as a result of group participation
(21,23-26,28-33,35-42), and fourteen studies reported that the groups created a sense of

solidarity and group identity that members found lacking in other areas of their lives
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(24,26,30,33-35,37-39,41-44,25). Social interaction was mentioned as a positive outcome

in eleven studies (22-24,26,32,33,36,38,40,42,44).

Emotional outcomes constituted a substantial portion of the reported benefits. Fourteen of
the studies reported that participants found emotional support and/or catharsis as a
function of group membership (21,24,26-29,31-33,38-42), and fourteen studies reported
that group members felt a sense of not feeling alone (22-24,28,29,31,33—
35,37,39,40,42,44) after they joined the group. Group participants in eleven studies
reported a benefit to their self-esteem, empowerment, and overall quality of life
(22,24,25,32,34,35,37,38,40—42). Six studies noted that support groups gave participants a
sense of hope for the future (26,32,35,37,39,42). Finally, seven studies reported that
participants felt a sense of altruism and being able to give back to other injury survivors as a
result of group participation (25,26,28,30,35,37,39). On a practical level, eleven studies
reported that group members found that they were able to gain assistance in navigating the

health, legal, and/or social systems from their peers (23,26-30,32,40-42,45).

We also evaluated the types of benefits reported by groups for people with specific types of
injuries. We focused on studies reporting on brain injury support groups, burn injury
support groups, intimate partner violence support groups, and mixed injury support groups,
as these injury types were the subject of more than two studies included in this review.
Table 3 shows the distribution of each type of support reported by each injury group.

Table 3. Types of peer support provided in injury specific groups

Injury type Emotional Educational Social Logistical

(total number | support support support support
of studies)
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Brain injury (7)
Burn injury (4)
IPV (5)

Mixed injury (5)

bW
N R (RN
INSNC AN RN
AN |O|D

Considering the types of benefits reported by people with specific types of injuries, out of
the seven studies reporting on brain injury support groups, six studies mentioned that
participants found support in the form of guidance and coping strategies from the groups
(21,26,28,30,32,33). Of the four studies reporting on patients with burn injuries, three
reported that participants appreciated the feeling of not being alone that they received
from the group (22,35,37). All five studies reporting on intimate partner violence support
groups reported that participants gained a sense of group identity or solidarity from the
group (31,40,41,43,44). Lastly, four of the five support groups for mixed injuries reported
that they appreciated the assistance they received from peers in navigating health and legal

systems (23,29,42,45).

Discussion:

We found only 25 studies which assessed the benefits of community support groups for
injured persons, globally. The majority were created for specific types of injury and only one
was located in a low- or middle-income country (South Africa). Injury, especially in males
under 30 years of age, is responsible for a significant portion of illness around the world; the
need to be retained in care for chronic disabilities that may result from injuries is essential
for maximising health and well-being. In addition, the psychological components of both
intentional (46) (i.e. interpersonal violence) as well as unintentional (road traffic crashes)
injuries can be substantial (47). Community support groups have been shown to be useful

for retention in care and both physical and mental health improvement in other conditions,
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and thus offer potential for people who have been injured. This scoping review shows there
are few community-based peer support groups offered for patients with injuries, and
although these studies report on mental health benefits of peer support, there is little data

on whether they improve physical health or retention in care.

People with traumatic injuries potentially face a unique challenge in finding peer support
after their injury as injured patients often experience multiple types of injuries in the same
event resulting in a broad range of outcomes (48). This means that injuries do not easily fit
into specific disease-based support groups, which is evident even in the array and
distribution of community-based peer support groups identified in this review. While there
were four support groups for those with mixed injuries, twenty-one of the groups for which
injury-related support groups exist focus on a specific type of injury with which prospective
participants could identify. This distribution of injury groups which we found in our review
does not represent the full spectrum of injury types. For example, there were no studies
which reported on groups that focused on people with abdominal or thoracic trauma, which
can result in significant disability and often is followed by fragmentation of care (49).
Additionally, there were no specific peer support groups identified for those with
mechanism-based injuries, such as road traffic injuries or firearm injury, although these
mechanisms are some of the highest contributors to death and disability worldwide (50—
52). This fragmentation of support groups that we found means that many people with
injuries will miss out on opportunities for support. It also means that there is less of an
opportunity for groups to advocate for general injury prevention or access to care, if they
are limited to individual types of injuries. Whereas, it is known that there is power in

bringing fragmented groups together (53-55).
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The studies in this review identified positive benefits of community support groups for
injured people, including creation of a group identity and regaining of self-esteem,
emotional support and guidance, and delivery of practical knowledge about their disease,
recovery and treatment process, or ways to access medical, legal, or social support. Several
studies reported multiple types of benefit. This mirrors the positive effects of support groups
for people living with diabetes (56), mental health problems (57), and heart disease (58),
where support groups have been shown to help with sharing of practical knowledge and
health education, social and emotional support, navigation of the medical system, and
building trust-based relationships. Further, and highly applicable to injured patients, peer-led
and community-based support groups have implications for rehabilitation, which can reduce
limitations in functionality (59) especially in LMICs when access to medical care can be

difficult to obtain.

We found only one study that was conducted in an LMIC setting. Given the high burden of
injury in LMICs where trauma care systems can be especially fragmented resulting in worse
access and outcomes for patients (60), there is scope for community-based peer support
groups to help bridge the gaps in these much-needed services. There is a lack of reporting
on the presence of these types of groups in LMICs aside from those developed for patients
who carry diagnoses like HIV/AIDS that have been given prominent status on the global
health agenda. Peer support has shown efficacy in reducing costs of care, engaging those
who are often hard to reach, and providing patient-centered support to empower
individuals to manage and direct their care (61). In LMICs, these effects are most often

reported in groups that are focused on a more narrow or defined disease process that are
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commonly diagnosed in LMIC settings. Twenty-six of the 53 studies in @gard-Repal et al’s
review of peer support groups for people living with HIV were undertaken in LMICs (62) and
Avyala reported 27 of the 48 studies in a separate scoping review of peer and community led

responses to HIV were based in the global south (63).

There are data describing the benefits of community-based peer-to-peer support for
patients who experience a broader range of conditions as well, such as mental health
conditions or cancer (64), but these studies are also largely limited to high-income country
(HIC) settings. In a systematic review and meta-analysis, Lyons et al analysed 8 RCTs
evaluating peer group support for people experiencing mental health disorders; 7 of these
were set in the USA, and one in Switzerland (65). Moreover, Arjadi et al found only 3 RCTs in
their systematic review evaluating online interventions for mental health set in LMICs (66).
While cancer and mental health disorders are common in LMICs as well as HICs and support
groups for these conditions could improve outcomes for these patients, community-based
peer support groups may be especially useful in providing psychosocial, knowledge, and
logistical support to those affected by the high burden of injuries in LMICs in addition to
ameliorating challenges in healthcare access that delay rehabilitation and medical

treatment in these settings.

Gaps in the literature:

The literature is sparse & highly observational in nature, which limits the conclusions that
can be drawn on the effectiveness of the groups. However, as the community-based nature
of these types of support groups at the center of this topic, it would be difficult to conduct

any true RCTs. Additional observational or survey-based studies might be the only way to
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discern the effects of the studies. Furthermore, many of the studies that were screened but
excluded during this review involved support groups run out of healthcare facilities or under
the leadership of healthcare professionals, which shows that while support groups do exist,

many still are linked to health care systems.

Limitations:

Our scoping review was limited to articles in the databases we searched and to articles for
which we were able to locate full texts. There may be more grey literature available that
speaks to the existence and experience of other peer support groups, which was not
covered in our review. Additionally, since almost all groups studied existed in high income
countries it is highly possible that peer support groups also exist in LMICs but were not
studied or published in peer-reviewed journals. This also limits the cultural perspective of
the studies, and this review might not include aspects of patient experience and care that
are important in countries not included in this study. Finally, with such a small sample of

studies, our conclusions are limited.

Conclusions

While sparse, these data show that community-based support groups play a role in patient
recovery and emotional wellbeing after injury. There is a role for information sharing and
support that may lead to increased access and retention of care for injured persons. Aside
from access and retention in the medical system, support groups can provide practical
guidance for participants in navigating legal systems, as well as in developing connections
with other patients and survivors to access to support services. Given the burden of injury

that occurs in LMICs, support for development of community-based peer support groups in
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354  LMICs may increase access to care and has implications for overall improvement in
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Table 2: Summary Table of Included Studies

Country in

. . Data . .
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu_dy Injury Nur_nl?er of Study Findings
Year study was eriod Group Design Type participants
conducted P
Individuals with Bl and their
Comparison of To examine whether caregivers may benefit from
a Cg nitive- group CBT would result in either group CBT or a peer
gni improved perceived self- support group, with a trend
Behavioral ; ; ;
: : efficacy (PSE), emotional for those received group CBT
Coping Skills . ; : .
Backhaus, Not functioning, and Randomized Brain to maintain the effects of
Group to a USA None : . ; 38 ;
2016 Reported neurobehavioral control trial Injury improved PSE. For our
Peer Support functioni d with . tracted dat
Group in a unctioning compared wi review, we extracted data
Brain Iniur a structurally similar peer solely from the control group,
Jury support group program for which functioned as a
Population o
Bl support group in its own
right.
To evaluate perceptions
of peer support and the
value they placed on it
related to the key burn . "
. Burn survivors held a positive
Helping others recovery outcome :
heal: burn Not variables of: social Cross TEENT) (o7 [PEET SUPRet T
o Badger, 2010 | US/Canada None . " . X Burn 95 it being ranked as the best
survivors and Reported comfort, life satisfaction, Sectional )
: resource of the Phoenix
peer support QOL (body image, affect, .
i society.
interpersonal
relationships, sexuality,
productivity, and social
integration.
Adult burn To learn from burn Burn survivors highly valued
survivors' survivors whether peer peer support, especially by
views of peer | gy or 2010 |  Canada 2007 None support was important to | Jitative | Burn 30 providing hope, combatting
support: a them in their recovery and isolation, and lessening the
qualitative why, and secondarily, if feeling of being stigmatized

study

they had volunteered as a

due to physical scars.
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peer supporter, if there
were any negative

consequences or advice
they would have for

others.
Country in Data
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu_dy Injury Nur_nl?er of Study Findings
Year study was - Group Design Type participants
period
conducted
Outcomes included
Processes and .
restoration of trust,
outcomes of a : - : :
o To inform training and connection with group
communalizati _ :
group leader support : members, building skills to
Sl LTI rocedures to ensure the b manage trauma, and
approach: Balmer, 2021 USA 2017 None proce o Qualitative Injury 23 9 ’
) maximal functioning and community acceptance and
Vets & Friends : group
: effectiveness of V&F engagement. It also found
community- .
support groups that Vets and Friends could
based support ) .
possible meeting veteran
groups Ak
specific needs.
Making To better understand the The support group was
meaning in a psychosocial recovery 6 instrumental to their
burn peer needs of burn survivors interviewees, | psychosocial adjustment and
support group: Davis, 2014 USA 2010-2011 None and the role of peer Qualitative Burn _ 6 key growth. It gllowed the_m_ to
qualitative support groups, by informants, make meaning of their injury,
analysis of performing a series of 30-50 group | learn coping strategies, make
attendee guided qualitative members meaningful relationships, and
interviews interviews. have hope.
Constructing Saska.tchewan Four modes of identity work
Association for . ;
robust selves the To understand the work were seen: constructing
after brain N around identity in competent selves, tempering
PR o Rehabilitation S
injury: positive . rehabilitation contexts by : the threat of loss and
; ; of the Brain ; . o Brain . . o
identity work | Gelech, 2019 Canada 2012 Iniured analysing how survivors Qualitative Iniu 5 impairment, resisting
among , construct the self in a jury infantilization and
Shoppers . e
members of a Drug Mart female acute Bl survivor delegitimization, and
female self- gh self-help group. asserting a collective gender
Foundation for . :
help group identity.

Women



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.28.23293314
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Country in

. . Data . .
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu.dy Injury Nurpt_:er of Study Findings
Year study was eriod Group Design Type participants
conducted P
Long-Term
Social : .
: : To determine the Burn survivors who attended
Reintegration o
association of peer group peer support groups had
Outcomes for : :
, attendance with the 601 better scores on social
Burn Survivors ; ; : : . . o
With and October societal reintegration of a responded to iterations, social activities,
Without Peer | Grieve, 2020 | US/Canada AL None Igrge LD €l 2L Crc?ss Burn survey; Sk El) e e emplnoyment
December survivors from the US and Sectional participated than those who did not.
Support . . .
: 2015 Canada using the Life in peer Those who attended also
Attendance: A
) Impact Burn Recovery support had larger burns and were
Life Impact . :
Evaluation (LIBRE) more likely to be more than
ST RCEENE7 rofile 10 years out from inju
Evaluation P y jury
(LIBRE) Study
A:gfss,zgg The participatory approach of
P this group allowed
health care To capture the essence of .
' 5 - participants to control the
experts women’s experiences of S
. . direction of the group,
wisdom: a the Telephone Peer : : :
telephone peer Jalovcic Support Group program el eltering fler emeliee]
P b ’ Canada 2004 None pp roup prog Qualitative Cord 7 support and exchange. There
support 2009 and its main .
- Injury were 17 core themes that
program for characteristics and :
: . were grouped into four
women with structure as perceived by . :
N .. structures: space, relation to
SCl living in participants. :
self, relation to others, and
rural and .
causality.
remote areas
Group therapy 1 R0 s MeieTp Group therapy for torture
models based on . . ;
for refugees ) survivors is an important part
thorough and in-depth 20 women .
and forture analyses of the nature of Torture/ | (first group); of the comprehensive
survivors: Kira, 2012 USA 2006-2008 None y ; Case Report groub). 1 renabilitation approach for
torture and its Refugee | 8-12 families :
treatment : survivors, and that group
psychosocial effects (2nd group) . :
model therapies extend into
: : through the study of a : :
innovations community healing.

social organization for
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Bhutanese torture

survivors.
Country in
. . Data . .
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu.dy Injury Nur_nl_aer of Study Findings
Year study was . Group Design Type participants
period
conducted
Observations
from practice:
support group , Support groups provide
membership S 1 e?<plore s aL_Jthors Mixed abused women with the
Battered practice observations of . X ;
as a process January : S Methods Physical opportunity to build trust and
: Women'’s female domestic violence . : .
of social Larance, 2000 - : , ) o (Participant | Intimate networks, with
capital 2004 L December SETEE, 155 SRS S 1T Observation | Partner A demonstrations of calling on
; Community first agency contact to . ; : .
formation 2002 : A and Survey | Violence these relationships outside of
Outreach active participation in a , .
among female Data) the agency's confines for
; Program support group process. :
survivors of support and enjoyment.
domestic
violence
(1) To understand key There were five main themes
Using an informants’ perspectives related to the barriers and
integrated of the barriers and facilitators to participating in
knowledge facilitators of participating peer support research and
translation in peer support research programs: knowledge,
approach to and programs among awareness, and
inform a pilot individuals with TBI; (2) to communication; logistics of
feasibility understand key participating; readiness and
randomized informants’ perspectives Brain motivation to participate;
controlled trial Lau, 2021 Canada 2021 None on the perceived impacts Qualitative Iniur 22 need for clear expectations;
on peer of peer support programs jary and matching. There were
support for on individuals with TBI; three main themes related to
individuals and, (3) to demonstrate the perceived impact of peer

with traumatic
brain injury: A
qualitative
descriptive
study

how an iKT approach can
inform the development
and implementation of a
pilot feasibility
randomized controlled
trial (RCT).

support:
acceptance, community,
social experiences; vicarious
experience/learning through
others: shared experiences,
role-modelling,
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encouragement; and “l feel

better.”
Country in Data
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu.dy Injury Nur_nl_aer of Study Findings
Year study was - Group Design Type participants
period
conducted
The study found no
statistically significant results
for community integration,
mood, or self-efficacy;
however, changes in these
outcomes were accompanied
A Pilot by moderate-to-large effect
Feasibility C sizes. Within health-related
; The overall objective of ; . :
Randomized . quality of life, the mean pain
this study was to . ;
Controlled ; " score of the intervention
Trial on the CREmITS o 122y Of Randomized Brain group was significantly lower
: ; Levy, 2021 Canada 2021 None conducting an RCT and . . 13
Ontario Brain _ control trial Injury than that of the control group
: the preliminary . :
Injury : at the two-month timepoint
e effectiveness of the OBIA )
Association Peer Support Proaram but not at completion.
Peer Support PP 9 Interviews revealed proximal
Program improvements in knowledge,
skills, and goals, and
identified two domains
related to trial acceptability:
(1) environmental context
and resources, and (2)
reinforcement.
To study injured worker The study identified four
Unexpected peer support groups for dimensions of peer support:
barriers in an empirical picture of worker experience of being
return to work: return-to-work difficulties, : misunderstood by system
. ; Mixed ]
lessons MacEachen, including how peer . _ providers, need for
Canada 2004 None Qualitative injury 37 :
learned from 2007 support performs both rou advocates, social support,
injured worker group

peer support
groups

positive and negative
return-to-work functions at
the individual and policy
level.

and help with procedural
complexities of the workers’

compensation and health
care systems. It concluded
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that peer support groups can
be part of the return to work
for workers, but there is also
a need for more sensitivity to
structural and social issues.

Country in Data
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu_dy Injury Nur_nl?er of Study Findings
Year study was - Group Design Type participants
period
conducted
The study found that
: between those who did and
Support _Th|s S0 EILEIRE s didn't participate in the
, impact of support groups .
groups for Workers " : : 62 in support groups, there was no
.. . . on injured workers with Mixed . .
injured Mignone, Canada 1992-1994 Compensation musculoskeletal iniuries in Cross Iniu intervention; demonstrable effect on the
workers: 1999 Board of ; J Sectional Jury 40 well-being of those who did
relation to pain, group , o :
process and Alberta o . comparison participate, but it could not
somatization, depression, X
outcomes ; rule out any benefits of
and pain-locus-of-control. At
participating in support
groups.
Overall the group experience
was positive, with members
Divorcing The purpose of this stud learning about the domestic
abused Latina purp y violence cycle, how to
—— was to explore and : o
immigrant . : Physical understand their children,
. describe the experiences : .
women's : Not O Cross Intimate their childhood abuse, and
. Molina, 2009 USA None of Latina immigrants who : 15 : : :
experiences Reported Sectional Partner legal information on their
: " had been members of 1 . o
with domestic : Violence situation. The members felt
. year-long domestic . .
violence violence support arouns like they made friends, felt
support groups pport groups. protected, comfortable, and

understood, and gave them
courage to fight.
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Country in

. . Data . .
Title FlrstYAuthor, which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu_dy Injury Nur_nlc_)er of Study Findings
ear study was period Group Design Type participants
conducted
el |solafuon. . Women enjoyed the benefits
to connection: To examine how the
X ; ; of the support group and
understanding community based Mixed
a support organization's support Methods : were g manage
; Physical situations, emotions, and
group for La Rosa group encourages (Archival : ;
Hi X Morales, : (2 : X Intimate becoming less dependent on
ispanic USA 2005 Family immigrant Hispanic research, 30
. 2009 . . Partner the abuser. They also
women living Services women to focus on Interviews, & . :
X : - Violence became more aware of their
with gender- developing tools and Participant
. X : self-worth and value and are
based violence strategies, self-esteem, Observation) .
: making efforts towards self-
in Houston, and empowerment. fici
Texas sufficiency.
A Thematic The purpose of this study Themes focused on
Analysis of was to examine posts on emotional aspects of brachial
Online Internet discussion groups Brachial plexus injury and information
Discussion Morris, 2016 Internet 2015 None dedicated to brachial Qualitative Plexus 336 posts support related to the
Boards for plexus injury and identify Injury disease, treatment, recovery
Brachial common ideas through after treatment, and process
Plexus Injury thematic analysis of seeking care.
Helping the The self—_help group is an
; effective means for
patient cope .
; recoverees to engage in
with the . : L ;
To describe the . therapeutic activities and is
sequelae of Scanlon- Mixed o
; Not development of Trauma - cost efficient. The Trauma
trauma Schlipp, USA R None R -hel Case Report injury n/a
through the 1981 eported ecovery, a self-help group Recover){ program h.as a
group psycohoscial emphasis and
self-help h .
roup- as established a
9 groundwork for regional
approach

chapters.



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.28.23293314
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Country in

. . Data . .
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu_dy Injury Nurpt_:er of Study Findings
Year study was eriod Group Design Type participants
conducted P
Eleven helping factors were
generated: socializing,
Helping factors finding out other people's
in a peer- perspectives and attitudes,
developed Tr:/?azutrc?gcs:e(r):nti:z f::’édy expressing thoughts and
wit% head Schulz, 1994 USA 1993 Life after members relative to Qualitative Iniur 4 comsr;non ainir?
- ; Trauma Inc helping factors in their Jury on, g 9
injury, Part 2: cer-developed suoport understanding, empathy and
Survivor P FO‘:,I PP acceptance through listening
interview group and sharing, getting
perspective perspective, helping others,
getting help, feeling hope,
and learning more about BI.
He!plng e Positive attributes in a
n a peer- successful peer support
developed An ethnographic study to roup were feeling a part of
support group Vi . identify the helping factors group eling a p
ital Active . . the group, having a common
for_ persons el AvET USA e Life after 10 & PESFEIEleTEe Qualitative Br_am 13 problem and being able to
with head g, 1994 Reported support group for persons Injury .
.. ; Trauma Inc . ; validate the effects of an
injury, Part 1: who survived a traumatic injury, and receiving
Participant head injury. : 2 :
information through a variety
observer
of channels.

perspective
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Country in

. . Data . .
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu_dy Injury Nur_nl_oer of Study Findings
Year study was - Group Design Type participants
period
conducted
The purpose of this case
study of a SCI self-help
group is (1) To share the
experiences of both the
Promoting neeliin professu?nal aqd This case study shows how
group members in moving P .
group - group participation with a
from an originally L
empowerment . participatory research
professionally-led group
and self- : framework can unlock self-
X to an independent peer- .
reliance led group (2) To Spinal reliance and empowerment.
through Stewart, South Not group P It also offers insight to the
. . None demonstrate how Case Report Cord 12
participatory 1999 Africa Reported - . group process and the role of
) participatory research Injury ;
research: a health professionals to create
may serve as a tool for "
case study of opportunities for
d group empowerment and
people with ; . empowerment and self-

. self-reliance; and (3) To . ;
physical illustrate how a criticall reliance for people with a
disability ; ueaty disability.

informed professional
group work praxis may
enable marginalized
groups to take action for
social change.
The Effect of study was 1y mvestigate
Trauma Risk oy 9 The TriM group reported
differences between
Management . lower levels of PTSD

) November Trauma Risk .

(TRIM) . Mixed symptoms and showed less
Watson, 2012 - Management (TriM) and Cross ; : . ;

Program on UK None 7 ; X Injury 859 stigmatized views towards
: 2018 January non-TriM-using forces on Sectional e
Stigma and : : group mental health difficulties.

: 2013 help-seeking and stigma :
Barriers to : ; They also percieved fewer
: among serving police : .
Help-Seeking o barriers to help-seeking.
: . personnel. In addition, the
in the Police
study explored whether
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TriM had any effect on
PTSD symptoms.

Country in Data
Title First Author, | which the collection Funding for Study Aim Stu.dy Injury Nur_nl_aer of Study Findings
Year study was . Group Design Type participants
period
conducted
There were three main
categories of responses from
Online In this analysis we sought the data, including support,
Conversations to discover the types of Phvsical sharing experiences, and
About Abuse: " responses being offered y sharing information. The
Whiting, . ; , o Intimate o
Responses to 2022 Internet 2019 None in reply to survivors’ self- Qualitative Partner 451 subcategories included
IPV Survivors disclosures and questions . specific types of help, advice,
: ) Violence :
from Support regarding their understanding, and were
Communities experiences with IPV. overwhelmingly positive in
their tone
and content.
The main focus of meetings
was social support.
Membership varies by time
after injury, sex, and
relationship to survivors, and
these variables impact how
The self-help - A survey to describe self- . the support group meets the
movement in il USA NS None help groups and their Crc_)ss B'Ta'” 77 needs of its members. Group
L 1990 Reported . Sectional Injury
head injury benefits leaders should often survey

the group to ensure needs
are being met. The study
suggests that nurses may
provide an important role in
recruitment, information, and
group facilitation.
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First Author,

Country in

Data

. which the . Funding for . Study Injury Number of "
Title Year study was collec_:tlon Group Study Aim Design Type participants Study Findings
period
conducted
To identify support groups
for older victims of abuse, Recommendations for future
to gather information that groups include accessibility
would be useful in Mixed of the meeting site, using a
Support Domestic assisting communities to . leader familiar with aging
. Methods Physical .
groups for violence meet the needs of these (cross Intimate 30 support issues or an elder
older victims of | Wolf, 2001 US/Canada 1997 programs, elders, and to determine . PP themselves, resources for
. ; sectional Partner groups :
domestic ageing whether the type of . recruitment, and a steady
X ; ) : survey & Violence :
violence services sponsorship (aging : - source of funding.
X > interviews)
services or domestic

violence programs) made
a difference in group
operations.

Resistance of elders to
participate was noted to be a
large barrier.
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SUPPLEMENT 1: SEARCH STRATEGIES BY DATABASE

PubMed / Medline (National Library of Medicine, NCBI)
2,343 records March 1, 2023

("Self-Help Groups"[Mesh:NoExp] OR community engagement[tiab] OR community
group*[tiab] OR community support[tiab] OR help group*[tiab] OR patient support[tiab] OR
peer support[tiab] OR peer counsel*[tiab] OR support group*[tiab] OR online support[tiab])

AND

("Wounds and Injuries"[Mesh] OR "Accidents"[Mesh] OR "Violence"[Mesh] OR
accidental[tiab] OR accidents[tiab] OR burn[tiab] OR burns[tiab] OR domestic abuse[tiab] OR
fallers[tiab] OR falls[tiab] OR fractures[tiab] OR gunshot[tiab] OR injuries[tiab] OR
injury[tiab] OR injured[tiab] OR partner abuse[tiab] OR physical abuse[tiab] OR spousal
abuse[tiab] OR spouse abuse[tiab] OR stabbing*[tiab] OR trauma[tiab] OR traumas[tiab] OR
wound|tiab] OR wounds[tiab] OR violence[tiab])

Cumulative Index to Nursing and Allied Health Literature (CINAHL Complete, EBSCOhost)
1077 records, March 1, 2023

Advanced Search

Search Options

remove:

Apply equivalent subjects

select:
Publication Type: Journal Article

MH "Support Groups" OR MH "Peer Counseling"
OR title OR abstract:

"community engagement" OR "community group*" OR "community support” OR "help
group*" OR "patient support" OR "peer support" OR "support group*" OR "online support"

AND

MH "Wounds and Injuries+" OR MH "Accidents+" OR MH "Trauma" OR MH "Violence+"
OR title OR abstract

accidental OR accidents OR burn OR burns OR "domestic abuse" OR fallers OR falls OR
fractures OR gunshot OR injuries OR injury OR injured OR "partner abuse" OR "physical

abuse" OR "spousal abuse" OR "spouse abuse" OR stabbing™ OR trauma OR traumas OR
wound OR wounds OR violence
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Web of Science Core Collection (Clarivate)
1,569 records, March 1, 2023

Editions:
Science Citation Index Expanded
Social Sciences Citation Index

Advanced Search
More Options: Exact Search

#1

(TI=("community engagement" OR "community group*" OR "community support" OR "help
group*" OR "patient support" OR "peer support" OR "support group*" OR "online support"))
OR AB=("community engagement" OR "community group*" OR "community support" OR
"help group*" OR "patient support" OR "peer support" OR "support group*" OR "online
support")

AND

(TI=(accidental OR accidents OR burn OR burns OR domestic abuse OR fallers OR falls OR
fractures OR gunshot OR injuries OR injury OR injured OR "partner abuse" OR "physical
abuse" OR "spousal abuse" OR "spouse abuse" OR stabbing™ OR trauma OR traumas OR
wound OR wounds OR violence)) OR (AB=( accidental OR accidents OR burn OR burns OR
domestic abuse OR fallers OR falls OR fractures OR gunshot OR injuries OR injury OR injured
OR "partner abuse" OR "physical abuse" OR "spousal abuse" OR "spouse abuse" OR
stabbing* OR trauma OR traumas OR wound OR wounds OR violence))

#1 AND #2

PubMed: 2,343

CINAHL: 1077

Web of Science Core Collection: 1,569

total # of references retrieved across 3 databases March 1, 2023: 4,989
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Wrong outcomes (n = 6)
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Not primary research (n = 16)
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Wrong patient population (n = 9)
Lead by a health professional (n = 9)
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