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Abstract 35 

 36 

Objective 37 

Investigate knowledge, attitudes, and perceptions of health and care professionals 38 

(H&CPs) in England concerning drivers and barriers for promoting self-care in service-39 

users with multimorbidity. 40 

 41 

Design 42 

A cross-sectional online survey of the health and care workforce. 43 

 44 

Setting 45 

Health and social care workforce. 46 

 47 
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 3 

Participants  48 

Eighty-eight health and social care professionals in England. 49 

 50 

Methods 51 

A cross-sectional online survey administered via Imperial College Qualtrics platform. 52 

Questions were asked about perceived drivers and barriers to promoting self-care in 53 

individuals with multimorbidity, including mental health. 54 

 55 

Results  56 

Extant barriers associated with service-users ability and opportunity to self-care were 57 

feelings of loneliness and social isolation (18.9%; n=61), mobility and access issues 58 

(14%; n=45). Strategies deployed by H&CPs to support self-care were social 59 

prescribing (17.9%; n=59), helping service-users to monitor their symptoms (15.2%; 60 

n=50), referring to recognised programmes to support self-management (13.9%; 61 

n=46), knowledge and understanding about the benefits of self-care (91.8%; n=67), 62 

the purposes of prescribed medicines (83.3%; n=60), and support for self-care 63 

(91.7%; n=66) were considered key drivers of successful self-management and to 64 

engagement between service-users and service providers. Service providers' 65 

reported gaps in their knowledge including how to improve practical interactions to 66 

sustain health seeking behaviours by service-users (30.6%; n=49), health coaching 67 

(21.9%; n=35), improved understanding about effective self-care interventions 68 

(21.3%; n=34) and improving self-care in relation to medicines use (20%; n=32). Most 69 

respondents (92.2%; n=71) reported that the COVID-19 pandemic had highlighted the 70 

need for self-care, and (42.7%; n=32) agreed that the pandemic had a positive impact 71 

on their ability to promote self-care among service-users. 72 
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 73 

Conclusions 74 

Self-care is important for service-users who live with multimorbidity. H&CPs are in a 75 

unique position to influence lifestyle choices and health-seeking self-care behaviours. 76 

Raising awareness about the importance of self-care, health literacy, knowledge, 77 

understanding and skills among service-users and providers is key to improving 78 

supported self-care.  79 

 80 

Key Words 81 

Self-care, multimorbidity, COVID-19, professional education 82 

 83 

 84 

Introduction 85 

Increasing numbers of people live with multimorbidity (MM), defined as the 86 

coexistence of two or more chronic health conditions in the same individual (1–3). 87 

Service-users with multimorbidity must cope with a complex array of associated 88 

issues, including the effects of the health conditions themselves, a higher treatment 89 

burden, polypharmacy, multiple health care appointments, psychosocial issues, and 90 

stress (4,5).  91 

 92 

Self-care may assist individuals with multimorbidity in meeting some of these needs. 93 

Among the positive outcomes of supported self-care for individuals living with MM are 94 

improved self-efficacy, independence in daily activities, quality of life, goal 95 

achievement (6), improved depression scores (7), diet (8), and composite measures 96 
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of glycaemic control, blood pressure, lipids, and depression scores (7,9). Of particular 97 

importance in the context of stretched health services is the potential for reduced use 98 

of health services, hospital admissions and emergency services (10–12), and 99 

prevention of illness progression (13).  100 

 101 

Providers of health and social care utilise a variety of interventions to support 102 

individuals with multimorbidity, including the deployment of strength-based 103 

approaches (14–16), the promotion of self-care, and self-management strategies 104 

(17). Examples include access to local assets such as local community services, 105 

information and support, signposting and social prescribing, use of shared decision-106 

making, and alternative person-centred approaches to promote patient activation and 107 

self-care (14–17).  108 

 109 

Health and care professionals (H&CPs) who are well trained and organised are likely 110 

to respond better to the challenges of supporting people with multimorbidity to self-111 

care (13). There is a need to reform the way the healthcare system can deliver care, 112 

train, and re-skill H&CPs, with a focus on the development of necessary working 113 

relationships designed to support service-users to self-care (18,19). Multiple barriers 114 

have been identified to supporting self-care among individuals with multimorbidity 115 

(20–23), such as complex psychosocial and cultural barriers and practicalities relating 116 

to roles and responsibilities among service-users and health and social care providers 117 

(24). 118 

 119 

Study rationale 120 
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There is little comparative research available to guide our understanding of what the 121 

health and social care workforce consider as drivers and barriers to good quality 122 

supported self-care for people who live with multimorbidity. Understanding how the 123 

self-care agenda is being supported by H&CPs is important. Whilst many studies have 124 

focused on challenges and outcomes of self-care interventions (6–11,13), to our 125 

knowledge this is the first to focus on the knowledge, attitudes and perceptions of 126 

H&CPs about extant barriers. National guidance calls for H&CPs to support self-care 127 

as part of personalised care across the health and care system (18,25), whilst 128 

international guidance calls for personalised and supported self-care to be considered 129 

as a key to improving patient safety (2). National guidance suggests that this requires 130 

a shift in relationships between H&CPs and people, in which all the person's health 131 

conditions and needs are considered together, and in which that person's own skills, 132 

strengths and attributes are taken into account (18). Little is known about the 133 

additional needs of H&CPs to help deliver this.  134 

 135 

Study objectives 136 

This study aimed to investigate the knowledge, attitudes, and perceptions (KAP) of 137 

H&CPs in England concerning extant barriers and drivers to promote self-care among 138 

service-users with multimorbidity. 139 

 140 

Methods 141 

Study design 142 
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We conducted a cross-sectional online survey of H&CPs in England about their 143 

knowledge, attitudes, and perceptions (KAP), drivers and barriers to promoting self-144 

care in service-users. 145 

 146 

The link to the electronic open survey was published and available on the Imperial 147 

College Qualtrics platform between 5 February 2021 and 18 August 2021; the survey 148 

could be accessed by anyone with a link. Potentially eligible participants received an 149 

invitation email, including a Participant Information Sheet and link to the survey, from 150 

the study team; the first question in the survey requested informed consent from the 151 

participant after which the survey could be completed. Completion of the survey was 152 

voluntary. No incentives to complete it were offered. Co-investigators also 153 

disseminated the email to their professional networks. The data collected were stored 154 

on the Imperial College London secure database, and only the team researchers 155 

could access the survey results.  156 

 157 

The survey  comprised a total of 17 questions and was accessible using a personal 158 

computer or smartphone. The questions were displayed on one page with a progress 159 

bar. Some questions invited respondents to tick more than one response where that 160 

was appropriate, hence not all the results add up to 100%. Participants could review 161 

their answers before submitting them. Website cookies were used to assign a unique 162 

user identifier to each client computer. Duplicate database entries having the same 163 

user ID were eliminated before analysis. All data collected through the survey were 164 

anonymised and not personally identifiable. The online survey's technical functionality 165 

was tested before being published.  166 

 167 
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Drivers and barriers for the health and social care workforce to promote self-care in 168 

individuals living with MM were evaluated by establishing participants' professional 169 

experiences of providing services for individuals with MM. This was explored through 170 

questions estimating the proportion of service-users with MM, their most common 171 

needs, and the methods used by respondents to promote self-care to manage 172 

service-user's conditions. Several questions on training were also asked, as well as 173 

questions exploring perceived gaps in H&CPs education. Most questions were 174 

multiple choice, but a variety of formats were used, including statements rated against 175 

Likert-style scales. Questions frequently offered the option to add free text 176 

clarification.  177 

 178 

Statistical analysis 179 

Quantitative data were collected using an eSurvey questionnaire administered on 180 

Qualtrics. Survey responses were summarised using frequencies and percentages. 181 

All analyses were performed using SPSS (Statistical Package for Social Sciences) 182 

version 28.0.1). The quality of the survey was assessed by completing the Checklist 183 

for Reporting Results of Internet E-Surveys (CHERRIES) (26). 184 

 185 

Ethics 186 

The study was reviewed and received a favourable opinion from Imperial College 187 

Research Ethics Committee (ICREC # 21IC6770). All data generated or analysed 188 

during this study are included in this published article.  189 

 190 

Consent 191 
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The first question in the eSurvey was to seek consent. Full information about the study 192 

was given and consent was sought from each participant. The right of the participant 193 

to refuse to participate without giving reasons was respected. All participants were free 194 

to withdraw at any time and without giving reasons. Participants were notified of the 195 

publication plans and reminded that all their data was pseudonymised. 196 

 197 

Patient and Public Involvement 198 

No patients were involved. Co-authors Sonia Richardson and John Norton are 199 

experienced Public Partners, attached to the NIHR ARC NWL Multimorbidity and 200 

Mental Health Theme. They contributed to developing the survey questions, and 201 

reviewed the manuscript, critically commenting on the main results and discussion 202 

points.  203 

 204 

Results 205 

Demographic profile of respondents 206 

The total number of respondents was adjusted from 88 to 81, as 7 individuals 207 

consented but did not provide responses to the survey question. The survey captured 208 

responses from 81 H&CPs in the UK. Most (66.7%, n=48) were female, and the 209 

majority (76.4%; n=55) were from a white background. Thirty-seven percent (n=30) 210 

were allied health professionals; from whom 13.5% (n=12) were occupational 211 

therapists; 20.2% (n=18) were other allied health professionals; 19.1% (n= 17) were 212 

from a variety of other occupations which were not disclosed, and 15.7% (n=14) were 213 

general practitioners. The remainder were nursing (9%; n=8), social care staff (5.6%; 214 

n=5), social prescribers (4.5%; n=4), pharmacists (4.5%; n=4), secondary care 215 
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consultants (2.2%; n=2), advocacy workers (2.2%; n=2), health coach (1.1%; n=1) 216 

health care assistant (1.1%; n=1), and rehabilitation staff (1.1%; n=1).  217 

 218 

Not all participants responded to every question hence the total number of responses 219 

to each question described in tables 1 and 2 does not always add up to 81. Table 1. 220 

 221 

Table 1: Respondent Characteristics 222 

 N (%) 

Age   

  20-29 10 (14.2) 

  30-39 11 (15.8) 

  40-49 16 (22.9) 

  50-59 29 (41.4) 

  60 & over 4 (5.7) 

Gender   

  Male  23 (31.9) 

  Female 48 (66.7) 

  Other  1 (1.4) 

Ethnicity   

  White 55 (76.4) 

  Black/Black British 3 (4.2) 

  Asian/Asian British 9 (12.5) 

  Mixed 1 (1.4) 

  Other  1 (1.4) 

  Prefer not to say 3 (4.2) 

Occupation   

  GP 14 (15.7) 

  Nurse 8 (9.0) 
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  Allied Health Care Professional 18 (20.2) 

  Health coach 1 (1.1) 

  Social care 5 (5.6) 

  Rehabilitation 1 (1.1) 

  Social prescriber 4 (4.5) 

  Advocacy worker 2 (2.2) 

  Health care assistant 1 (1.1) 

  Occupational therapy 12 (13.5) 

  Pharmacist 4 (4.5) 

  Hospital physician 2 (2.2) 

  Other 17 (19.1) 

 223 

Service-user identification and their most common needs 224 

More than half (65.4%; n=51) of H&CPs estimated that their patients had 225 

multimorbidity (MM), defined as two or more long-term health conditions. Most 226 

respondents (65.4%; n=70) provided services to identify and support self-care for 227 

people living with MM. Respondents indicated that almost half of service-users 228 

(40.7%; n=59) were referred directly to the service, whilst 20% (n=29) engaged with 229 

the provider following self-referral.  230 

 231 

The needs that were most associated with service-users with MM were related to 232 

loneliness and social isolation (18.9%; n=61), mobility and access issues (14%; n=45), 233 

and support to understand or comply with a medical regimen (9.9%; n=32).  234 

 235 

Factors affecting service-users' ability to self-care  236 

Factors perceived to positively affect service-users' ability to self-care included: a good 237 

understanding of the benefits of self-care (91.8%; n=67), receiving support to help 238 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 12 

improve lifestyle limitations caused by physical/mental health conditions (91.7%; 239 

n=66), receiving support to improve mental health and wellbeing (87.7%; n=64) and 240 

receiving support via services such as social prescribing and to address unmet social 241 

needs, for example, housing (87.7%; n=64).  242 

 243 

Factors perceived to impact service-users' ability most negatively to self-care included 244 

low motivation (94.5% n=69), lack of knowledge about self-care activities (90.4% 245 

n=66), and low empowerment (89%; n=65). Additionally, (80.6% n=58) indicated that 246 

a lack of positive feedback had a negative impact on service user’s ability self-care. 247 

Many respondents highlighted a lack of support from family/carers (74%; n=54), 248 

healthcare professionals (72.6%; n=53), the costs associated with self-care such as 249 

gym membership or wearable aid (67.1%; n=49), a  lack of support from a community 250 

health team (66.8%; n=50) or the time needed to self-care (68.5%; n=50) all had a 251 

negative impact. 252 

  253 

Services and strategies used to support self-care  254 

Respondents signposted service-users to other services, including social prescribing 255 

(17.9%; n=59), information services, including digital health technologies (e.g., 256 

wearables) and decision support tools (e.g., self-testing) to help individuals monitor 257 

their own symptoms (15.2%; n=50) and other recognised programmes to support self-258 

management (13.9%; n=46).  259 

  260 

Over half of service providers reported that they mostly communicated with service-261 

users either face to face (29.4%; n=74) and/or by telephone (26.2%; n=66), with fewer 262 
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communicating by video chat (14.9% n=36), email or letter (13.9% n=35) SMS, (11.5% 263 

n=29), other means of communication (4.8% n=12).   264 

 265 

Extent that health and care professionals could support people with 266 

multimorbidity to adopt activities across the Seven Pillars of Self-Care 267 

Most respondents felt that they and/or their organisations were enabled to support 268 

service-users "a lot" (44.6%; n=33) or by a moderate amount (37.8%; n=28) in 269 

improving health literacy levels. Respondents also felt that health and care staff were 270 

able to improve service users' mental wellbeing to varying degrees (37.7%; n=29 by a 271 

lot and 46.8%; n=36 by a moderate amount), promoting physical activity (48%; n=36 272 

by a lot, and 30.7%; n=23 by a moderate amount), improving healthy eating habits 273 

(25.7%; n=19 by a lot, and 32.4%; n=24 a moderate amount), avoiding risks (29.3%; 274 

n=22by a lot, and 40%; n=30 to a moderate extent), improving hygiene practices 275 

(29.3%; n=22 by a lot, and 34.7%; n=26 a moderate amount), and promoting the 276 

rational use of products and services 33.3%; n=25 a lot, 34.7% (n=26) a moderate 277 

amount.  278 

 279 

Perceptions of responsibility and influence on the behaviour of service-users 280 

Most respondents agreed with the following statements: it is important to motivate 281 

service-users to self-care (94.8%; n=73); it is the responsibility of H&CPs to promote 282 

self-care (93.5%; n=72); they (84,0%; n=64) and their organisation (85.5%; n=65) are 283 

able to positively influence the self-care capability of service-users; service-users are 284 

more likely to make changes to their lifestyle and behaviours as a result of the support 285 

provided (84.2% n=64); H&CPs take account of service-user's personal 286 

circumstances when considering the type or level of support offered (84.2%; n=64). 287 
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Most respondents indicated that inequalities have a detrimental effect on people's 288 

ability to self-care (98.7%; n=76). 289 

 290 

Impact of the COVID-19 pandemic  291 

Almost all respondents (92.2%; n=71) felt that the pandemic had highlighted the 292 

importance of supporting service-users to self-care, whereas nearly half (42.7%; n=32) 293 

felt that the pandemic had a positive effect on their ability to promote self-care in 294 

service-users. 295 

 296 

The importance placed on continuing professional development 297 

The majority of respondents (82.9%; n=63) indicated that continuing professional 298 

development was a key factor in helping them to provide better support to service-299 

users to enable self-care, but only a quarter of respondents (25.0%; n=49) had 300 

participated in education and/or training to support person-centred care, or shared 301 

decision making (19.9%; n=39 ). Only a small proportion of respondents had 302 

participated in training or received mentoring relevant to self-care (15.7% n=31), 303 

personalised care (14.5%; n=29), social prescribing (10.7%; n=21) or lifestyle 304 

medicine (9.2%; n=18). 305 

 306 

Many respondents identified gaps in their knowledge, especially in relation to 307 

improving their understanding and skills to support service-users to sustain health 308 

seeking behaviour (30.6%; n=49), or coaching service-users to self-care (21.9%; 309 

n=35). When ranking areas of knowledge for improvement, respondents said that 310 

knowledge about self-care interventions, empowerment and coaching service-users, 311 
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and the practicalities of sustaining health seeking behaviours were the most important 312 

to them. 313 

 314 

Table 2: Survey Results 315 

  N (%) 

Need for self-care for individuals with multimorbidity most commonly identified in your service?  

Direct referrals (e.g., GP, Out of Hospital, Mental health services)  59  (40.7)  

Use a patient database/stratification according to a type of condition  15  (10.3)  

Algorithm/segmentation to prioritise specific cohort(s) of service-users  7  (4.8)  

Drop-in service / signposting from community  15  (10.3)  

Service-user self-referrals  29  (20.0)  

Not applicable - my service is not concerned with identifying self-care needs  2  (1.4)  

Other  18  (12.4)  

Estimated proportion of service-users that have  have two or more long-term health conditions  

0-20%  4  (5.1)  

21-40%  14  (17.9)  

41-60%  9  (11.5)  

61-80%  28  (35.9)  

81-100%  23  (29.5)  

What are the most common needs of your service-users with multimorbidity?   

Computer/technical literacy  29  (9.0)  

Support to understand or comply with medical regimen  32  (9.9)  

Housing  26  (8.1)  

Caring responsibilities  27  (8.4)  

Social isolation & loneliness  61  (18.9)  

The cost of items required to self-care  14  (4.3)  

Access & mobility  45  (14.0)  

Need for advocate  16  (5.0)  

Need for interpreter/ translator  17  (5.3)  

Information about medicines  17  (5.3)  

Support for end-of-life care  18  (5.6)  

Other   20  (6.2)  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

 

16 
 

TO WHAT EXTENT DO YOU FEEL THAT YOU/ THE SERVICE IS CURRENTLY ENABLED TO 

SUPPORT USERS IN THE FOLLOWING?  

Promoting knowledge & health literacy      

A little  13  (17.6)  

A moderate amount  28  (37.8)  

A Lot  33  (44.6)  

Improving mental wellbeing      

A little  12  (15.6)  

A moderate amount  36  (46.8)  

A Lot  29  (37.7)  

Promoting physical activity      

A little  16  (21.3)  

A moderate amount  23  (30.7)  

A Lot  36  (48.0)  

Improving healthy eating habits      

A little  31  (41.9)  

A moderate amount  24  (32.4)  

A Lot  19  (25.7)  

Risk avoidance      

A little  23  (30.7)  

A moderate amount  30  (40.0)  

A Lot  22  (29.3)  

Practising good hygiene      

A little  27  (36.0)  

A moderate amount  26  (34.7)  

A Lot  22  (29.3)  

Rational and responsible use of products & services      

A little  24  (32.0)  

A moderate amount  26  (34.7)  

A Lot  25  (33.3)  

Methods used to help promote self-care for people with multimorbidity  

Recommend a recognised programme to support self-management  46  (13.9)  

Shared decision-making aid (e.g., Needs Assessment Tool)  33  (10.0)  
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Helping patients to monitor their symptoms and know when to take action (including 

wearables & self-testing)  

50  (15.2)  

Social prescribing or signposting to suitable services  59  (17.9)  

Motivational interviewing  32  (9.7)  

Peer to peer support (e.g. health buddy)  22  (6.7)  

IAPT or other community based mental health service  28  (8.5)  

Provision of information about (please specify):  33  (10.0)  

Recognised model of collaborative care planning (please specify):  14  (4.2)  

Other (please specify):  13  (3.9)  

Which methods of communication do you use when supporting service-users to self-care?  

Face-to-face  74  (29.4)  

Telephone  66  (26.2)  

SMS  29  (11.5)  

E-mail/ Letter  35  (13.9)  

Video chat  36  (14.3)  

Other:  12  (4.8)  

TO WHAT EXTENT DO YOU AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS?  

It is important to motivate service-users to self-care      

Disagree  1  (1.3)  

Neutral  3  (3.9)  

Agree  73  (94.8)  

Self-care is the responsibility of service-users themselves      

Disagree  9  (11.7)  

Neutral  24  (31.2)  

Agree  44  (57.1)  

It is the responsibility of the healthcare professionals to promote self-care      

Disagree  1  (1.3)  

Neutral  4  (5.2)  

Agree  72  (93.5)  

The service-user's level of self-confidence is an important factor in determining 

the extent to which they self-care effectively  

    

Disagree  8  (10.4)  

Neutral  69  (89.6)  

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

 

18 
 

Agree  0  (0)  

I/ my organisation can influence the service-user's capabilities to self-care      

Disagree  2  (2.6)  

Neutral  9  (11.8)  

Agree  65  (85.5)  

I am able to influence the self-care capability of my service-users      

Disagree  2  (2.6)  

Neutral  10  (13.2)  

Agree  64  (84.2)  

Service-users are more likely to make changes to their lifestyle & behaviours as a 

result of the support provided by my service  

    

Disagree  3  (3.9)  

Neutral  9  (11.8)  

Agree  64  (84.2)  

I take into account the service-user's personal circumstances when considering 

the type or level of support I provide to them  

    

Disagree  3  (3.9)  

Neutral  9  (11.8)  

Agree  64  (84.2)  

Inequalities can have a detrimental effect on people's ability to self-care      

Disagree  1  (1.3)  

Neutral  0  (0)  

Agree  76  (98.7)  

The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted the importance of supporting service-

users to self-care  

    

Disagree  1  (1.3)  

Neutral  5  (6.5)  

Agree  71  (92.2)  

The current pandemic has had a positive effect on my ability to promote self-care 

with service-users  

    

Disagree  17  (22.7)  

Neutral  26  (34.7)  

Agree  32  (42.7)  
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Continuing Professional Development (CPD) is important to help me provide 

better self-care support  

    

Disagree  1  (1.3)  

Neutral  12  (15.8)  

Agree  63  (82.9)  

Have you participated in any education or training, or have you been mentored to develop your 

knowledge & skills in relation to the following?  

Lifestyle medicine  18  (9.2)  

Self-care  31  (15.8)  

Personalised care  29  (14.8)  

Person-centred care  49  (25.0)  

Social prescribing  21  (10.7)  

Advanced communication for shared decision making  39  (19.9)  

Other   9  (4.6)  

Have you identified any gaps in your own knowledge that could help you promote self-care in service-

users?   

Knowledge about effective self-care interventions  34  (21.3)  

How to improve compliance/ adherence to medical regimen  32  (20.0)  

Empowerment/ coaching service-users  35  (21.9)  

Practicalities/ sustaining health-seeking behaviours  49  (30.6)  

Other  7  (4.4)  

None  3  (1.9)  

IN YOUR EXPERIENCE, WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING NEGATIVELY AFFECT SERVICE-USERS' ABILITY 

TO SELF-CARE?   

Lack of knowledge about self-care activities      

Agree  66  (90.4)  

Neutral  4  (5.5)  

Disagree  3  (4.1)  

Time available to self-care      

Agree  50  (68.5)  

Neutral  9  (12.3)  

Disagree  14  (19.2)  

Lack of positive feedback      
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Agree  58  (80.6)  

Neutral  7  (9.7)  

Disagree  7  (9.7)  

Low motivation      

Agree  69  (94.5)  

Neutral  2  (2.7)  

Disagree  2  (2.7)  

Low empowerment      

Agree  65  (89.0)  

Neutral  6  (8.2)  

Disagree  2  (2.7)  

Costs (e.g., wearables, gym subscription)      

Agree  53  (72.6)  

Neutral  13  (17.8)  

Disagree  7  (9.6)  

Lack of support from healthcare professionals      

Agree  52  (71.2)  

Neutral  15  (20.5)  

Disagree  6  (8.2)  

Lack of support from family/carers      

Agree  54  (74.0)  

Neutral  13  (17.8)  

Disagree  6  (8.2)  

Lack of support from community mental health team      

Agree  49  (67.1)  

Neutral  20  (27.4)  

Disagree  4  (5.5)  

WHICH FACTORS DO YOU BELIEVE POSITIVELY AFFECT SERVICE-USERS TO SELF-CARE?   

Good understanding of benefits of self-care      

Agree  67  (91.8)  

Neutral  3  (4.1)  

Disagree  3  (4.1)  

Desire to prevent non-communicable diseases      
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Agree  46  (63.0)  

Neutral  20  (27.4)  

Disagree  7  (9.6)  

Access to remote monitoring & other technology      

Agree  46  (63.0)  

Neutral  22  (30.1)  

Disagree  5  (6.8)  

Support to help improve mental health & wellbeing      

Agree  64  (87.7)  

Neutral  6  (8.2)  

Disagree  3  (4.1)  

Knowledge about the purposes of the medicines prescribed      

Agree  60  (83.3)  

Neutral  10  (13.9)  

Disagree  2  (2.8)  

Social prescribing support (e.g., housing etc.,)      

Agree  64  (87.7)  

Neutral  7  (9.6)  

Disagree  2  (2.7)  

Support to help improve lifestyle limitations caused by a health condition      

Agree  66  (91.7)  

Neutral  3  (4.2)  

Disagree  3  (4.2)  

 316 

Discussion  317 

Summary of principal findings 318 

The majority of health and care professionals (H&CPs) identified mobility challenges, 319 

loneliness, social isolation, and service access as key obstacles to self-care in service-320 

users. The service-users' knowledge and understanding is a critical factor for 321 

successfully adopting self-care practices, and we reported on the widespread 322 
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consensus that also emerged on how societal inequalities adversely affect self-care 323 

capabilities. Positive influences on self-care efforts and outcomes included support 324 

from family, carers, or professional services. In contrast, barriers like low motivation, 325 

insufficient knowledge, lack of encouragement, and inadequate support, alongside the 326 

costs and time involved, hinder the routine uptake of self-care behaviours outside 327 

clinical environments. 328 

 329 

H&CPs identified their strength in employing person-centered methods to boost health 330 

literacy, mental health, hygiene, physical activity, and the rational use of health 331 

products and services among service-users. Yet, only a few believed their interactions 332 

significantly influenced long-term healthy eating habits in service-users. 333 

  334 

Continued professional development was deemed crucial, and whilst many H&CPs 335 

have received training on supporting self-care, gaps remain, particularly in strategies 336 

for practical engagement and maintaining health-seeking behaviours, such as 337 

medication adherence and the need for more evidence-based and coaching-style 338 

methods to enhance self-care skills. 339 

 340 

Interpretation and comparison with literature 341 

The COVID-19 pandemic underscored the importance of self-care, with about half the 342 

participants noting that pandemic-induced care model changes improved their support 343 

for self-care. Recent findings suggest the pandemic altered H&CPs' attitudes toward 344 

self-care, advocating for its inclusion in healthcare education to sustain these attitude 345 

shifts and boost individual empowerment in self-care. This finding is consistent with 346 
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the results of another study that characterised experience of the pandemic and found 347 

that it had changed healthcare professional's attitudes to self-care (27). 348 

 349 

Earlier studies on self-care provide useful learning and detail positive outcomes from 350 

interventions to improve self-care relating to long-term conditions such as type 2 351 

diabetes (28) and specific co-morbidities such as cardiovascular disease and stroke 352 

(29), depression, diabetes, and heart disease (7). There are fewer studies that 353 

investigated the impact of supported self-care on service-users with more diverse 354 

multimorbidity. Earlier studies tend to focus on patient outcomes, rather than 355 

knowledge, attitudes, and perceptions of H&CPs. Thus, in the study reported in this 356 

paper, H&CPs reported the potential to positively influence the lifestyle and behaviour 357 

of service users in relation to certain behaviours, including exercise and good hygiene, 358 

there was less certaintly reported regarding the extent that lifestyle advice could help 359 

improve healthy eating habits. This contrasts with studies of supported self-360 

management that reported significant positive outcomes for people with multimorbidity 361 

in relation to diet (8). This may be attributed to the small number of respondents who 362 

were dieticians.  363 

 364 

Social isolation, loneliness, a perceived lack of support to tackle lifestyle factors such 365 

as low motivation, poor knowledge about self-care activities, time constraints and 366 

associated costs could negatively impact our ability to self-care. H&CPs indicated the 367 

potential detrimental impact of inequalities on service-users with multimorbidity, and 368 

this likely underpins additional challenges for both the person with multimorbidity and 369 

the service provider. Our findings are consistent with the results of a recent study that 370 

considered the impact of inequalities on the outcomes of self-care interventions in 371 
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eight primary care locations among individuals with multimorbidity in Canada (30). Of 372 

the six lifestyle factors under consideration, the likelihood of improvement was no 373 

longer significant for people on lower incomes and with lower educational status in the 374 

domains of emotional wellbeing, self-monitoring and insight (30).  375 

 376 

As other studies show, knowledge, training and preparedness on the part of H&CPs 377 

are vital to supporting self-care (13). This includes training of primary care staff on co-378 

designing supported self-care plans which resulted in enhanced team working and the 379 

promotion of necessary behaviour change among service-users (31). Some studies 380 

identified the need for more H&CP disease-specific training alongside training to 381 

support self-care (10,32). This highlights the need to explore more opportunities to 382 

promote truly integrated care approaches by developing training and care resources 383 

with greater involvement from multidisciplinary teams and patients who live with 384 

multimorbidity (33,34). This approach can help embed learning and best practice so 385 

that patient experience and services can be improved to account for what matters most 386 

to service users (33,34). 387 

 388 

Implications for clinicians and policy makers 389 

Supported self-care is part of the NHS commitment to make personalised care 390 

business as usual across the health and care system (18,25). Supported self-care 391 

interventions are most successful if delivered as part of integrated care interventions 392 

for people living with long-term health conditions (35). This highlights the need for a 393 

shift in the relationship between H&CPs and service-users, in which the health 394 

conditions and needs of the whole person are considered together (36), and in which 395 

that person's own skills, strengths and attributes are considered (37). Guidelines on 396 
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supporting self-care are designed to support service providers to care for people with 397 

long-term health conditions and start from the premise that people want to have choice 398 

and control over the way their care is planned and delivered, based on what matters 399 

to them and their individual strengths, needs and preferences (18).  400 

 401 

H&CPs reported that continuing professional development was important and some 402 

had experience of relevant training. However, the number that had completed training 403 

was small, and gaps in knowledge about how to improve practical interactions to 404 

sustain health-seeking behaviours were reported. This suggests that H&CPs require 405 

more choice of training or experience to help them to promote the uptake and 406 

sustained adoption of self-care among service-users. In the UK, NHS Learn and the 407 

Personalised Care Institute aim to address this gap by helping H&CPs to develop the 408 

knowledge and skills to support the delivery of the comprehensive model for 409 

personalised care which as a domain has a direct bearing on the self-care (38). 410 

 411 

Additional training, learning on the job and mentoring may improve the knowledge and 412 

skills base of H&CPs. This could be linked to the development of clearer clinical 413 

guidelines (39,40), teamworking and developing a broader consensus on the key 414 

elements of self-care likely to bring positive changes (10,13,31,32,41) and could be 415 

achieved by bringing resources from services across the public sector to shape and 416 

reduce the negative impacts of the social determinants of health (42).  417 

 418 

Strengths and limitations 419 

To our knowledge, this is the first study in the UK that sought to investigate the 420 

knowledge, attitudes and perceptions of health and care professionals in the UK 421 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.21.23300404
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

 

26 
 

concerning extant barriers and drivers to promote self-care among service-users with 422 

multimorbidity. 423 

 424 

A key strength of our study is that it provided insights from a variety of service 425 

providers about what barriers continue to be challenging to individuals with 426 

multimorbidity and to the health and care professionals themselves. To our 427 

knowledge, only one other study has sought to investigate the prevailing attitude of 428 

H&CPs on self-care following the advent of the COVID-19 pandemic (27). This  429 

considered a general population of service users, while we specifically focused on a 430 

cohort of service users who live with  multimorbidity. The main limitation of our study 431 

was that it only collected data from 81 respondents and for this reason, we cannot 432 

assume that the cross-sample is representative of the health and care workforce. Due 433 

to the nature of the online survey obtaining a response rate was not possible.  434 

However, the results do demonstrate that the study attracted a broad representation 435 

of roles from a range of health and social care professionals, offering a comprehensive 436 

view of the systemic challenges and facilitators in promoting self-care in the context 437 

of multimorbidity.   438 

    439 

Understanding the needs of individuals who have multimorbidity and the needs of 440 

H&CPs who care for them is important. Our study asked H&CPs about the extent to 441 

which they were able to meet service-user's needs, the type of training they had 442 

completed and outstanding gaps in their training and experience. In addition, it elicited 443 

their perceptions about the role of service-users, and the factors that impact on 444 

service-users ability to self-care. This is important in the current policy and service 445 

provision context in which the agency of individuals with multimorbidity must be taken 446 
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account of in supporting the development and use of person-centred/personalised 447 

care models (19,26). The study highlighted gaps in knowledge among service 448 

providers, which, if addressed, would improve their ability to support people with 449 

multimorbidity and would be likely to improve self-care and potentially health 450 

outcomes.  451 

  452 

Outstanding questions/Implications for research 453 

More research is required to better understand the types of training or other methods 454 

of skill and knowledge acquisition by H&CPs, which could improve the support 455 

available to people living with multimorbidity. Future research could usefully focus on 456 

what might equip H&CPs to become more knowledgeable and confident in choosing 457 

strategies and interventions designed to improve motivation and meet service-users' 458 

needs. 459 

 460 

The strategies and techniques most frequently used by respondents to our survey 461 

were social prescribing, helping service-users monitor their symptoms and know when 462 

to act, with a majority indicating the importance of service-user motivation in behaviour 463 

change. Social prescribing was designed to tackle challenges and put person-centred 464 

care centre stage. A recent study suggested that there has been limited exploration of 465 

the impact of social prescribing (43). A recent systematic literature review reported 466 

inconclusive evidence for social prescribing as an effective approach to improving 467 

health outcomes for adults experiencing multimorbidity and social deprivation in 468 

primary and community care settings (44). Further research could explore the drivers 469 

and barriers to optimal outcomes desired from social prescribing by H&CPs and 470 

service-users.  471 
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 472 

Additionally, more research into the most optimal use of communication channels may 473 

be useful. Our study suggested that communication with service-users was mostly 474 

face-to-face and by telephone, but respondents also reported the use of new 475 

communication tools e.g., video chat. New research could explore the extent to which 476 

H&CPs can influence service-user's ability to self-care if delivered remotely, and 477 

support remain person-centred and pro-active care. 478 

  479 

Conclusions 480 

Multimorbidity is increasingly becoming a global concern, primarily due to the ageing 481 

population and lifestyle changes. Knowledge and understanding on the part of service-482 

users with multimorbidity is key to successful engagement with and uptake of 483 

evidence-based self-management and self-care interventions. Policymakers should 484 

therefore focus on ensuring that appropriate information, training, mentoring and 485 

support is available to health and care professionals and patients. The pandemic 486 

appears to have shed light on the important role that self-care could play in patients 487 

with multimorbidity, and the ensuing changes in the models of care observed may 488 

have resulted in improvements in health and care professionals' ability to support 489 

service-users in their personal self-management and self-care journey. More research 490 

is needed to understand changes resulting from the pandemic and their impact, and 491 

how these lessons can be applied to promote the sustained adoption of health-seeking 492 

self-care behaviours to tackle the rise of non-communicable diseases and 493 

multimorbidity. 494 

 495 

 496 
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