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Abstract  

Background  

Despite somewhat limited evidence, non-pharmacological, self-management interventions are often 

recommended for general practice patients with persistent pain. StudyU is an open-source digital platform 

designed to help patients undertake self-experiments, using a single case experimental design, to test whether 

these interventions are personally effective.  

Aim 

To investigate the feasibility and acceptability of integrating digitally-enabled self-experiments in the general 

practice care of patients with persistent pain.  

Design and setting 

We will recruit 50 patients from a large Australian general practice. Participants trial a self-selected, self-

management intervention (such as a physical activity, mindfulness practice, or online, self-guided cognitive 

behavioural therapy) approved by their general practitioner (GP), and use the StudyU app to rate the daily 

impact of their pain over the 10-week study period. The primary clinical outcome of the self-experiments is 

mean difference in pain interference (measured using the modified Brief Pain Inventory) between baseline 

(usual routine) and intervention conditions. Clinical reports are generated for the patient and their GP. 

Method 

We use validated measures of app usability and acceptance, pre/post measures of patient self-efficacy, quality 

of life, health service use and self-reported health, individual interviews informed by Normalisation Process 

Theory, and a nested process evaluation to examine the feasibility and acceptability for patients and practice 

staff of embedding these self-experiments in general practice care. 

Conclusion  

Digitally-enabled self-experiments testing non-pharmacological treatment effectiveness may empower patients 

to self-manage persistent pain, in partnership with their GPs, and provide a model for integrating other new 

technology for patients with other chronic conditions. 

KEYWORDS 

General practice, n-of-1 trials, pain, single case experimental designs, mHealth, self-management 
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HOW THIS FITS IN  

In spite of somewhat limited evidence, non-pharmacological, self-management interventions are generally 

recommended for general practice patients with persistent pain, a distressing and costly condition. Digitally-

enabled single-case experimental designs may be a useful approach to assessing the individual effectiveness 

of self-management interventions. This research will provide evidence about the acceptability and feasibility 

(for patients, clinicians and other practice staff) of integrating digitally enabled self-experiments into general 

practice care. 
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  INTRODUCTION 

Persistent pain  

Innovative and practical solutions are needed to address the costly and distressing problem of persistent (or 

chronic) non-cancer pain. Living with persistent pain is often a disempowering and lonely journey, associated 

with substantial disability1 and healthcare system cost.2  Persistent pain also presents challenges for general 

practice, including navigating ongoing compensation and insurance matters, and patient dependence on 

pharmacological interventions.3 Although non-pharmacological, self-management options for managing pain are 

often recommended, identifying whether these treatments actually help individual patients is often difficult. In 

this study, we use a mobile phone app4 which enables patients to test the effectiveness of a self-management 

intervention of their choice. 

Apps in general practice 

Apps are used in general practice to improve consumer adherence5, monitor symptoms6, supplement medical 

histories7, and implement management algorithms.8 Many Australian general practitioners (GPs) regularly 

recommend apps to their patients.9 However, GPs also perceive barriers to effectively adopting evidence-based 

apps, including limited awareness of suitable apps, and concerns about time commitment, privacy, safety, and 

trustworthiness. 9 Australian patients appear less concerned than GPs about privacy and data safety issues, and 

appreciate their doctors recommending evidence-based apps.10 In international literature, workflow adjustments, 

inadequate reimbursement and high training effort are substantial barriers for digital health adoption in general 

practice, whereas interoperability, integration with workflow, continued technical support, improved usability, 

digital formularies, payment models and attention to personal and emotional elements facilitate uptake.11.12 The 

engagement of both health professionals and patients is essential for successful integration.10 

Digitally enabled self-experiments: StudyU  

The open access StudyU health app is a new, cost-free, mobile phone app for conducting Single Case 

Experimental Designs (personalised, single patient self-experiments using patients as their own controls).13 In 

this study we use the app to enable patients with persistent pain to evaluate the effectiveness of treatments. We 

have piloted the app with four community-based consumers with persistent pain. The app is embedded in the 

StudyU platform4, which also includes a general-use tool for researchers and healthcare practitioners to design, 

monitor and manage these patient self-experiments. 

The StudyU app generates daily reminders for patients to undertake their chosen activity, and rate pain severity 

and impact, over a 10-week test period. After patients complete their self-experiments, the app produces simple 
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visual displays of daily ratings, and average baseline versus intervention ratings, using colour-coded bar graphs. 

The research team will also analyse outcomes using Bayesian linear mixed models to compare baseline and 

intervention conditions, producing clinical reports which are forwarded by a secure messaging system to the 

patient and their GP. StudyU does not require a user account and does not store any personal identifying data. 

Non-identifiable data will be shared with Hasso Plattner Institute's server in Germany to contribute to an open 

worldwide data repository, with patient consent. This will further drive development of open science approaches, 

allow aggregation of single case experiments testing similar interventions in future, and inform the design of 

future trials.  

Aim 

The main aim of this research is to test the feasibility and acceptability of integrating digitally-enabled self-

experiments into general practice, which test the effectiveness of non-pharmacological treatments in reducing 

the impact of persistent non-cancer pain. Our goal is to empower patients and their treating teams to adopt 

effective self-management activities and discontinue treatments which are ineffective for them personally (even 

if these are generally recommended).  

Research question 

Is it feasible, acceptable and useful to embed digitally-enabled self-experiments into a general practice setting, 

for patients with persistent pain?  

 

METHOD 

Design 

Setting and Participants 

The study is conducted in a large privately-owned general practice north of Brisbane (Health Hub Doctors 

Morayfield). The practice serves a predominantly low socio-economic patient demographic, and has a 

commitment to practice-based research that improves patient care in their community. There were 5,516 

presentations for pain as the primary reason for attendance in 2020-2021 at the practice. The practice team has 

worked with us to design operational procedures which embed StudyU-enabled self-experiments in chronic 

disease and pain management consultation workflows and systems. We will recruit four GPs, four practice 

nurses and up to 50 patients with a diagnosis of persistent pain, and estimate that 30 patients will complete the 

study, an acceptable number for a feasibility study.14  
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Inclusion criteria: 

1) >18 years, 2) currently experiencing clinically significant persistent pain for 3 months or longer, most days per 

week (average pain severity in last week of at least 3-4/10), 3) on stable dose/s of regular pain medication 

(including medicinal cannabis) for >/= 4 weeks prior, or not currently taking pain medication. 

A sub-group of participants will be recruited with an additional inclusion criterion of  

5) persistent neck and/or back pain following a road traffic crash at least 3 months prior to recruitment. 

Exclusion criteria:  

1) acute mental health disorder or suicidal, 2) unable to use digital health apps due to impairments in 

cognition, vision or dexterity 3) non-English speaking, 4) no access to smartphone or Internet, 5) recent (in 

last 4 weeks) or planned (in the next 3 months) changes to current pain management interventions, 

including surgery. 

Research Plan 

A patient flyer about the study, and a one-page explanatory information sheet, will be displayed in practice 

waiting areas, and consulting rooms. Study GPs and/or practice nurses will provide further information to 

patients who express an interest in participating, screen them for study eligibility, invite eligible patients to 

provide written, informed consent to participate, assist patients to select a suitable non-pharmacological 

intervention, and complete study referral information. See Figure 1 for an overview of participant flow and study 

design. 

Intervention 

A research assistant embedded within the participating general practice will prepare, and regularly update, a list 

of low-cost activities which are generally recommended for the management of persistent pain and are locally 

available at low or no cost to practice patients. The activities are reviewed by a pain clinician to ensure they are 

generally appropriate. The list includes mindfulness practice, online pain management modules, low impact 

exercise such as chair yoga, tai chi, walking programs (self-managed or group), and personalised or small 

group exercise programs. The patient selects an activity from this list, with the approval of their GP. On receipt 

of the study referral, which is generated and auto-populated from existing practice software, the research 

assistant designs a personalised self-experiment for each patient using the StudyU designer, and forwards an 

invitation code to the patient, for them to enter into the StudyU app to commence their personalised self-

experiment 
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Patients are assisted by the study team or practice nurses to download the StudyU app and enter their 

personalised invitation code, if required. The patient’s self-experiment will continue for a total of 10 weeks, using 

an A1-B-A2 single case experiment design, where Phase A1 is of the patient’s usual or typical routine, Phase B is 

6 weeks undertaking the intervention activity, and Phase A2 is resumption of usual routine (except for patients 

who wish to continue the intervention activity).  

Weekly phone calls from the study team will support patients with any issues that may arise, and encourage 

them to complete their self-experiment and study follow-up. After the patient has completed their study, they will 

be encouraged to book a consultation with their GP to discuss study results. This consultation will include 

shared decision-making about whether or not to continue the activity. Patients may also choose to conduct a 

second self-experiment with another activity.  

Gift vouchers will be provided to practice nurses to reimburse them for time spent recruiting and assisting 

patients. Study nurses and GPs will also be reimbursed for attendance at a training session to familiarise them 

with study rationale and procedures, and participating in individual interviews at study completion. Gift vouchers 

will be provided to patients to reimburse them for the initial study visit, survey completion and post-study 

interviews.  

Outcome measures 

The primary clinical outcome measured daily in the app-enabled self-experiments is pain interference, using the 

modified Brief Pain Inventory 7-item interference subscale.15 A change of 1 point over the average of the 7 items 

is clinically significant.16 The secondary clinical outcomes are pain intensity, using a Visual Analog Scale17, and 

number of additional treatments for pain flare-ups. All clinical outcomes are measured in the StudyU app. 

In addition to these clinical outcomes, patients will also complete validated measures at baseline, and 4 weeks 

following their self-experiment, of self-efficacy, mental health, self-reported health, health service use, disability 

and quality of life (see Box 1 for full list of instruments used). We will examine the feasibility and acceptability of 

integrating digitally-enabled self-experiments over the 12-18 months study duration, using a nested process 

evaluation, and structured individual interviews, informed by Normalisation Process Theory18, with study GPs 

and practice nurses following study completion. Patients will complete measures of technology acceptance and 

usability (see Box 1) and participate in structured interviews after their self-experiments, exploring their 

experiences. Feasibility outcome measures include number of participants recruited and retained, and self-

experiment completion rate. All management decisions and reasons for drop-out will be recorded, and the 

research team will record memos of each weekly phone call with patient participants. Outcome measures are 

summarised in Box 1. 
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Analyses 

Descriptive statistics will summarise usability, usefulness, acceptability and feasibility outcomes. For the clinical 

reports, we will use t-tests to compare average daily scores of primary and secondary clinical outcomes 

between usual routine and intervention phases. Bayesian linear mixed models will be used to calculate the 

posterior probability that the intervention is effective for the individual level, at the pre-determined meaningful 

effect size. It may be possible to perform these analyses at an aggregate level across patients, if multiple 

participants test the same intervention. All analyses will be performed using the statistical software R. Structured 

interviews will be transcribed and analysed thematically using template analysis.19 

 

DISCUSSION 

Strengths 

General practitioner-led, practice-based clinical research in general practice settings is widely recognised as 

one of the key avenues for building a strong, fit-for-purpose general practice evidence base. This project will 

contribute towards personalising the self-management of persistent pain, providing patients with evidence about 

the effectiveness for them personally of a chosen intervention, and empowering them to adopt effective self-

management activities in partnership with their GP. Single case experimental designs provide much more 

robust evidence of intervention effectiveness than “try it and see” approaches.20 We anticipate that the use of 

the StudyU app will facilitate adherence to the planned intervention and to collecting evidence of its 

effectiveness, and will enhance patient self-efficacy in relation to the self-management of their pain. We have 

addressed several known barriers to integration into general practice care, by embedding the self-experiments 

in existing practice workflows and systems, and facilitating patient referrals into locally accessible and affordable 

community-based services and activities.  

Limitations  

The relatively short duration of the self-experiments limits our ability to detect any intervention effect with a delay 

in onset longer than 3-4 weeks, and we have not included blocks to account for wash-in or wash-out effects of 

the interventions. The ABA phase design is also more limited than a design including more phases, in assessing 

intercurrent external factors which may impact on the patients’ pain over the study period. However, we exclude 

patients with recent or intercurrent changes in other pain management interventions, or with cancer pain (which 

may be progressive). Limitations can be discussed during the follow-up GP-patient consultation, and future 
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studies could optimise the length and design of trials for particular interventions. We are also testing StudyU-

enabled self-experiments in a relatively small study in a single practice that is already research-friendly and has 

provided funds to support the initial pilot; other practices may have additional barriers to successfully integrating 

StudyU into clinical care. 

Implications for practice 

In addition to the clinical benefits for individual patients of identifying effective (or ineffective) treatments, study 

findings about the feasibility, acceptability and usefulness of integrating these digitally-enabled self-experiments 

for patients with persistent pain may provide a model for integrating other technology and single case 

experimental designs into the general practice care of patients with other chronic conditions.  
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Summary of Outcomes Measures (Box 1) 
 

 

Outcome type Outcome measures 

Clinical outcome 
measures 

 

Primary clinical outcome:  
• Pain interference (modified Brief 

Pain Inventory interference 
subscale)15  
 

 

Secondary clinical outcomes:  

Measured in StudyU app 

• Pain severity17 
• Use of additional pain 

medications  

Measured pre and post self-
experiment 

• Pain self-efficacy (Pain Self-
efficacy Questionnaire)21  

• Depression, anxiety, and stress 
(Depression Anxiety Stress 
Scale)22 

• Health-related quality of life 
(Kemp QOL scale)23 

• Self-reported health 
• Self-reported emergency 

department presentations in 
previous 3 months. 

• In patients with persistent neck 
or back pain following a road 
traffic crash: Neck Disability 
Index24 and Oswestri Disability 
Index.25 

Evaluation of StudyU App Surveys 
• Technology usability, usefulness and 

acceptance (one-question System 
Usability Scale)26  

 
• Acceptability of StudyU (Unified 

Theory of Acceptance and Use of 
Technology)27  

 

Semi-structured interviews with 
participants during follow-up to: 

• document their experience with, 
and feedback on, the App  

• assess any perceived impact on 
their pain self-management, and  

• assess concordance of post-
SCED behaviour with StudyU 
results 

Evaluation of Pilot 
Feasibility and acceptability outcomes:  
• Number of participants recruited and 

retained  
• Baseline/post-intervention response 

rates  
• Number of SCED trials completed, 

and reasons for drop-out  
• Practice staff, GP and patient 

satisfaction with SCED and StudyU.  

Process evaluation 
• Structured interviews using 

Normalisation Process Theory18 
• 4 GPs, 4 practice nurses and 10 

patient participants to examine 
implementation barriers and 
enablers.  
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