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Background: The cause of lipoedema remains unclear, and the condition is currently incurable. Effective self-management is 
therefore essential for coping with its physical and psychological impacts and the necessary lifestyle adjustments. This study aimed 
to assess the needs, barriers, and facilitators for enhancing self-management and self-management support from the perspectives of 
people with lipoedema and the healthcare professionals (HCPs) involved in their care.
Methods: The study used a mixed-methods approach, incorporating a narrative review focused on people with chronic conditions and 
their HCPs, along with focus groups involving people diagnosed with lipoedema and the HCPs involved in their care. The Core 
Processes of the Intervention Mapping method guided a systematic approach to address the study’s objectives. Qualitative data were 
analyzed using a grounded theory approach.
Results: Findings revealed unique self-management barriers for people with lipoedema, including limited awareness and expertise 
among HCPs, as well as stigmatization from both HCPs and society. Participants identified a need for tailored lifestyle plans, guidance, 
and support for monitoring progress. Key facilitators included self-management skills, supportive networks, and role models. HCPs 
noted barriers in communication and collaboration due to a lack of specialized professionals and negative attitudes toward lipoedema. 
They expressed a need for multidisciplinary/interprofessional teams, accurate diagnosis, patient openness, and reliable information 
resources. Facilitators included fostering trust, encouraging patient participation, and setting achievable goals.
Conclusion: This study underscores the need for tailored self-management interventions for people with lipoedema. The adaptation 
of existing self-management strategies from other chronic conditions should take into account the specific needs, barriers, and 
facilitators of people with lipoedema and their HCPs.
Keywords: lipoedema, self-management, needs, barriers, facilitators

Introduction
Lipoedema is a chronic condition characterized by a painful and disproportionate accumulation of adipose tissue in the 
legs and, in some cases, the arms.1 Living with lipoedema can negatively impact people’s functioning and quality of life 
due to pain, as well as fatigue, reduced physical capacity, and physical limitations associated with the increased size of 
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the legs and arms.2–5 In addition to physical challenges, individuals may experience psychological issues such as anxiety 
and eating disorders, as well as the negative effects of self-stigma or feeling stigmatized.6,7

The cause of lipoedema remains unclear and the condition cannot be cured. Therefore, people with lipoedema must 
learn to manage its consequences.3,8,9 Effective self-management is crucial for coping with the physical and psycholo-
gical consequences, as well as for making necessary lifestyle adjustments.10 This aligns with the current trend in 
healthcare, which is shifting toward a chronic care model that emphasizes long-term solutions to address the increasing 
burden of chronic conditions on healthcare systems.11 Crucial to this shift is the emphasis on self-management as 
a central aspect.

Self-management involves actively monitoring one’s condition and making the cognitive, behavioral, and emotional 
adjustments necessary to maintain a good quality of life.10 Effective self-management not only helps individuals navigate 
the daily challenges of living with a chronic condition but also fosters a sense of control over their health, which is 
crucial for perceived quality of life.12–14 Additionally, strong self-management skills enable individuals to adapt flexibly 
to evolving healthcare needs.15 With the growing demand for self-management in chronic patients, the need for self- 
management support is increasing. Self-management support involves providing education and interventions that 
empower patients to manage the impact of their condition, helping them develop the skills and confidence needed to 
sustain healthy behaviors over the long term.14 For self-management to be effective, a patient-centered, collaborative 
approach with healthcare professionals (HCPs) is essential, requiring patients to take an active role while ensuring their 
needs and preferences are integrated into a tailored treatment plan.16–18

Several studies have explored the perspectives of both patients and HCPs regarding self-management and support 
across various chronic conditions. These studies have shown that effective self-management and support are influ-
enced by multiple factors related to both patients and HCPs.12,13,19,20 Although there are similarities in these 
perspectives across different chronic conditions, each patient population and condition is unique. For people with 
lipoedema, a complicating factor in self-management could be that physical issues represent only part of the problem. 
Many also experience stigma and shame, which can contribute to participation challenges and reduced functioning.6 

Currently, no interventions for improving self-management specifically address the unique needs and preferences of 
people with lipoedema or are tailored to the distinct characteristics of their condition.

Therefore, the aim of this study is to conduct a comprehensive needs assessment for self-management enhancement 
by gathering information on the needs, barriers, and facilitators for self-management and self-management support from 
people with lipoedema and the HCPs involved in their care. This approach aims to gain a holistic understanding of self- 
management and address gaps in prior research. The needs assessment can inform the development of a self-management 
intervention by identifying key behavioral, environmental, and personal factors that contribute to the challenges faced by 
people with lipoedema and mapping the causal pathways that influence their ability to self-manage the condition and 
maintain quality of life.

Methods
Study Design
A mixed-methods study approach was employed to conduct a comprehensive needs assessment on self-management 
and self-management support in people with lipoedema and the HCPs involved in their care (Figure 1). This study 
adopted a comprehensive approach by integrating the perspectives of people with lipoedema and HCPs. These findings 
were triangulated with insights from other chronic conditions to provide a holistic understanding of self-management 
needs, barriers, and facilitators. The steps of the Core Processes, as outlined in the Intervention Mapping method, were 
used as a systematic framework to guide the study objectives.21 This method integrated problem definition and solution 
development by combining expert knowledge, empirical data, theoretical insights, and additional research to ensure 
that existing knowledge is effectively applied and new research is both relevant and insightful.22 The study was 
reported in accordance with the Mixed-Methods Reporting in Rehabilitation & Health Sciences (MMR-RHS) 
checklist.23
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Data Collection
First, a narrative review of qualitative studies was conducted to gain insight into the needs and preferences for self- 
management and self-management support among people with chronic conditions and HCPs. Conducting this review 
before to the focus groups established a strong foundation for contextualizing findings, developing questions, and 
enhancing the validity of the results. A thematic synthesis of qualitative studies from 2015 was used as the basis for 
the narrative review, as the authors identified the needs related to self-management and self-management support in 
people with chronic conditions.12 To ensure that no relevant new information on this topic was overlooked, an updated 
search was conducted, including articles from 2013 onwards. The search string was based on the original strategy used in 
the thematic synthesis. Searches were carried out in PubMed, CINAHL, and Cochrane using tailored search strings 
(Appendix I). The keywords used were “self-management”, “chronic disease”, and “qualitative research”, along with 
their synonyms. The databases were searched for eligible publications on July 4, 2024. Articles had to meet all of the 
following criteria: focus on self-management, involve adults with chronic conditions, explore support needs from the 
perspectives of people with chronic conditions or HCPs, use qualitative methods, be published from 2013 onward, and be 
written in English. We included adults with chronic conditions as studies on self-management in people with lipoedema 
or in HCPs taking care of people with lipoedema are lacking. Review articles were preferred, due to their high level of 
evidence. Potentially relevant publications from all sources were exported to EndNote.24 After de-duplication, one 
researcher (LMK) screened the publications for eligibility based on titles and abstracts. The screening process continued 
with full-text screening, performed by the same researcher.

The narrative review provided input for the focus groups with people with lipoedema and HCPs. The focus groups 
were conducted in September and October 2024. The extracted themes regarding the needs, barriers, and facilitators 
concerning self-management and self-management support, as perceived by both people with chronic conditions and 
HCPs, formed the basis for the interview guides (Appendix II and III). The focus groups were led by LMK, a physical 
therapist and clinical health scientist trained in conducting interviews, along with an assistant moderator (MO). The 
primary reason for choosing focus groups over individual interviews was to foster interaction among participants, as 
varied responses stimulate discussion, facilitate idea development, and lead to solutions to issues.25 To yield rich data, 
semi-structured interviews were conducted, combining pre-planned questions with emergent questions depending on the 
dialogue between the interviewer and the participants.26 Considering that participants of the focus group resided 
throughout the country and to ensure broader geographical representation, the focus groups were conducted online.27 

Participant interaction was fostered by encouraging experience-sharing through specific questions, guiding discussions, 

Figure 1 Flowchart of study methods.
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and providing positive affirmation to create a safe atmosphere. All focus group interviews lasted one and a half hours. 
With each participant’s consent, the focus groups were audio recorded.

Recruitment and Eligibility Criteria
Convenience samples of Dutch people with lipoedema and HCPs were asked to participate in this study. As an integral 
part of standard care at the Center of Expertise for Lymphovascular Medicine (ECL) at Nij Smellinghe Hospital, each 
individual visiting is routinely asked by a nurse to sign a general informed consent form during intake. This consent form 
inquires whether individuals are open to participating in research in general and whether they are willing to be contacted 
by a researcher in such cases. Individuals who signed the consent form were contacted consecutively to inquire whether 
they would like to participate in the focus group. The target population for the focus group with people with lipoedema 
consisted of people diagnosed with lipoedema by one of the dermatologists from the ECL. The reason for this specific 
inclusion criterion was the fact that due to the lack of consistent diagnostic criteria, lipoedema is often misdiagnosed or 
confused with other conditions.28 Therefore, people were excluded when being self-diagnosed or diagnosed by another 
(medical) specialist. HCPs involved in treating and diagnosing people with lipoedema at the ECL or within the 
researcher’s network received email invitations to participate in the focus group. Furthermore, for both groups, only 
people whose native language was Dutch and who were willing to share their experiences were included. People who 
were incapable of communicating, reading, or writing were excluded. All participants were contacted and invited by 
LMK and signed an informed consent form related to the study before the focus group meetings began. All participants 
provided their consent for the publication of anonymized quotes.

Data Analysis
Narrative Review
From the included studies, the relevant information about the population, the needs, preferences, barriers and facilitating 
factors of people with a chronic condition and HCPs regarding self-management and self-management support was 
extracted. Only information potentially relevant to the lipoedema population was extracted. Needs related to biomedical 
self-management for people with diabetes were considered irrelevant. For example, in the study by Nuno de Guzman 
Quispe et al, “fear of complications” was not extracted because it was specifically about blood glucose levels and insulin 
treatment. Additionally, “fear of dying prematurely during acute events” was not extracted, as acute events like 
exacerbations in COPD or chest pain in people with heart failure are not considered relevant problems for the lipoedema 
population.13 Factors considered irrelevant by the primary researcher (LMK) were discussed with an independent 
researcher and physician (EP) to ensure no relevant factors were wrongly excluded from the review. The data extracted 
from the included studies were subsequently categorized into themes of needs, barriers, and facilitators concerning self- 
management and self-management support, as perceived by both people with a chronic condition and HCPs. In some 
cases, specific needs, barriers, and facilitators were given broader terms to encompass multiple related factors from the 
individual reviews, in order to create a more comprehensive overview.

Focus Group Meetings
The audio data from both focus groups were transcribed verbatim using Microsoft Word. The data were then analyzed 
using ATLAS.ti29 by two researchers independently (LMK and MO). A grounded theory analysis strategy was 
employed to analyze the data.30 The analysis comprised of three stages. In the first stage, the data were divided into 
small units, and initial codes were assigned (eg, initial code: “support in taking steps within one’s own context”). 
While reading the transcripts, notes were taken and relevant sections were marked. Field notes by the researchers 
(LMK and MO) were summarized and linked to the corresponding sections. In the second stage, the initial codes were 
refined into categories, resulting in a list of code categories and descriptions (eg, the initial code “support in taking 
steps within one’s own context” was categorized as ‘support for implementing tailored lifestyle plans’). In the third 
stage, themes were derived from the codes (eg, the category ‘support for implementing tailored lifestyle plans’ was 
thematized as ‘needs’).26
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Methodological Rigor
Various measures were implemented to enhance the trustworthiness of this study.31 Throughout the research process, 
reflexivity enhanced the credibility and confirmability of the data. Bracketing was used to identify and address the 
researcher’s biases, personal beliefs, and assumptions.32 Additionally, memo-taking was employed throughout all stages 
to document the researcher’s reflections, outline initial themes, and detail the context of the interviews. Building rapport 
with participants during interviews was prioritized to foster trust and openness, essential for collecting rich data.33 This 
was achieved by assuring participants there were no incorrect answers. Data analysis was conducted by LMK and peer- 
reviewed by MO. Finally, the qualitative data were transparently analyzed using a grounded theory analysis strategy.

Results
Narrative Review
The database searches yielded 174 unique results, of which four review studies were eventually included in the narrative 
review.12,13,16,19 The participants in these reviews included adults with conditions such as rheumatic diseases, cancer, 
chronic kidney disease, type 2 diabetes mellitus, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), obesity, and heart 
failure, as well as HCPs responsible for their care. The narrative review identified several needs, barriers, and facilitators 
related to self-management and self-management support (Figures 2 and 3).

Data showed that people with chronic diseases have specific needs for self-management, including open and honest 
communication, emotional and individualized support, peer contact, and tailored information (Figure 2). Barriers such as 
generic recommendations, limited knowledge and skills, psychological distress, stigma, and unrealistic expectations can 
hinder self-management efforts. Practical challenges, such as time constraints, ingrained habits, and dissatisfaction with 

Figure 2 Needs, barriers, and facilitators for self-management in people with lipoedema and those with other chronic conditions, as experienced by people with lipoedema 
and other chronic conditions, identified through the narrative review and focus group.
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healthcare further limit progress. Facilitators that promote successful self-management include knowledge, illness 
acceptance, self-management behaviors, and a strong social support network.

Data from HCPs highlighted various needs, barriers, and facilitators for supporting self-management (Figure 3). 
Needs include strategies for empowerment, building rapport and mutual understanding, and sufficient knowledge, skills, 
and guidelines. Barriers include patients’ ambivalence, defensiveness, resistance, and a lack of support, experience, 
resources, and time. Facilitators include, among others, the knowledge and skills of both patients and HCPs, patient 
readiness and willingness, and mutual goal-setting. Additionally, a positive attitude toward self-management support, 
autonomy, opportunities in the work environment, and strong relationships within the healthcare team enhance self- 
management support.

Focus Group with People with Lipoedema
The focus group, which included five women with lipoedema (ages 32 to 53), revealed specific needs, barriers, and 
facilitators related to self-management of lipoedema (Figure 2). All invited participants ultimately participated in this study.

Needs
Participants expressed a strong need for support in integrating lifestyle changes into their daily routines. They felt that 
after receiving their diagnosis, they were left to navigate the process of integrating lifestyle guidelines on their own, with 
one participant stating:

It’s indeed very nice that you get the guidelines, but then again, it really is just “figure it out yourself”. That’s what it really 
comes down to. (Participant 3) 

They also experienced a need for more personalized guidance and coaching, with one suggestion being a “lipoedema 
coach” to help with practical steps, such as referrals to appropriate HCPs and assistance with implementation:

Figure 3 Needs, barriers, and facilitators from healthcare professionals (HCPs) regarding self-management support for people with lipoedema and other chronic conditions, 
identified through the narrative review and focus group.
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A kind of lipoedema coach, so to speak, who would say to you: “Hey, this step, this step, and in your area, you can go to that 
physical therapist. That dietitian understands it, and if your general practitioner doesn’t understand, then we can call your 
general practitioner”, you know, things like that. (Participant 4) 

Additionally, participants emphasized the need for regular contact with HCPs for monitoring, guidance, and counseling, 
as expertise on lipoedema is often lacking in their local area:

In our own area, there is just basically no one. There is just no one. If there were more expertise in other parts of the country, 
where you could, for example, go, I think it would be a lot easier. (Participant 3) 

Furthermore, participants expressed a need for a nationwide overview of HCPs with expertise in lipoedema, along with 
informative, practical, and evidence-based resources. Another important issue raised was the lack of knowledge about 
lipoedema among HCPs. One participant shared her frustration on this matter:

I would really like other people to be informed as well. Because I also went to the dietitian for this. Well, I went there that time 
and then left. I think, you don’t understand anything about it. (Participant 1) 

Other identified needs include knowledge on how to best manage lipoedema and its associated challenges, as well as 
support in maintaining positive behavioral changes over time.

Barriers
The focus group also highlighted various barriers that hinder their self-management. Participants reported stigmatization 
by society, even by HCPs, and self-stigma to hinder their self-management. One woman explained how stigma made her 
avoid fitness centers and one participant explained the feeling that her general practitioner made her feel like it was her 
own fault and that he does not believe in lipoedema:

Then I go to my general practitioner, and he says: “Oh no, I don’t believe in that. You just need to exercise more”, and then he 
said: “Yeah, sometimes people say, I walk 10,000 steps a day, and I say, walk 20,000”. (Participant 4) 

Inaccurate knowledge from HCPs also plays a significant role in discouraging the participants, as some participants 
experienced oversimplified advice about weight loss:

She kept saying that if you ate little enough […] then you would lose weight and you’d see it in your legs too. And I think, yeah, 
I’ve already explained a few times that maybe it will happen a little, but not to the extent she claims, and she shouldn’t use that 
as motivation because it’s really not motivating. (Participant 1) 

Barriers also exist due to HCPs negative attitudes as one participant recounted her experience of being dismissed by 
a surgeon during an unrelated medical procedure:

So when I asked the surgeon, “what effect will that have on my lipoedema?” He said: “Hm, oh lipoedema, yeah, but we don’t 
believe in that” I think, yeah, we don’t believe in it… It’s not a religion. It’s just, this is just a medical thing. (Participant 4) 

Other barriers were more personal, including the perceived attitude toward self-management, with participants feeling 
that too much responsibility is placed on them without sufficient external support. One participant expressed frustration, 
saying:

So it’s always focused on: how do you manage it yourself? What are you doing about it? Then I think, yeah, why don’t you guys 
do something about it, huh? […] I’m doing my best, but I’m not solving it. (Participant 4) 

Similarly, another participant shared how the term “self-management” itself evokes a sense of burden. Other personal 
barriers include physical limitations caused by lipoedema or comorbid conditions, which restrict the ability to engage in 
exercise for instance.

Facilitators
In addition to the facilitators identified in the review, participants in the focus group with women with lipoedema 
highlighted several factors that support their self-management. A key facilitator is having the appropriate self- 
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management competencies. One participant, for example, emphasized the importance of the ability to make practical 
adjustments to daily routines to manage energy levels and prevent exhaustion:

…So, for example, improving your condition, but on the other hand, it’s also, for instance, taking that one break or sitting down, 
eating calmly […] to make sure I can get through the day more steadily. (Participant 5) 

Other important competencies include the ability to measure what works and what does not work, integrating lifestyle 
activities into daily life, managing stress, and finding the right moments for activities, all of which helped participants to 
better manage their lipoedema. Personal traits like perseverance and the ability to stay positive also play a crucial role in 
dealing with the challenges of lipoedema. One participant shared her determination to remain active despite the pain:

Perseverance, I think, is very important. Because, yeah, sometimes I’d rather just lie on the couch all day or stay in bed, because 
then I don’t feel pain. I don’t feel the heaviness, so that’s just the most comfortable. But that’s not an option. (Participant 2) 

Role models, often found online, were another source of motivation. Participants felt empowered by following people 
who share their experiences with lipoedema and demonstrate positive strategies. Sharing experiences with peers also 
emerged as a strong facilitator, offering emotional support and practical advice. One participant noted the value of 
connecting with others to share experiences:

I think if you have peers, it’s always easier. I think it’s always better to share experiences, right? Because that way someone else 
can help you, but you can also help someone else. (Participant 3) 

A supportive social network, where family and friends understand and can explain lipoedema, also contributes to self- 
management, helping to combat stigma in their environment. Finally, the perceived benefits of health behaviors are 
a facilitating factor in self-management. One participant mentioned how wearing compression garments helped reduce 
her symptoms throughout the day, while another participant explained that as exercising became easier, her chronic pain 
diminished, encouraging her to continue: 

And exercising is just going better and better, right? I have less and less chronic pain, so you can increase it, and that’s really 
nice to do. (Participant 5) 

Focus Group with HCPs
Focus group findings from a meeting with five HCPs, including (oedema) physical therapists, a dermatologist, and 
a dietitian experienced in working with people with lipoedema, highlighted key needs, barriers, and facilitators for 
supporting self-management in the lipoedema population. Three of the HCPs worked in medical facilities, while two 
worked in private practices. All but one of the potential participants invited to participate in this study ultimately 
participated. The reason for this HCP’s non-participation was scheduling conflicts.

Needs
Key needs for improving self-management support include establishing a trusting relationship with patients and 
encouraging their openness to self-management (Figure 3). One HCP observed a sense of disappointment among people 
with lipoedema due to their complaints being misunderstood by HCPs for years, leading to reluctance in seeking further 
contact:

If you, and I see that quite often, people are a bit hesitant in the beginning. So, yeah, I think you first need to build a trusting 
relationship with someone. Someone needs to really be open. […] For me, it’s really important to check that carefully. (HCP 4) 

HCPs also emphasized the importance of using a holistic approach to identify all factors influencing the patient’s well- 
being to determine where modifiable factors exist and where treatment can make a difference. This helps in accurately 
identifying the issues someone is struggling with:
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You really need to go through the bio-psycho-social model with someone with lipoedema to see where the modifiable and 
winning factors are. And I think that you should also look at the diagnosis… Why is someone struggling, actually asking that 
question from a broader perspective. (HCP 3) 

HCPs further highlighted the need for regional multidisciplinary networks with expertise in lipoedema and clear 
leadership within these teams. One HCP mentioned that, in her ideal world, she would work in a multidisciplinary 
center with experts. In addition, there was an expressed need for the involvement of psychologists in treating these 
individuals, as there is much to gain in addressing their psychological well-being. Another HCP added that, depending on 
the individual’s needs, a “captain” should lead the multidisciplinary team once a proper diagnosis has been made. She 
stated:

There isn’t really one captain of the ship, I think. […] I think a proper diagnosis needs to be made […] and then it depends on 
the patient who becomes the captain, right? (HCP 5) 

One HCP expressed the need for a knowledge-sharing network to improve care and the time to engage in it:

If I look at it from a professionals’ perspective, I would need more time in my work schedule to seek collaboration with other 
care professionals and exchange knowledge. (HCP 3) 

Additionally, there is a need for reliable information for both patients and HCPs, as a significant amount of misinforma-
tion is currently available. This often leads to people selecting information that aligns with their personal preferences.

Barriers
Barriers to self-management support identified by HCPs include several patient-related challenges, such as a lack of 
insight into their behavior, unrealistic expectations, relapse in behavior changes, and reluctance stemming from negative 
past experiences with healthcare. Other patient-related barriers mentioned by HCPs include fear and low self-esteem in 
individuals and externalized self-image:

This group has somewhat lower self-esteem. I find this comes up more than average. […] Yes, and also people who may seek 
external validation, perhaps a bit more than average. (HCP 3) 

HCPs also highlighted barriers to collaboration between HCPs, with one HCP noting that the various disciplines involved 
often cannot communicate effectively, as they do not work within a team. Also, the absence of treatment options in non- 
specialized and multidisciplinary centers creates significant barriers to supporting self-management. Another barrier 
identified by HCPs is the difficulty in monitoring patients over time, particularly when people reside further away from 
them. Additionally, insufficient knowledge and expertise among HCPs, leading to the application of incorrect treatments, 
is a significant barrier to providing adequate self-management support:

I now have to refer them to a paramedic somewhere in the region. And then I see that completely different things happen than 
what I had intended. And ultimately, especially with diagnostics, it’s challenging, particularly when people go to an oedema 
therapist in the region and end up receiving all kinds of things I hadn’t requested. (HCP 5) 

Another barrier mentioned was the negative attitude towards lipoedema among HCPs. HCPs reported that general 
practitioners and even dermatologists often claim they do not believe in the existence of lipoedema:

I have a general practitioner in my work area who insists that lipoedema does not exist. (HCP 1) 

Furthermore, the absence of evidence-based treatment guidelines and clear diagnostic criteria further hinders self- 
management support:

We have to work with what we can gather ourselves from studies. Yes, and with our common sense and mostly practice-based 
knowledge, but there is little that is evidence-based. (HCP 1) 
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Facilitators
HCPs highlighted several facilitators that help improve self-management support for people with lipoedema. A primary 
factor was patient acceptance of the lipoedema diagnosis and body incongruence. One HCP noted that patients who 
accept their condition are often better equipped to manage it independently, compared to those who may only recently 
have become aware of it:

Because they are actually reassured by it. And they’re okay with having lipoedema, okay with their incongruence, and very 
capable of applying self-management. But then there’s the group that has complaints. Yes, they want symptom relief. They 
come in with a completely different request for help. (HCP 2) 

Another facilitating factor was using follow-up sessions to confirm patients’ understanding and retention of information. 
Repetition and review were seen as crucial in ensuring that information is well understood and applied effectively:

But I always make a follow-up call afterwards. And then I go over it again because it’s often a lot of information they get at 
once. (HCP 5) 

HCPs also emphasized the importance of setting small, achievable goals to build patients’ confidence in managing their 
condition. This approach allows patients to feel that progress is attainable, encouraging them to move forward:

But we keep the first steps fairly small. So, a small goal in daily life that’s achievable. It’s mainly achievable. People often think 
too big or don’t dare at all. […] And confidence, I think, comes from taking steps and daring to take steps again. (HCP 3) 

Additionally, recognizing and celebrating progress, no matter how small, was considered essential for maintaining 
motivation and commitment to self-management. Developing personalized fallback plans was another facilitator, as 
was fostering active patient engagement. HCPs highlighted the importance of adopting the right role as a HCP, focusing 
on empowering the patient rather than stepping into a “rescuer” role:

If your patient starts behaving like a victim, then you become the rescuer, so to speak. So, what role does your own attitude 
play? (HCP 2) 

Lastly, participants emphasized the need for a holistic treatment approach and sufficient time during consultations to fully 
understand the biopsychosocial aspects of the patient’s condition and individual challenges:

It’s mostly that broad aspect, that biopsychosocial aspect, that makes it so hard to pick out in a very short conversation what’s 
the win-factor for that person, but you really need time for that. (HCP 3) 

Discussion
The aim of this study was to conduct a comprehensive needs assessment to improve self-management by exploring the 
needs, barriers, and facilitators related to self-management and support for people with lipoedema and the HCPs involved 
in the care for people with lipoedema. People with lipoedema identified a need for support in implementing lifestyle 
plans, access to experts for guidance and counseling, and informative, evidence-based resources. They encounter barriers, 
including a lack of awareness, knowledge, and expertise among HCPs, as well as high levels of stigmatization by society 
and their HCPs. Key facilitators included self-management competencies, supportive networks, perceived benefits of 
health behaviors, and access to role models. Specific challenges for HCPs treating people with lipoedema included 
communication difficulties and barriers when collaborating with other HCPs due to a lack of specialized professionals 
and centers in their regions. Additionally, negative attitudes towards lipoedema among HCPs further hinder effective 
self-management support. They expressed a need for multidisciplinary teams, accurate diagnosis, patient openness, and 
reliable information resources. Facilitators included fostering trust, encouraging patient participation, and setting 
achievable goals.

We found parallels between the experiences of people with lipoedema and those with other chronic conditions. While 
each population has unique characteristics, notable similarities in self-management needs, barriers, and facilitators across 
both groups were identified. Common factors influencing self-management included the need for tailored information and 
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ongoing support. Both populations face challenges such as limited knowledge, self-management skills, and psychological 
or emotional difficulties. Additionally, the focus group and the narrative review with HCPs identified overlapping needs, 
barriers and facilitators in supporting self-management. These included the need to build trust, as well as increased 
knowledge and expertise among both HCPs and people with lipoedema. Shared facilitators included role clarity, while 
common barriers included limited time and resources.

A key finding from this study is the communication issues experienced not only among HCPs, but also between HCPs 
and patients. Both people with lipoedema and their caregivers report a lack of knowledge among HCPs, as well as 
negative attitudes towards the condition, which likely affects the quality of their relationships. Studies involving people 
with multiple chronic conditions have shown that positive perceptions of the patient-HCP relationship are associated with 
improved self-management, reduced treatment burden, and better psychosocial outcomes.34 Furthermore, studies indicate 
that individuals who trust their HCPs, feel that sufficient time is spent on their care, and believe they are being listened to 
tend to adhere better to treatment plans.34,35 Self-management is not an isolated process but is shaped by relationships 
with others, including HCPs, and relies on both patients’ willingness and ability as well as the positive attitudes and 
appropriate skills of their HCPs.36,37 The need for peer contact, guidelines, and sufficient consultation time identified in 
this study echoes other research findings on chronic illness self-management.

People with lipoedema in this study faced additional challenges influencing their self-management compared to the 
chronic population studied in the narrative review. One factor contributing to this may be that the lipoedema population is 
exclusively female. A systematic review on diabetes self-management highlighted that being female was often associated 
with challenges in self-management.38 This may be explained by higher obesity rates among women compared to men,39 

which could be attributed to lower participation in physical activity and limited time for exercise or self-care, as women 
are three times more likely than men to engage in unpaid caregiving responsibilities.40–43

Additionally, high levels of stigma experienced by people with lipoedema may also contribute to these influencing 
factors. Our recent study on lipoedema functioning found that participants faced high levels of stigma from HCPs and 
society, as well as internalized stigma.44 Similarly, a study on people with type 2 diabetes found that those experiencing 
stigma were less likely to engage in self-management.45

Strengths and Limitation
This study has several strengths. Firstly, it is the first study to combine a narrative review and focus groups with both 
people with lipoedema and their HCPs, providing a comprehensive understanding of self-management needs, barriers, 
and facilitators while addressing the complex nature of self-management. By combining existing literature with 
qualitative insights from patients and HCPs, the study revealed multiple dimensions of self-management and its support. 
Secondly, the findings from the narrative review informed the interview guide, ensuring that the questions were grounded 
in existing literature. Thirdly, data triangulation enhanced the study’s credibility and validity by ensuring cross- 
verification of the results.

However, several limitations should be acknowledged. Firstly, due to the absence of research on self-management in 
lipoedema, the narrative review was based on studies in patients with chronic conditions in general. Therefore, the 
applicability of findings from these broader studies to the lipoedema population may be limited. While some findings 
may not fully apply to people with lipoedema, the researchers mitigated this by excluding disease-specific factors and 
consulting an independent researcher and physician. Secondly, while online focus groups enabled broader geographic 
participation, the virtual setting may have limited participants’ ability to share experiences. However, this is unlikely to 
have affected the richness of the data, as each participant appeared to share their contributions freely and contributed 
equally during the discussions, building upon each other’s input. Thirdly, a convenience sample of patients from the ECL 
population, who may have a higher-than-average disease burden, was used to recruit focus group participants. This 
approach may limit the representativeness of our sample. However, by exclusively including individuals with 
a confirmed diagnosis and HCPs with expertise in lipoedema, we aimed to minimize the risk of self-diagnosis or 
misdiagnosis. Fourthly, data saturation was not pursued, and the relatively small focus group size may have limited the 
depth of insights. However, due to the mixed-methods approach, the study prioritized capturing diverse perspectives over 
achieving saturation. By focusing on the varied perspectives of self-management, the study provides valuable insights 
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that contribute to the development of a tailored self-management intervention. Lastly, factors influencing self- 
management may have been classified differently by the two populations studied. For instance, a “need” identified by 
people with lipoedema may have been categorized as a “facilitator” in the narrative review, complicating the interpreta-
tion. However, the study’s methodological rigor helped address this by ensuring balanced interpretations.

Implications
This study lays the groundwork for developing effective self-management interventions for people with lipoedema, while 
emphasizing the need for targeted training and resources for both patients and HCPs involved in their care. The 
similarities in self-management needs, barriers, and facilitators between people with lipoedema and those with other 
chronic conditions suggest that existing self-management strategies could be valuable if adapted to the specific needs of 
people with lipoedema and their HCPs. Additionally, the psychosocial and emotional challenges faced by people with 
lipoedema, such as internalized stigma and low self-esteem, underscore the importance of integrating psychological 
counselling into their care. To address these challenges, HCPs could consider incorporating psychoeducation or 
cognitive-behavioral therapy into their treatment plans, particularly in the absence of interventions specifically tailored 
to people with lipoedema. Special attention should be given to incorporating facilitators identified in this study, such as 
role models, peer support, and social networks, into self-management interventions. Enhancing illness acceptance should 
also be prioritized. Furthermore, the limited knowledge of lipoedema among HCPs and their unhelpful attitudes highlight 
the need for improved training and awareness. Specialized lipoedema training modules should be developed for HCPs, 
focusing on key elements such as empathetic communication, active listening, shared decision-making, patient readiness, 
and awareness of stigma and its effects. Improving communication between HCPs and fostering collaboration are also 
essential. This could include the development of regional consultation structures that engage HCPs with expertise. 
Additionally, efforts must be made to harmonize the general international guidelines for the treatment of lipoedema with 
regard to self-management, in the absence of specific self-management interventions. Both the American and European 
guidelines for lipoedema recognize the importance of self-management but differ in their approach.8,9 The American 
guideline emphasizes a comprehensive daily self-care regimen, while the European guideline prioritizes evidence-based 
patient education and strategies to enhance self-efficacy through problem-solving.

Future research should focus on developing interventions that enhance both the self-management capabilities of 
people with lipoedema and the support provided by HCPs. Additionally, research should prioritize updating and aligning 
international perspectives on self-management to ensure consistency in treatment approaches and optimize care for 
people with lipoedema.

Conclusion
In conclusion, this study emphasizes the complex nature of self-management and the needs of people with lipoedema, 
along with the barriers and facilitators involved for both patients and their HCPs. People with lipoedema identified a need 
for support in implementing lifestyle plans, access to experts for guidance and counseling, and informative, evidence- 
based resources. They encounter barriers, including a lack of awareness, knowledge, and expertise among HCPs, and 
high levels of stigmatization both by society and by their HCPs. Key facilitators included self-management competen-
cies, supportive networks, perceived benefits of health behaviors, and access to role models. Specific challenges for 
HCPs treating people with lipoedema include communication difficulties and barriers when collaborating with other 
HCPs due to a lack of specialized professionals and centers in their regions. Additionally, negative attitudes towards 
lipoedema among HCPs further hinder effective self-management support. They expressed a need for multidisciplinary 
teams, accurate diagnosis, patient openness, and reliable information resources. Facilitators included fostering trust, 
encouraging patient participation, and setting achievable goals.

This study underscores the need for tailored self-management interventions for people with lipoedema, addressing 
both the physical and emotional aspects of the condition. Additionally, improving HCPs’ knowledge through specialized 
training, fostering empathetic communication, and promoting collaboration are essential steps to enhance self- 
management support for people with lipoedema. The narrative review revealed parallels between the experiences of 
people with lipoedema and those with other chronic health conditions, highlighting the value of adapting existing self- 
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management strategies from other chronic conditions to meet the specific needs, barriers, and facilitators relevant to 
people with lipoedema and their HCPs. Efforts should also be made to update and align international self-management 
perspectives and guidelines to ensure consistent treatment and optimized care.

Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate
The study was conducted according to the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki.46 Recruitment and data collection 
started subject to approval of the study by the Hanze Ethics Advisory Committee (approval number: heac.T2024.026) 
and Nij Smellinghe hospital’s local feasibility committee (reference: 26906/JB/AB).

Acknowledgment
We thank all participants who took part in this study and shared their experiences. We also extend our gratitude to 
Marlies Oegema (MO) and Emmy Pek (EP) for their assistance during data collection and data analysis.

Funding
This research was funded by Hanze University of Applied Sciences, Groningen, The Netherlands and the Center of 
Expertise for Lymphovascular Medicine, Nij Smellinghe Hospital, Drachten, The Netherlands.

Disclosure
The authors report no conflicts of interest in this work.

References
1. Wold LE, Hines EA, Allen EV. Lipedema of the legs; a syndrome characterized by fat legs and edema. Ann Intern Med. 1951;34(5):1243. 

doi:10.7326/0003-4819-34-5-1243
2. Dudek JE, Białaszek W, Ostaszewski P. Quality of life in women with lipoedema: a contextual behavioral approach. Qual Life Res. 2016;25 

(2):401–408. doi:10.1007/s11136-015-1080-x
3. Halk AB, Damstra RJ. First Dutch guidelines on lipedema using the international classification of functioning, disability and health. Phlebology. 

2017;32(3):152–159. doi:10.1177/0268355516639421
4. Kloosterman LM, Hendrickx A, Scafoglieri A, Jager-Wittenaar H, Dekker R. Functioning of people with lipoedema according to all domains of the 

international classification of functioning, disability and health: a scoping review. IJERPH. 2023;20(3):1989. doi:10.3390/ijerph20031989
5. van Esch-Smeenge J, Damstra RJ, Hendrickx AA. Muscle strength and functional exercise capacity in patients with lipoedema and obesity: 

a comparative study. J Lymphoedema. 2017;12(1):5.
6. Clarke C, Kirby JN, Best T. Beyond the physical: the interplay of experienced weight stigma, internalised weight bias and depression in lipoedema. 

Clin Obes. 2024;e12727. doi:10.1111/cob.12727
7. Erbacher G, Bertsch T. Lipoedema and pain: what is the role of the psyche? Results of a pilot study with 150 patients with lipoedema. Phlebologie. 

2020;49(5):305–316. doi:10.1055/a-1238-6657
8. Faerber G, Cornely M, Daubert C, et al. S2k guideline lipedema. J Deutsche Derma Gesell. 2024;22(9):1303–1315. doi:10.1111/ddg.15513
9. Herbst KL, Kahn LA, Iker E, et al. Standard of care for lipedema in the United States. Phlebology. 2021:026835552110158. doi:10.1177/ 

02683555211015887
10. Barlow J, Wright C, Sheasby J, Turner A, Hainsworth J. Self-management approaches for people with chronic conditions: a review. Patient Educ 

Couns. 2002;48(2):177–187. doi:10.1016/S0738-3991(02)00032-0
11. van der Heide I, Snoeijs S, Melchiorre MG, et al. Innovating care for people with multiple chronic conditions in Europe: an overview. Nivel; 2015.
12. Dwarswaard J, Bakker EJM, Van Staa A, Boeije HR. Self-management support from the perspective of patients with a chronic condition: a thematic 

synthesis of qualitative studies. Health Expectations. 2016;19(2):194–208. doi:10.1111/hex.12346
13. Niño De Guzmán Quispe E, Martínez García L, Orrego Villagrán C, et al. The perspectives of patients with chronic diseases and their caregivers on 

self-management interventions: a scoping review of reviews. Patient. 2021;14(6):719–740. doi:10.1007/s40271-021-00514-2
14. Royal Dutch Society for Physical Therapy, Association of Cesar and Mensendieck, Exercise Therapists. KNGF guideline on self-management. 

2022.
15. Barlow J. How to use education as an intervention in osteoarthritis. Best Pract Res. 2001;15(4):545–558. doi:10.1053/berh.2001.0172
16. Franklin M, Lewis S, Willis K, Bourke-Taylor H, Smith L. Patients’ and healthcare professionals’ perceptions of self-management support 

interactions: systematic review and qualitative synthesis. Chronic Illn. 2018;14(2):79–103. doi:10.1177/1742395317710082
17. Lawn S, Schoo A. Supporting self-management of chronic health conditions: common approaches. Patient Educ Couns. 2010;80(2):205–211. 

doi:10.1016/j.pec.2009.10.006
18. Lin MY, Weng WS, Apriliyasari RW, Van Truong P, Tsai PS. Effects of patient activation intervention on chronic diseases: a meta-analysis. J Nurs 

Res. 2020;28(5):e116. doi:10.1097/jnr.0000000000000387
19. Tharani A, Van Hecke A, Ali TS, Duprez V. Factors influencing nurses’ provision of self-management support for patients with chronic illnesses: 

a systematic mixed studies review. Int J Nurs Stud. 2021;120:103983. doi:10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2021.103983
20. Wang Z, Shi Q, Zeng Y, Li Y. Experiences and perceptions of self-management in people with prediabetes: a qualitative meta-synthesis. J Clin 

Nurs. 2023;32(17–18):5886–5903. doi:10.1111/jocn.16713

Journal of Multidisciplinary Healthcare 2025:18                                                                                 https://doi.org/10.2147/JMDH.S508816                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   1229

Kloosterman et al

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-34-5-1243
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11136-015-1080-x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0268355516639421
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph20031989
https://doi.org/10.1111/cob.12727
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-1238-6657
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddg.15513
https://doi.org/10.1177/02683555211015887
https://doi.org/10.1177/02683555211015887
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0738-3991(02)00032-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/hex.12346
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40271-021-00514-2
https://doi.org/10.1053/berh.2001.0172
https://doi.org/10.1177/1742395317710082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2009.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1097/jnr.0000000000000387
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2021.103983
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.16713


21. Eldredge LKB, Markham CM, Ruiter RA, Fernández ME, Kok G, Parcel GS. Planning Health Promotion Programs: An Intervention Mapping 
Approach. John Wiley & Sons; 2016.

22. Ruiter RAC, Crutzen R. Core processes: how to use evidence, theories, and research in planning behavior change interventions. Front Public 
Health. 2020;8:247. doi:10.3389/fpubh.2020.00247

23. Tovin MM, Wormley ME. Systematic development of standards for mixed methods reporting in rehabilitation health sciences research. Phys Ther. 
2023;103(11):pzad084. doi:10.1093/ptj/pzad084

24. Bramer WM, Milic MDJ, Mast PF. Reviewing retrieved references for inclusion in systematic reviews using EndNote. JMLA. 2017;105(1). 
doi:10.5195/JMLA.2017.111

25. Holloway I, Wheeler S. Qualitative Research in Nursing and Health Care. 3rd ed. Wiley-Blackwell; 2010.
26. Creswell J, Poth C. Qualitative Inquiry & Research Design: Choosing Among Five Approaches. 4th ed. Sage publications Inc; 2018.
27. de Villiers C, Farooq MB, Molinari M. Qualitative research interviews using online video technology – challenges and opportunities. MEDAR. 

2021. doi:10.1108/MEDAR-03-2021-1252
28. Bertsch T, Erbacher G, Elwell R, Partsch H. Lipoedema: a paradigm shift and consensus. J Wound Care. 2020;29(11):1–52. doi:10.12968/ 

jowc.2020.29.Sup11b.1
29. Scientific Software Development GmbH. What is ATLAS.ti? 2019. Available from: https://atlasti.com/product/what-is-atlas-ti/. Accessed 

November 3, 2019.
30. Onwuegbuzie AJ, Dickinson WB, Leech NL, Zoran AG. A qualitative framework for collecting and analyzing data in focus group research. 

Int J Qual Methods. 2009;8(3):1–21. doi:10.1177/160940690900800301
31. Elo S, Kääriäinen M, Kanste O, Pölkki T, Utriainen K, Kyngäs H. Qualitative content analysis: a focus on trustworthiness. SAGE Open. 2014;4 

(1):215824401452263. doi:10.1177/2158244014522633
32. Chan Z, ling FY, Tong CW. Bracketing in phenomenology: only undertaken in the data collection and analysis process. TQR. 2015. doi:10.46743/ 

2160-3715/2013.1486
33. Horsfall M, Eikelenboom M, Draisma S, Smit JH. The effect of rapport on data quality in face-to-face interviews: beneficial or detrimental? 

IJERPH. 2021;18(20):10858. doi:10.3390/ijerph182010858
34. Eton D, Ridgeway J, Linzer M, et al. Healthcare provider relational quality is associated with better self-management and less treatment burden in 

people with multiple chronic conditions. PPA. 2017;11:1635–1646. doi:10.2147/PPA.S145942
35. Rossettini G, Camerone EM, Carlino E, Benedetti F, Testa M. Context matters: the psychoneurobiological determinants of placebo, nocebo and 

context-related effects in physiotherapy. Arch Physiother. 2020;10(1):11. doi:10.1186/s40945-020-00082-y
36. Grady PA, Gough LL. Self-management: a comprehensive approach to management of chronic conditions. Am J Public Health. 2014;104(8):e25– 

e31. doi:10.2105/AJPH.2014.302041
37. Nolte E, McKee M. Caring for people with chronic conditions: a health system perspective. Int J Integr Care. 2009;9(1):136. doi:10.5334/ijic.298
38. Alexandre K, Campbell J, Bugnon M, et al. Factors influencing diabetes self-management in adults: an umbrella review of systematic reviews. JBI 

Evid Synth. 2021;19(5):1003–1118. doi:10.11124/JBIES-20-00020
39. Cooper AJ, Gupta SR, Moustafa AF, Chao AM. Sex/gender differences in obesity prevalence, comorbidities, and treatment. Curr Obes Rep. 

2021;10(4):458–466. doi:10.1007/s13679-021-00453-x
40. Collery A. Gender perspective and self-management interventions on chronic diseases: diabetes, obesity, COPD and heart failure. Self-management 

blog; 2023. Available from: https://self-management.eu/gender-perspective-and-self-management-interventions-on-chronic-diseases-diabetes- 
obesity-copd-and-heart-failure/. Accessed November 4, 2024.

41. European Commission. ECIR data tool. ECIR – European Cancer Inequalities Registry. 2019. Available from: https://cancer-inequalities.jrc.ec. 
europa.eu/data-tool-by-sex?ind=PHYS&ctr=EU27%2CBE%2CBG%2CCZ%2CDK%2CDE%2CEE%2CIE%2CEL%2CES%2CFR%2CHR%2CIT 
%2CCY%2CLV%2CLT%2CLU%2CHU%2CMT%2CNL%2CAT%2CPL%2CPT%2CRO%2CSI%2CSK%2CFI%2CSE%2CIS%2CNO. Accessed 
November 4, 2024.

42. Zigante, V. European Commission: directorate-general for employment, social affairs and inclusion. Informal Care in Europe: Exploring Formalisation, 
Availability and Quality. Publications Office; 2018. Available from: https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2767/78836. Accessed November 4, 2024.

43. Seedat S, Rondon M. Women’s wellbeing and the burden of unpaid work. BMJ. 2021;n1972. doi:10.1136/bmj.n1972
44. Kloosterman LM, Eilers R, Scafoglieri A, Hendrickx A, Dekker R and Jager-Wittenaar H. More than meets the eye: phenomenological insights into 

the functioning of people with lipoedema. Int J Qualitative stud on health and Well-Being. 2025;20(1). doi:10.1080/17482631.2025.2463157
45. Akyirem S, Ekpor E, Namumbejja Abwoye D, Batten J, Nelson LE. Type 2 diabetes stigma and its association with clinical, psychological, and 

behavioral outcomes: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2023;202:110774. doi:10.1016/j.diabres.2023.110774
46. The World Medical Association (WMA). WMA Declaration of Helsinki – ethical principles for medical research involving human subjects. 2018. 

Available from: https://www.wma.net/policies-post/wma-declaration-of-helsinki-ethical-principles-for-medical-research-involving-human-subjects 
/. Accessed October 26, 2019.

Journal of Multidisciplinary Healthcare                                                                                       

Publish your work in this journal 
The Journal of Multidisciplinary Healthcare is an international, peer-reviewed open-access journal that aims to represent and publish research in 
healthcare areas delivered by practitioners of different disciplines. This includes studies and reviews conducted by multidisciplinary teams as well 
as research which evaluates the results or conduct of such teams or healthcare processes in general. The journal covers a very wide range of areas 
and welcomes submissions from practitioners at all levels, from all over the world. The manuscript management system is completely online and 
includes a very quick and fair peer-review system. Visit http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php to read real quotes from published authors.  

Submit your manuscript here: https://www.dovepress.com/journal-of-multidisciplinary-healthcare-journal

Journal of Multidisciplinary Healthcare 2025:18 1230

Kloosterman et al                                                                                                                                                                  

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2020.00247
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptj/pzad084
https://doi.org/10.5195/JMLA.2017.111
https://doi.org/10.1108/MEDAR-03-2021-1252
https://doi.org/10.12968/jowc.2020.29.Sup11b.1
https://doi.org/10.12968/jowc.2020.29.Sup11b.1
https://atlasti.com/product/what-is-atlas-ti/
https://doi.org/10.1177/160940690900800301
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244014522633
https://doi.org/10.46743/2160-3715/2013.1486
https://doi.org/10.46743/2160-3715/2013.1486
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph182010858
https://doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S145942
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40945-020-00082-y
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2014.302041
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.298
https://doi.org/10.11124/JBIES-20-00020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13679-021-00453-x
https://self-management.eu/gender-perspective-and-self-management-interventions-on-chronic-diseases-diabetes-obesity-copd-and-heart-failure/
https://self-management.eu/gender-perspective-and-self-management-interventions-on-chronic-diseases-diabetes-obesity-copd-and-heart-failure/
https://cancer-inequalities.jrc.ec.europa.eu/data-tool-by-sex?ind=PHYS&ctr=EU27%252CBE%252CBG%252CCZ%252CDK%252CDE%252CEE%252CIE%252CEL%252CES%252CFR%252CHR%252CIT%252CCY%252CLV%252CLT%252CLU%252CHU%252CMT%252CNL%252CAT%252CPL%252CPT%252CRO%252CSI%252CSK%252CFI%252CSE%252CIS%252CNO
https://cancer-inequalities.jrc.ec.europa.eu/data-tool-by-sex?ind=PHYS&ctr=EU27%252CBE%252CBG%252CCZ%252CDK%252CDE%252CEE%252CIE%252CEL%252CES%252CFR%252CHR%252CIT%252CCY%252CLV%252CLT%252CLU%252CHU%252CMT%252CNL%252CAT%252CPL%252CPT%252CRO%252CSI%252CSK%252CFI%252CSE%252CIS%252CNO
https://cancer-inequalities.jrc.ec.europa.eu/data-tool-by-sex?ind=PHYS&ctr=EU27%252CBE%252CBG%252CCZ%252CDK%252CDE%252CEE%252CIE%252CEL%252CES%252CFR%252CHR%252CIT%252CCY%252CLV%252CLT%252CLU%252CHU%252CMT%252CNL%252CAT%252CPL%252CPT%252CRO%252CSI%252CSK%252CFI%252CSE%252CIS%252CNO
https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2767/78836
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n1972
https://doi.org/10.1080/17482631.2025.2463157
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.diabres.2023.110774
https://www.wma.net/policies-post/wma-declaration-of-helsinki-ethical-principles-for-medical-research-involving-human-subjects/
https://www.wma.net/policies-post/wma-declaration-of-helsinki-ethical-principles-for-medical-research-involving-human-subjects/
https://www.dovepress.com
http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php
https://www.facebook.com/DoveMedicalPress/
https://twitter.com/dovepress
https://www.linkedin.com/company/dove-medical-press
https://www.youtube.com/user/dovepress

	Introduction
	Methods
	Study Design
	Data Collection
	Recruitment and Eligibility Criteria
	Data Analysis
	Narrative Review
	Focus Group Meetings

	Methodological Rigor

	Results
	Narrative Review
	Focus Group with People with Lipoedema
	Needs
	Barriers
	Facilitators

	Focus Group with HCPs
	Needs
	Barriers
	Facilitators


	Discussion
	Strengths and Limitation
	Implications

	Conclusion
	Ethics Approval and Consent to Participate
	Acknowledgment
	Funding
	Disclosure

