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Abstract 

Background Severe mental ill health (SMI) includes schizophrenia, bipolar disorder and schizoaffective disorder 

and is associated with premature deaths when compared to people without SMI. Over 70% of those deaths are attrib‑

uted to preventable health conditions, which have the potential to be positively affected by the adoption of healthy 

behaviours, such as physical activity. People with SMI are generally less active than those without and face unique 

barriers to being physically active. Physical activity interventions for those with SMI demonstrate promise, however, 

there are important questions remaining about the potential feasibility and acceptability of a physical activity inter‑

vention embedded within existing NHS pathways.

Method This is a two‑arm multi‑site randomised controlled feasibility trial, assessing the feasibility and acceptability 

of a co‑produced physical activity intervention for a full‑scale trial across geographically dispersed NHS mental health 

trusts in England. Participants will be randomly allocated via block, 1:1 randomisation, into either the intervention 

arm or the usual care arm. The usual care arm will continue to receive usual care throughout the trial, whilst the inter‑

vention arm will receive usual care plus the offer of a weekly, 18‑week, physical activity intervention comprising 

walking and indoor activity sessions and community taster sessions. Another main component of the intervention 

includes one‑to‑one support. The primary outcome is to investigate the feasibility and acceptability of the interven‑

tion and to scale it up to a full‑scale trial, using a short proforma provided to all intervention participants at follow‑up, 

qualitative interviews with approximately 15 intervention participants and 5 interventions delivery staff, and data 

on intervention uptake, attendance, and attrition. Usual care data will also include recruitment and follow‑up reten‑

tion. Secondary outcome measures include physical activity and sedentary behaviours, body mass index, depression, 

anxiety, health‑related quality of life, healthcare resource use, and adverse events. Outcome measures will be taken 

at baseline, three, and six‑months post randomisation.
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Discussion This study will determine if the physical activity intervention is feasible and acceptable to both partici‑

pants receiving the intervention and NHS staff who deliver it. Results will inform the design of a larger randomised 

controlled trial assessing the clinical and cost effectiveness of the intervention.

Trial registration ISRCTN: ISRCTN83877229. Registered on 09.09.2022.

Keywords Exercise, Severe Mental Illness, Health Behaviour, Pilot Studies

Introduction
Background and rationale

People living with severe mental ill health (SMI) (e.g., 

schizophrenia, bipolar disorder and schizoaffective dis-

order) die on average 15–20 years prematurely [1], with 

over 70% of deaths attributed to preventable physical 

health conditions such as cardiovascular disease [2]. 

Whilst life expectancy in the general population has 

steadily increased over recent decades, life expectancy for 

people with SMI has declined [3]. Addressing this wid-

ening health inequality is a priority in the UK National 

Health Service (NHS) Long Term Plan [4]. Sedentary 

behaviour (any waking behaviour characterised by an 

energy expenditure ≤ 1.5 metabolic equivalents while in 

a sitting, reclining or lying posture) and physical inactiv-

ity (insufficient physical activity to meet physical activity 

guidelines) are amongst the leading causes of avoidable 

mortality and morbidity in the UK population [5]. The 

World Health Organization have stated that address-

ing these distinct behavioural targets is as important as 

encouraging smoking cessation [6]. Previous research has 

demonstrated that people with SMI engage in substan-

tially lower levels of physical activity and higher levels of 

sedentary behaviour than those without SMI [3, 7]. Addi-

tionally, research has shown that people with SMI expe-

rience several unique barriers to engaging in physical 

activity such as increased mental health symptoms, lack 

of social support, and the side effects of medication [8].

Conventional treatment approaches for people with 

SMI tend to focus on pharmacotherapy and psycho-

therapy, and do not necessarily lead to improvements 

in physical health or quality of life (QoL) [9]. Obesity 

and inactivity remain important drivers of poor physi-

cal health, and behavioural approaches might be useful 

in mitigating the side effects of psychotropic medication 

such as weight gain.

In the wider population, there is robust evidence that 

higher levels of physical activity and lower levels of sed-

entary behaviour can reduce cardiovascular disease, dia-

betes and metabolic syndrome [5]. Previous small studies 

have suggested that physical activity can improve mental 

health symptoms in people with schizophrenia and major 

depression [10], but evidence about the acceptability, 

feasibility, and effectiveness of specific physical activity 

interventions is lacking. Additionally, a recent systematic 

review identified that current interventions have not 

been successful in engaging people with SMI in physical 

activity and identified the need for bespoke interventions 

to engage this population [7]. Consequently, interven-

tions to promote physical activity and reduce sedentary 

behaviour are not routinely offered to people with SMI in 

NHS settings. Our work with service users has reinforced 

the aforementioned literature, illustrating that current 

physical activity programmes are not easily accessed by 

those with SMI.

Research shows the potential for physical activity inter-

ventions to normalise social activity and connect people 

with a mental illness to others ‘in the same boat’ [11]. 

In the Patient and Public Involvement and Engagement 

(PPIE) work that informed the SPACES (Supporting 

Physical Activity through Co-production in People with 

Severe Mental Ill Health) programme, people with SMI 

expressed a strong preference that such interventions 

should be provided within the healthcare system. People 

with SMI present with complex psychosocial needs that 

require clinical support; especially in the early stages of 

making behavioural changes. Staff supporting physi-

cal activity sessions outside clinical pathways might not 

be equipped with the skills and expertise to provide this 

input. Given the infancy of these approaches, previous 

research and PPIE consultation demonstrates that the 

provision of physical activity is most likely to work when 

offered within clinical pathways for individuals with com-

plex psychiatric and social needs. Delivering a physical 

activity intervention within clinical pathways might also 

reduce the stigma associated with clinical environments 

for people with SMI. In addition, integration of physi-

cal activity with a community approach is consistent 

with established frameworks that emphasise connected-

ness, hope, identity, meaning in life, and empowerment 

[12]. This is not the same as delivering interventions out-

side a healthcare system. Thus, bespoke interventions 

to increase physical activity and improve QoL, mental 

health and physical health delivered through clinical 

pathways are urgently required in people with SMI. The 

SPACES programme aims to fulfil this aim.

The SPACES programme is split across four work-

streams. Workstream one focused on co-production 

of a physical activity intervention for people with SMI 

embedded within the NHS [13]. The co-production 
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process started before funding for SPACES was secured 

by using the perspectives of those with lived experience 

of SMI, carers and professionals who work with them 

to inform the conceptualisation of the SPACES pro-

gramme. People with lived experience of SMI directed, 

reviewed, informed and refined the intervention in 

workstream one via focus groups. The focus groups 

were co-facilitated by SMI lived experience co-appli-

cants. Additionally, PPIE work was embedded within 

the co-production model and led by the lived experi-

ence team members. The development of the inter-

vention will be written up once the feasibility study is 

completed to allow any amendments to the interven-

tion to be included in the publication describing the 

intervention development. An article explaining the 

SPACES co-production has been published [13]. Work-

stream two of the SPACES programme is a feasibility 

trial of the intervention developed in workstream one, 

the protocol for which is outlined in this paper. If fea-

sibility is demonstrated, Workstream three will be a 

full-scale randomised controlled trial to determine 

the clinical- and cost-effectiveness of the intervention. 

Workstream four will be a process evaluation of the 

SPACES programme which will run concurrently with 

workstream three.

Objectives

The main aim of this project is to explore the feasibil-

ity and acceptability of the SPACES intervention and 

the critical parameters for the design of a definitive ran-

domised controlled trial (RCT). Objectives include:

1. To quantify the flow of participants (eligibility, 

recruitment and follow up rate) within the SPACES 

feasibility trial.

2. To evaluate proposed recruitment, assessment, out-

come measures, and data collection methods within 

the SPACES feasibility trial.

3. To examine the delivery of the SPACES interven-

tion (intervention uptake, retention and dose i.e., 

weekly, × 18 weeks).

4. To assess the acceptability of the intervention using 

a participant feedback form and interviews with par-

ticipants and intervention providers.

5. To refine the SPACES intervention (intervention 

manual and training) for implementation by SPACES 

intervention delivery staff to people with SMI in 

community mental health trusts.

6. To use accelerometer-derived minutes per day of 

moderate-to-vigorous intensity physical activity 

(MVPA) to inform the sample size calculation for a 

full-scale trial.

Trial design

Workstream two is a two-arm randomised controlled 

feasibility trial. Eligible participants will be randomised 

into one of two study arms: usual care plus interven-

tion aimed at increasing physical activity or usual care 

alone. Outcome measures will be collected at baseline, 

three and six months. The trial was registered with the 

ISRCTN registry (ISRCTN83877229. Registered on 

09.09.2022).

Methods: participants, interventions, 
and outcomes
Study setting

The study will be conducted across 4–7 geographically 

dispersed NHS mental health trusts in England.

Eligibility criteria

Inclusion criteria

Patients will be eligible to join the study if they meet the 

following inclusion criteria:

1. Age: 18 years or over.

2. A primary ICD-10 or DSM-V diagnosis of SMI 

(schizophrenia, delusional/psychotic illness or bipo-

lar disorder) as documented in General Practitioner 

(GP) or psychiatric notes.

3. Able to walk unaided.

Exclusion criteria

Patients will not be eligible for the study if they meet one 

or more of the exclusion criteria:

1. People who lack capacity to participate in the trial as 

guided by the Mental Capacity Act (2005) [14].

2. Primary diagnosis of drug or alcohol abuse.

3. Medical contraindication to physical activity as 

ascertained by GP or mental health team.

4. Already physically active (e.g., > 300 min/week of self-

reported MVPA).

5. Unwilling to wear accelerometer.

6. Non-English speakers.

Who will take informed consent?

Potential participants will have the opportunity to discuss 

involvement in the trial with a local NHS site researcher. 

If the participant is still interested in taking part in the 

study, written informed consent will be taken. Informed 

consent will preferably be collected during a face-to-

face meeting with the participant, however, consent 

can also be taken over the phone if preferred, where the 

researcher will read out the consent form and complete 
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it on behalf of the participant. A copy of the completed 

consent form will be sent to the participant.

Interventions

Explanation for the choice of comparators

This trial has two arms, intervention and usual care. The 

definition of usual care is ‘the wide range of care that is 

provided in a community whether it is adequate or not, 

without a normative judgement’ [15]. Participants in both 

the intervention and usual care arms will continue to be 

able to access their usual care from primary care, sec-

ondary care, community, and social services. Having the 

ability to compare the intervention arm with the usual 

care arm enables the study to understand any differences 

between people with SMI receiving or not receiving the 

intervention in relation to the study outcomes.

Intervention description

The SPACES intervention aims to support people with 

SMI to initiate and maintain physical activity. The inter-

vention comprises two core components, an 18-week 

group-based physical activity component and a one-to-

one consultation component, both of which are facili-

tated by a physical activity coordinator (PAC: NHS staff 

with suitable experience to deliver the intervention). 

Suitable PAC experience will include previous history of 

delivering physical activity interventions to those with 

SMI and relevant physical activity delivery training and 

qualifications. The intervention will last up to 20 weeks 

(one-to-one consultations are offered prior to the physi-

cal activity component), with participants being offered 

up to 18 group physical activity sessions, up to 10 one-

to-one sessions consisting of 3–6 long form consultations 

(30–60 min) and 2–4 check-ins (15–30 min). The inter-

vention group will include between 6–12 participants 

and be supported by two PACs (four to six are trained at 

each NHS site for programme continuity e.g., covering 

annual leave). All PACs will receive training and a PAC 

manual on how to deliver the intervention to aid consist-

ency. PACs will also receive ongoing bi-weekly support 

from the SPACES central team during the intervention 

delivery.

The weekly two-hour group sessions will comprise of 

three components, 1) up to 60 min physical activity, 2) 

30-min themed discussion and 3) 30 min social time. The 

physical activity component will rotate between outdoor 

walking, indoor activity classes, and community taster 

sessions. Weeks 2–17 are recommended to include six 

outdoor walks, six indoor activity classes and four com-

munity taster sessions. Weeks one and eighteen are gen-

tler in physical activity with a greater focus on the social 

component, and do not include a themed discussion. All 

physical activity sessions will be graded depending on 

the needs of the participants (e.g., resistance, balance, 

cardiovascular exercises) and will gradually progress 

(e.g., intensity or duration) over the intervention with a 

focus on physical activity of at least moderate intensity. 

The themed discussions will be guided by the PACs and 

cover relevant topics, including ‘getting started/keep-

ing going with physical activity’, ‘benefits of increas-

ing physical activity and reducing sedentary behaviour’, 

‘overcoming barriers/hurdles to doing physical activity’, 

‘being active in everyday life’, ‘staying motivated’, ‘keeping 

energised’, ‘exploring local indoor activities’ and ‘explor-

ing local outdoor activities’. Each of the eight topics will 

be repeated across the intervention period. The time for 

informal socialising will be facilitated by a PAC, but not 

led by them. Participants will be encouraged to attend the 

whole session, however it is entirely up to them if they 

do not wish to attend one or more of the components. 

The session will be delivered in a suitable (e.g., adequate 

room size, location) NHS or community venue across the 

18 weeks.

Alongside the weekly sessions, participants will be 

offered one-to-one long-form consultations at entry, mid 

and exit points to the intervention, and shorter check-ins 

in-between (i.e., between entry and mid, and mid and 

exit long-form consultations). At entry consultation(s), 

PACs will discuss topics such as participant physical 

activity, undertake goal setting, and explore any con-

cerns of specific barriers/needs the participant may have. 

This session will be offered prior to the first group-based 

physical activity session. Mid-point consultation(s) will 

discuss topics such as maintaining motivation, overcom-

ing obstacles, and goal setting. Exit consultation(s) will 

include discussion topics such as action and coping plan-

ning, goal setting and strategies to maintain motivation 

post trial. One-to-one consultations will be delivered 

face-to-face, over the phone, or by video call according to 

participant preference. Video sessions will use approved 

systems (such as NHS ‘Attend Anywhere’ platform). 

Face-to-face sessions will be delivered in the participant’s 

home or at an NHS or community venue according to 

participant preference.

Participants will also be offered additional interven-

tion components. Firstly, the option of self-monitoring 

using either a self-complete physical activity diary or a 

wearable (such as a pedometer). If a participant wishes 

to use a wearable and they do not personally own one, 

then a device will be provided by the study team. Sec-

ondly, a participant handbook will be provided, specify-

ing study information, relevant contact details of NHS 

intervention staff, information about physical activity 

such as Chief Medical Officer physical activity guide-

lines [16], and tasks designed to engage and support 

participants through their physical activity journey 



Page 5 of 14Jones et al. Pilot and Feasibility Studies           (2024) 10:32  

through the intervention. Thirdly, participants will 

be offered attendance prompts (e.g., brief telephone 

reminders) for the group physical activity sessions and 

one-to-one consultations. Fourthly, social support will 

be offered to participants through both peer (via the 

group sessions) and professional (via the PACs) sup-

port. Participants in the intervention group will con-

tinue to receive their usual care / treatment alongside 

the physical activity intervention and no treatment will 

be withheld.

The intervention was created using a series of inputs, 

including previous literature knowledge  [17] and rel-

evant expertise in intervention design, a series of focus 

and consensus groups, psychological theory (e.g., self-

determination theory  [18]) and the Behaviour Change 

Technique taxonomy [19], and evidence from a physi-

cal activity questionnaire for people with SMI [20]. 

These inputs were guided by co-production [13], which 

included people with SMI, professionals who sup-

port those with SMI, and academic experts. The final 

intervention included 14 behaviour change technique 

themes and 30 individual techniques from the behav-

iour change technique tool [21] (see supplementary 

material ‘Intervention BCT IDs’). The participant hand-

book and PAC manual are available upon request.

Criteria for discontinuing or modifying allocated 

interventions

There are no specific criteria for discontinuing or modi-

fying the intervention, however, there will be some flex-

ibility in the intervention as PACs will utilise Rating of 

Perceived Exertion (RPE) scales [22] to enable partici-

pants to exercise at an appropriate intensity for them-

selves. To facilitate this further, PACs will be provided 

with possible modifications of the indoor exercise class 

exercises to increase or decrease exercise intensity. Par-

ticipants can choose to withdraw from the intervention 

for any reason, or if they are advised by their medical 

practitioner to do so due to health reasons.

Strategies to improve adherence to interventions

Intervention adherence will be monitored by a com-

bination of notes recorded by the PAC and the use 

of participant logs to estimate the session duration 

and number of sessions attended by each participant. 

In addition, a selection of intervention delivery ses-

sions across sites will be observed by a member of the 

SPACES research team. Participants who miss two con-

secutive physical activity sessions will be contacted by a 

PAC, in an effort to aid adherence.

Relevant concomitant care permitted or prohibited 

during the trial

Participants will receive usual care throughout the trial. 

There are no prohibited factors to trial participation.

Provisions for post‑trial care

There is no post trial care planned.

Outcomes

Participants will be asked to complete outcome assess-

ments at baseline, three and six months. See Table 1 for 

assessments by study timepoint.

Primary outcome measure

The main objectives of this feasibility study are to 

explore the acceptability of the physical activity inter-

vention, and the central parameters for the design of 

a full-scale trial (e.g., recruitment, retention, outcome 

completion, and intervention adherence).

The acceptability of the intervention will be inves-

tigated using a short proforma provided to all inter-

vention participants at follow-up which includes the 

acceptability of intervention measure (AIM; [23]), qual-

itative interviews with approximately 15 intervention 

participants and 5 people who have delivered the inter-

vention, and data on intervention uptake, attendance, 

and attrition.  Acceptability data will be analysed by 

the central SPACES team to determine acceptability of 

the intervention and amended accordingly to improve 

intervention acceptance. The feasibility of this pilot 

trial and the potential for undertaking a future large-

scale main trial will be measured primarily using par-

ticipant recruitment data.

Secondary efficacy outcome measures

Secondary outcome measures include body mass 

index (weight (kg) / [height (m)]2), depression (PHQ-

9; [24]), anxiety (GAD-7; [25]), physical activity and 

sedentary behaviours (accelerometer-assessed metrics 

& SIMPAQ; [26]), health-related quality of life (EQ5D 

[27], SF-12 [28], REQoL [29]), healthcare resource   use 

collected via a bespoke questionnaire designed for 

SPACES (see Table 1), and adverse events.

Accelerometer details

An accelerometer measures movement of an object 

(e.g., a person). Accelerometers designed to measure 

a person’s physical activity are often wrist worn and 

resemble a watch. They measure the volume and inten-

sity in which someone moves within a period of time. 

Accelerometer devices can also measure parameters 
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such as sleep and sedentary behaviour. A more detailed 

breakdown of the objective accelerometer data analysis 

includes reporting sedentary behaviour, light intensity 

activity, moderate intensity activity, vigorous intensity 

activity, and MVPA using mean time per day over all 

available valid days, and sleep window duration. Accel-

erometer will be worn for a measurement period of 10 

days, starting at 12am the day after a participant clinic 

visit. Idle sleep mode, wireless, heart rate and IMU will 

all be disabled. ActiLife Lite (ActiGraph accelerometer) 

and OMGUI (Axivity AX6 accelerometer) software will 

be used by SPACES site researchers to download data 

from the accelerometers after each 10-day wear period 

before secure transfer to the central study team. Data 

will be further processed using GGIR v2.4–0 [30] in R 

[http:// cran.r- proje ct. org].

Participant timeline

The participant schedule through the study, including eli-

gibility, consent, randomisation, baseline and follow-up 

assessment are highlighted in Fig. 1.

Sample size

The sample size for a feasibility study should be adequate 

to estimate the uncertain critical parameters (SD for 

continuous outcomes; consent/recruitment rates, attri-

tion, intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC)) needed to 

inform the design of the full RCT with sufficient preci-

sion.  As a feasibility study we propose to recruit for a 

fixed time (T) and not a sample size (N). We propose 

to recruit for 6 months at between 4 and 7 sites (e.g.: 

4 × 6 = 24 site*months of recruitment). We believe that in 

order for the main trial to be feasible we need to recruit 

Table 1 Participant assessment and time point requirements throughout the study

Assessment Time required Timeline (months post randomisation)

Baseline Randomisation 3-month 
Follow-up

6-month 
Follow-up

Eligibility and consent

 Eligibility NA X

 Consent 15 min X

 Randomisation X

Background 

 Relevant contact details 5 min X

 Body Mass index 5 min X X X

Mental health details

 Mental health history X

 Current mental health status X X X

 Current medications X X X

 Referrals to mental health services X X X

 Admissions to hospital related to mental health X X X

Physical Activity

 Accelerometer data collection 10 days X X X

 Adverse event reporting Ongoing collection

Questionnaires

 Acceptability Intervention Measure (AIM) (for inter‑
vention participants only)

20–30 min total X

 Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ‑9) X X X

 Generalised Anxiety Disorder‑7 (GAD‑7) X X X

 Short Form‑12 (SF‑12) X X X

 Simple Physical Activity Questionnaire (SIMPAQ) X X X

 EuroQol‑5D‑5L X X X

 Recovering Quality of Life (ReQol) X X X

 Healthcare resource use X X X

Interviews

 Follow‑up interview (n = 20) 30–60 min X

http://www.cran.r-project.org
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enough participants to run a full SPACES intervention 

group in the intervention arm at each site (recruiting 

at least 2*6 = 12 participants) which would be a rate of 

12/6 = 2 participants per site per month. There are sev-

eral flat rules of thumb for sample sizes for two-armed 

external pilot/feasibility trials ranging from 24 in total 

[31], to 30 [30, 32], to 50 or 60 [33], and 100 [34] and 

recruiting for 24 site*months should enable us to exceed 

these ranges (of 48 to 140 participants).

Interviews will be conducted with 15 participants 

from the intervention group and 5 intervention delivery 

staff members (see supplementary material for the topic 

guide). This sample size will be continuously evaluated 

during data collection process’ to ensure adequate quali-

tative sample size information power is met [35]. A com-

bination of purposive and convenience sampling will be 

utilised to ensure adequate and varied sampling across 

all involved NHS sites (2–4 participants and × 1 PAC per 

site) from the cohort of participants and delivery staff 

available.

Recruitment

Recruitment of NHS sites

Sites were recruited to the SPACES programme via email 

invitation. Emails were sent to all mental health NHS 

Trust teams who had provided a letter of support for the 

Fig. 1 Flow diagram of a participant journey through the SPACES feasibility trial
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SPACES grant application, with details of the SPACES 

feasibility trial. In addition, mental health NHS Trust 

teams with a working relationship to the research team 

were also approached as potential sites. Seven trusts 

responded to the call, at which point further information 

was provided regarding the trial and clarification was 

offered to any questions trusts had about the trial. One 

site was lost during this process, leaving six trusts to par-

ticipate in the SPACES feasibility trial.

Recruitment of participants

Participants will be identified via secondary care through 

Community mental health teams (CMHT) or via pri-

mary care practices. General Practitioner (GP) surgeries 

and CMHTs will be asked to consult their patient lists to 

screen against the inclusion and exclusion criteria (see 

eligibility criteria section) for potentially eligible partici-

pants. Participants with a documented diagnosis of SMI 

are eligible to participate regardless of whether they are 

under the care of a mental health NHS trust or not. Par-

ticipants identified as potentially suitable for the SPACES 

trial will be provided with a copy of the patient informa-

tion pack via the post or by their GP/ CMHT directly. 

The patient information pack will contain an invitation 

letter, participant information sheet, a consent to contact 

(CTC) form, and a pre-paid return envelope. If interested, 

the potential participant will either return the CTC form 

to the SPACES research team in the pre-paid envelope 

or the recruiting clinician will complete a verbal CTC 

form on behalf of the potential participant and return 

it to the SPACES study team by email, post or pass the 

details to a SPACES researcher over the phone. In addi-

tion, members of CMHTs and GPs or practice nurses will 

be invited to directly refer eligible patients to the SPACES 

team during any encounter they have with the potential 

participant (e.g., face to face or telephone appointments). 

CMHT/ GP surgeries members will be provided with 

patient information packs to give to service users who are 

receptive to participating in the SPACES trial. The pack 

will either be provided directly at a face-to-face meet-

ing, electronically, or via the post if the meeting was over 

the phone. CMHT members, GPs or practice nurses can 

gain verbal CTC from potential participants during these 

encounters and pass on their information to the SPACES 

team if verbal CTC is provided.

Posters and flyers advertising the study will also be 

placed in centres which are recruiting to the study. In 

addition, posters may also be displayed on participating 

trust’s Facebook pages and Twitter accounts. Patients 

interested in taking part in the study will be asked to 

approach their care coordinator for further information 

about the study, and if eligible and appropriate will be 

given a patient information pack.

On receipt of a completed CTC, a SPACES researcher 

will contact the potential participant to discuss the study 

and provide an opportunity to answer any questions and, 

if appropriate, arrange for consent to be taken if they 

are happy to participate given the study information 

provided.

To ensure the suitability of people prior to recruit-

ment, the GPs or CMHTs of each potential participant 

will check they meet the eligibility criteria. This will be 

done prior to the potential participant being approached 

by the SPACES research team.

Assignment of interventions: allocation

Sequence generation

Allocation will be through block, 1:1 randomisation 

(with random permuted blocks of various integer mul-

tiple of two sizes) with a separate schedule for each 

site. There will be no additional stratification fac-

tors, beside site, in the randomisation sequence. The 

study statistician in Sheffield CTRU will generate the 

randomisation schedule prior to the start of the study 

using its own web-based in-house CTRU (SCRAM) 

randomisation system.

Concealment mechanism

Allocation concealment will be ensured; the web-based 

system is secure and will not release the randomisation 

code until the patient has been recruited into the trial, 

which takes place after all baseline measurements have 

been completed. The sequence generation is conducted 

by the study statistician who is not involved in randomis-

ing and details of block sizes will not be communicated 

to the study team.

Implementation

The study statistician will generate an allocation 

sequence. At the second baseline data collection point 

(accelerometer return), the SPACES researcher will con-

tact the SPACES central team to be provided with the 

participant’s randomisation assignment. Participants are 

then told their allocation.

Assignment of interventions: blinding

Who will be blinded

By the nature of the interventions used within this study, 

blinding of the participants, clinicians and the research-

ers is not possible. However, those involved in the analy-

sis of the data will be blind to group allocation whilst the 

trial is ongoing and until the analysis is complete.

Procedure for unblinding if needed

Study personnel who are responsible for analysing data 

and reporting results will remain blinded throughout 
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the study period. As clinicians and researchers are 

not blinded to allocation there will not be a need for 

unblinding.

Data collection and management

Plans for assessment and collection of outcomes

Data collection will take place across three time points; 

baseline, and three- and six-months post-randomisation. 

Participant 1:1 randomisation occurs immediately after 

baseline data collection is complete. At baseline only, 

demographic and medical history information will be 

collected. At baseline, and the 3- and 6-month follow-

ups, primary and secondary outcome data will be col-

lected by a SPACES researcher at a face-to-face meeting 

in NHS premises, the participant’s home or another 

mutually convenient location. If for any reason a partici-

pant is not able to meet face-to-face, where possible data 

will be collected over the phone, by postal questionnaire 

or via an online questionnaire. See data collection sched-

ule for more details (Table 1).

Physical activity and sedentary behaviour data will be 

gathered using Actigraph GT9X Link or Axivity AX6 

accelerometers.1 Participants will be asked to wear the 

accelerometer for 10 days prior to each data collection 

point (baseline, three- and six-month follow-up). Accel-

erometers will be provided and collected from partici-

pants at each data collection point.

Plans to promote participant retention and complete 

follow‑up

The following plans will be utilised in order to promote 

participant retention throughout the trial period:

• Regular communication with study participants will 

be provided throughout the study, with participants 

being provided with NHS site SPACES team contact 

details for any potential queries.

• If a questionnaire is returned incomplete or contains 

errors, a researcher will call the participant for clarifi-

cation or completion of missing data.

• Participants will be advised that they are able to con-

tact a member of the research team if they require 

assistance with completing a questionnaire.

• Participants will be asked to provide contact details 

of up to three people who can be contacted if the 

SPACES team are unable to contact the participant 

directly.

In order to understand the feasibility of the trial, study 

withdrawal and dropout rates will be monitored and 

recorded. Participants will be informed that they may 

withdraw from the study at any time without influencing 

their future care or treatment. When a participant wishes 

to withdraw from the study, we will confirm the with-

drawal type from one of the following possible options:

• Where a participant in the intervention arm of the 

study wishes to withdraw from the study interven-

tion, but is prepared to continue completing follow-up 

questionnaires (i.e., no further intervention sessions 

are attended but follow up data is still collected). This 

is classed as ‘Withdrawal from the intervention’.

• Where a participant in the intervention arm of the 

study wishes to withdraw from completing any fur-

ther follow-up data but wishes to continue with the 

intervention This is classed as ‘Withdrawal from fol-

low-up’.

• Where a participant in the intervention arm wishes 

to withdraw from both the study intervention AND 

from completing any further follow-up data col-

lection. This is classed as ‘Full withdrawal’. Where a 

participant in the usual care arm wishes to withdraw 

from follow up this is classed as full withdrawal.

Data management

Data management will be provided by University of Shef-

field Clinical Trials Research Unit (CTRU) who adhere 

to their own Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) 

relating to all aspects of data management, including 

data protection and archiving. The study will use the 

CTRU’s  in-house data management system (Prospect) 

for the capture and storage of study-specific participant 

data. Access to Prospect is controlled by usernames and 

encrypted passwords. Designated staff at each site will 

enter data from source documents into the Prospect 

database. Once data have been entered, electronic vali-

dation rules are applied to the data on a regular basis; 

discrepancies are tracked and resolved through the data-

base. All collection, storage, processing and disclosure of 

personal information will be performed in compliance 

with the GDPR & Data Protection Act 2018.

Confidentiality

Participants will be informed of their right to confiden-

tiality. All information collected during the study will 

1 Axivity AX6 accelerometers are proposed to be used with one NHS site 
once the minimum recruitment threshold has been achieved. The Acti-
Graph accelerometers battery life did not consistently reach 10 days record-
ing at the specifications (e.g. 100  Hz) used in this study during testing 
(9-10  days were observed). The Axivity AX6 accelerometers at the given 
specifications do manage 10 + days of data collection, thus using Axivity 
AX6s at one site in this feasibility trial will enable us to compare the util-
ity and acceptability of the Axivity accelerometers alongside the ActiGraphs. 
It is envisaged that due to the battery life favouring the Axivity accelerom-
eters, these will be used in the main trial if deemed acceptable.
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be kept strictly confidential. Information will be held 

securely in paper and/or electronic formats at either the 

Sheffield CTRU, University of Sheffield, or Department of 

Health Sciences, University of York. All participants will 

be anonymised at the point of consent, by assignment of 

a study number. This will ensure that all personal data 

collected for the study are anonymous. Personal data and 

anonymised data will be stored separately in a restricted 

access folder on a secure university server, access will be 

password protected, and restricted to members of the 

SPACES research team. Quotations from participants 

may be used in research reports and other publications 

and presentations; however, care will be taken to protect 

the anonymity of participants so that others are not able 

to identify them.

Statistical methods

Statistical methods for primary and secondary outcomes

As the trial is a pragmatic parallel group RCT design the 

statistical analysis will be performed on an intention-to-

treat-basis and will be reported and presented according 

to the CONSORT statement extension to feasibility tri-

als [36]. As a feasibility study the analysis will be mainly 

descriptive and focus on confidence interval estimation 

and not formal hypothesis testing.

We will use the data from this feasibility study, includ-

ing reported rates of consent, recruitment and follow-up, 

and outcome measures, accelerometer-assessed min-

utes of MVPA per day (averaged over all available valid 

days), accelerometer-assessed total physical activity and 

minutes per day of sedentary behaviour (averaged over 

all available valid days), BMI, AIM, PHQ-9, SF-12, SIM-

PAQ, EQ-5D-5L, ReQoL to summarise overall and by 

randomised group, to inform sample size estimation for 

the main trial.

Accelerometer parameters will include daily 16-h per 

day wear time to constitute as valid wear time, intensity 

gradient cut off points of < 30 mg, 30–100 mg, 101–400 

mg and > 400 mg (inactive, light, moderate and vigorous 

activity respectively). Mean MVPA per day is calculated 

on 5-s epochs with a 1-min bout duration, inclusion cri-

teria of > 80%. All days (≥ 4 valid days), weekends (≥ 1 

valid days) and weekdays (≥ 3 valid days) will be calcu-

lated. Mean acceleration and intensity gradients will also 

be reported. ActiGraph GT9X link [37] and Axivity  AX61 

[38] accelerometers will utilise 100-Hz measurement fre-

quency rates. Accelerometer data will be processed using 

GGIR v2.4–0 [39] in R [http:/cran.r-project.org].

We will also include, as part of the feasibility 

analysis, estimation of the effect size for  acceler-

ometer-determined physical activity 6-months post-

randomisation (the probable primary endpoint for the 

definitive study), defined as the mean (averaged over 

all available valid days) minutes of MVPA per day, with 

confidence interval estimates to check that the likely 

effect is within a clinically relevant range (as confirma-

tion that it is worth progressing with the full trial (i.e. 

95% CI includes a difference of 6 min of MVPA per 

day)). For this we will use a  partially clustered  mixed 

effects  model with 6-month minutes of MVPA as the 

outcome and baseline minutes of MVPA, site and 

randomised group as  fixed effects and SPACES inter-

vention groups as random effects. The ICC from this 

model will be reported and will inform the ICC esti-

mate for the main trial. This information along with 

the acceptability of the study design and protocol to 

patients/GPs; the safety of the intervention; adherence 

to the intervention, patient recruitment and attrition/

retention rates will enable us to determine whether or 

not the definitive RCT is feasible, within a satisfactory 

timescale and cost envelope using UK sites alone.

We will estimate the intervention costs based on the 

delivery of the related activities and the study records 

over the intervention period. We will also test the fea-

sibility and acceptability of the bespoke health care and 

service use questionnaire. Analysis of the completeness of 

participants’ responses and use of listed services together 

with additional services recorded by participants, will 

enable further revision to collect most relevant data in 

the full RCT and eliminate questions with few responses. 

The completeness and descriptive statistics of healthcare 

resources and EQ-5D-5L will be summarised by partici-

pants’ allocated study arm. No formal cost-effectiveness 

analysis will be undertaken as the feasibility study is not 

sufficiently powered.

Interim analyses

No interim analyses are planned for this trial.

Methods for additional analyses (e.g., subgroup analyses)

Qualitative data will be analysed utilising an inductive 

approach and thematic analysis [40] to explore both par-

ticipants and intervention delivery team experiences of 

the SPACES intervention. Participant data will be cat-

egorised to understand different perspectives. Qualita-

tive analysis software, NVivo, will be used to process and 

analyse the data. Feedback from both participants and 

PACs will inform refinement of the intervention, includ-

ing the intervention manual and training, with the aim to 

improve the acceptability and feasibility of the SPACES 

intervention.

Critical variables to enable success in the full RCT 

(workstream 3) will follow a traffic light system with 

recruitment of 100%, i.e., an average of 2 participants 

per centre per month being green, 50–99% (1 – 1.9 
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participants per month) being amber, and below 50% 

being red. This will enable us to select the correct 

number of centres for the full RCT. We will also test 

our ability to achieve follow-up at our target rate in the 

feasibility study, and to ensure there is equal retention 

between arms.

Methods in analysis to handle protocol non‑adherence 

and any statistical methods to handle missing data

We will analyse the data on an intention to treat basis, 

whereby all participants recruited in the study will be 

entered into the analysis, regardless of whether or not 

they dropped out or partially adhered to their treatment 

method.

The planned primary outcome measure for the future 

trial, minutes of MVPA at 6 months, will be analysed at in 

a multiple linear regression model to compare the inter-

vention versus usual care.

Plans to give access to the full protocol, participant‑level 

data, and statistical code

This paper provides the full protocol. Interested individu-

als should contact the study co-Chief Investigator (EP) if 

interested in other data or documentation of the study.

Oversight and monitoring

Composition of the coordinating centre and trial steering 

committee

A programme management group comprising the co-

Chief Investigators, co-applicants, the programme man-

ager, the trial coordinator, the statistician and researchers 

from each of the research sites who will meet quarterly 

to oversee the general running of the project and all its 

components such as the progress of the trial and review 

recruitment. The trial will be managed on a day-to-day 

basis by the Programme Manager supported by the Chief 

Investigators and Sheffield CTRU team. The group will 

provide timely reports on the progress, or completion, 

termination or discontinuation of the study to the ethics 

committees.

The trial will be overseen by an independent Pro-

gramme Steering Committee (PSC) consisting of the 

Chief Investigators of the study, an independent chair 

and at least two other independent members (including 

someone with lived experience). The PSC will meet on at 

least a six-monthly basis via face-to-face meetings or an 

online platform to discuss progress of the trial, or more 

often as appropriate. The Data Monitoring and Ethics 

Committee (DMEC), research team and statisticians will 

report to the PSC as necessary.

Composition of the data monitoring committee, its role, 

and reporting structure

The committee will consist of independent experts, 

including a statistician and mental health profession-

als, who are independent of the principal investigator 

and the study team. Its remit will be to monitor the trial 

data, in particular quality control and quality assurance 

of the data collected, and progress of the trial including 

adherence to the trial protocol. The committee will also 

examine and ensure that the dignity, rights, safety and 

wellbeing of all study participants are maintained at all 

stages of the trial. Data reports will be supplied, including 

any adverse events, and the committee will have access 

to summary data and documentation. The Chair of the 

DMEC will be informed of any adverse events that arise 

from the study or regarding participants during the study 

period, and they will be in a position to recommend sus-

pension or ending the trial depending on the severity of 

the adverse event.

Adverse event reporting and harms

Data on adverse events will be collected on a case-

by-case basis. All adverse events and serious adverse 

events will be evaluated by an independent reviewer 

and the Chief Investigator within 24 h of the event being 

reported. A summary table of adverse events will be 

compiled on an ongoing basis and will be provided to the 

DMEC at DMEC meetings. The summary will include a 

description of the adverse event, the date of onset, sever-

ity, action taken, outcome, whether the adverse event 

was expected or not, and an evaluation of the relation-

ship of the adverse event to study procedures. Adverse 

event reports and summaries will not include any patient 

identifiable data and participants will be identified only 

by study ID number. Example adverse events include, but 

are not limited to:

• Muscle soreness which fails to resolve 72 h following 

a physical activity session

• Substantial increases in pre-existing pain which fails 

to resolve 72 h following a physical activity session

• Development of new musculoskeletal pain which fails 

to resolve 72 h following a physical activity session

• Injuries sustained as a result of an accident incurred 

travelling to or from a physical activity session

Frequency and plans for auditing trial conduct

To review study conduct, meetings with the independent 

programme steering committee will be held six monthly. 

In addition, programme management team meetings will 

be held monthly with key stakeholders.
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Plans for communicating important protocol amendments 

to relevant parties (e.g., trial participants, ethical 

committees)

Protocol changes that impact study procedures or risk 

to human subjects will be approved by the West of Scot-

land NHS Research Ethics Committee and if applica-

ble reflected in a revised participant information sheet 

and consent form which will be reviewed and signed 

by all active participants. Protocol changes will also be 

reported to NIHR PGfAR in progress reports.

Dissemination plans

Findings from this study will be shared publicly and dis-

seminated through publication in peer-reviewed jour-

nals, conference presentations and social media outlets.

Discussion
This protocol outlines the methods to be used in the 

SPACES feasibility and acceptability trial. This study out-

lines step two (assessment of intervention feasibility and 

evaluation design) or four, of the NIHR’s updated frame-

work on developing complex interventions and consid-

ers the six core elements for intervention design [41]. We 

know that people living with SMI, on average, die 15–20 

years prematurely [1], with over 70% of these deaths 

being attributable to preventable physical health condi-

tions [2] linked to health behaviours such as physical (in) 

activity and sedentary behaviour. Furthermore, research 

demonstrates that people with SMI are less active than 

the general population [3, 7] and experience unique bar-

riers to being physically active [8]. This study, therefore, 

aims to address an important health need, with an oppor-

tunity to manifest positive strategies to reduce the wid-

ening health inequality gap between those with SMI and 

the general population. Conventional treatment methods 

to reduce this gap have not necessarily been successful in 

improving physical health or QoL [9] for those with SMI. 

Previous studies attempting to address physical activity 

behaviour for the SMI population have had various limi-

tations, such as sample size, however, have demonstrated 

promise for behaviour change [17]. In addition, the feasi-

bility and acceptability of a physical activity intervention 

delivered within NHS pathways is yet to be understood.

Through assessing the feasible and acceptable of the 

SPACES intervention, we will uncover the necessary 

information to improve and refine the intervention and 

implementation process. This knowledge will be used to 

inform a larger scale RCT, investigating the effectiveness 

of the SPACES intervention for various health outcomes. 

Understanding effective methods to enable people with 

SMI to live healthier, more active lives, is likely to have a 

positive impact on the widening health inequalities gap 

between those with SMI and those without SMI. The 

SPACES intervention was co-produced by those with 

lived experiences of SMI and professionals who support 

those with SMI, thus, is well-positioned to reveal poten-

tially effective strategies to support those with SMI to live 

physically active lives.

Trial status
Trial recruitment commenced on 01st December 

2022 and was completed by 20th April 2023. The 

trial closed with all follow-ups complete on the 18th 

December 2023. Current protocol version is 1.2 (dated 

12/02/2024). 

Abbreviations

AIM  Acceptability Intervention Measure

BMI  Body Mass Index

CI  Confidence Interval

CMHT  Community Mental Health Team

CONSORT  Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials

CTC   Consent to Contact

CTRU   Clinical Trials Research Unit

DMEC  Data Monitoring and Ethics Committee

DSM‑V  Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders – 5

EQ5D  Euro Quality of Life 5 Dimensions

GAD  Generalised Anxiety Disorder assessment

GP  General Practitioner

Hz  Hertz

ICD  International Classification of Diseases

ISRCTN  International Standard Randomised Controlled Trial Number

MVPA  Moderate to Vigorous Physical Activity

NIHR  National Institute for Health and Care Research

NHS  National Health Service

PA  Physical Activity

PAC  Physical Activity Coordinator

PGfAR  Programme Grants for Applied Research

PHQ  Patient Health Questionnaire

PSC  Programme Steering Committee

QoL  Quality of Life

RCT   Randomised Controlled Trial

ReQol  Recovering Quality of Life

RPE  Rate of Perceived Exertion

SF‑12  Short Form‑12

SIMPAQ  Simple Physical Activity Questionnaire

SMI  Severe Mental Ill Health

SOP  Standard Operating Procedure

UK  United Kingdom

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 

org/ 10. 1186/ s40814‑ 024‑ 01460‑0.

Additional file 1: Appendix A 

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank all those who were involved in some way to the devel‑

opment of this trial, including the trial sponsor, Sheffield Health and Social 

Care NHS Foundation Trust, our Patient and Public Involvement group, and the 

Programme Steering Committee, for their time and willingness to support in 

the design and set up of the SPACES intervention described in this protocol.

Authors’ contributions

 All authors are deemed to meet the ICMJE guidelines for roles of authors 

and contributors. Authors EP and SG are the Chief Investigators for the trial, 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-024-01460-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-024-01460-0


Page 13 of 14Jones et al. Pilot and Feasibility Studies           (2024) 10:32  

conceived the study, led the development of the proposal, and aided trial 

design and revisions of the manuscript. Author GJ, GT, led the development 

of the intervention, led the preparation of this manuscript, and assisted in the 

development of the trial design alongside EP, LB, RB, SB, CC, RC, SC, SD, MF, SG, 

HH, AH, EH, MH, EL, JL, KM, SP, HQ, BS, GTT, ET, LW, SWa, SWe, and EW. Authors, 

GJ, SC, MF, EP, GT, LW, will oversee the intervention implementation. All authors 

aided protocol revisions.

Funding

This trial was funded by the National Institute for Health and Care Research 

Programme Grants for Applied Research (PGfAR). Reference number: 

NIHR201618. The views and opinions therein are those of the authors and do 

not necessarily reflect those of the NIHR or PGfAR.

Availability of data and materials

 Any data required to support the protocol will be supplied on request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate

This trial was provided ethical approval on the 1st September 2022 (ref: 22/

WS/0101) by the West of Scotland NHS Research Ethics Committee. Any proto‑

col amendments will be signed off by the REC and will be reported to PGfAR 

in progress reports. Regarding recruitment for this trial, all participants will 

provide written, informed consent to participate. Participants will be informed 

they have the right to withdraw from the study at any time and for any reason, 

and all participants are made aware that withdrawal will not affect their usual 

care.

Consent for publication

Not applicable as no data was collected for the production of this manuscript. 

Consent form added as Appendix A.

Competing interests

There are no known competing interest from the manuscript team apart from 

authors GJ and GT who co‑created the SPACES intervention via co‑production 

with other stakeholders. The sponsor, Sheffield Health and Social Care NHS 

Foundation Trust, will not be involved in the analysis or interpretation of the 

results or the decision to publish the findings.

Author details
1 Advanced Wellbeing Research Centre, Sheffield Hallam University, Shef‑

field S9 3TU, UK. 2 School of Medicine, University of Leeds, Leeds LS2 9JT, 

UK. 3 Department of Health Sciences, University of York, York YO10 5DD, UK. 
4 School of Health and Related Research, University of Sheffield, Sheffield S1 

4DA, UK. 5 Sheffield Health and Social Care NHS Foundation Trust, Distington 

House, Atlas Way, Sheffield S4 7QQ, UK. 6 Institute of Psychiatry, Psychology 

and Neuroscience, Kings College London, London WC2R 2LS, UK. 7 Institute 

for Health and Care Improvement, York St John University, York YO31 7EX, UK. 
8 School of Health Sciences, City, University of London, London EC1V 0HB, UK. 
9 School of Medical and Health Sciences, Bangor University, Gwynedd LL57 

2DG, UK. 10 Sport and Physical Activity Research Centre, Health and Wellbeing 

Department, Sheffield Hallam University, Sheffield, UK. 

Received: 5 June 2023   Accepted: 6 February 2024

References

 1. Hayes JF, Marston L, Walters K, King MB, Osborn DPJ. Mortality gap 

for people with bipolar disorder and schizophrenia: UK‑based cohort 

study 2000–2014. Br J Psychiatry. 2017;211(3):175–81. https:// doi. org/ 

10. 1192/ bjp. bp. 117. 202606.

 2. Correll CU, Solmi M, Veronese N, Bortolato B, Rosson S, Santonastaso P, 

et al. Prevalence, incidence and mortality from cardiovascular disease 

in patients with pooled and specific severe mental illness: a large‑scale 

meta‑analysis of 3,211,768 patients and 113,383,368 controls. World 

Psychiatry. 2017;16(2):163–80. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ wps. 20420.

 3. Vancampfort D, Firth J, Schuch FB, Rosenbaum S, Mugisha J, Hallgren 

M, et al. Sedentary behavior and physical activity levels in people with 

schizophrenia, bipolar disorder and major depressive disorder: a global 

systematic review and meta‑analysis. World Psychiatry. 2017;16(3):308–

15. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ wps. 20458.

 4. NHS. The NHS Long Term Plan 2019. Available from: https:// www. longt 

ermpl an. nhs. uk/ wp‑ conte nt/ uploa ds/ 2019/ 08/ nhs‑ long‑ term‑ plan‑ versi 

on‑1. 2. pdf [Accessed 20th Feb 2023].

 5. Biswas A, Oh PI, Faulkner GE, Bajaj RR, Silver MA, Mitchell MS, et al. Sed‑

entary time and its association with risk for disease incidence, mortality, 

and hospitalization in adults: a systematic review and meta‑analysis. Ann 

Intern Med. 2015;162(2):123–32. https:// doi. org/ 10. 7326/ M14‑ 1651.

 6. World Health Organization. Physical Inactivity: A Global Public Health 

Problem 2019 Available from: https:// www. who. int/ dietp hysic alact ivity/ 

facts heet_ inact ivity/ en/ [Accessed  20th Feb 2023].

 7. Mishu MP, Peckham EJ, Heron PN, Tew GA, Stubbs B, Gilbody S. Factors 

associated with regular physical activity participation among peo‑

ple with severe mental ill health. Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol. 

2019;54(7):887–95. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00127‑ 018‑ 1639‑2.

 8. Firth J, Rosenbaum S, Stubbs B, Gorczynski P, Yung AR, Vancampfort D. 

Motivating factors and barriers towards exercise in severe mental illness: 

a systematic review and meta‑analysis. Psychol Med. 2016;46(14):2869–

81. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ S0033 29171 60017 32.

 9. Firth J, Siddiqi N, Koyanagi A, Siskind D, Rosenbaum S, Galletly C, et al. The 

Lancet Psychiatry Commission: a blueprint for protecting physical health 

in people with mental illness. Lancet Psychiatry. 2019;6(8):675–712.

 10. Stubbs B, Vancampfort D, Hallgren M, Firth J, Veronese N, Solmi M, et al. 

EPA guidance on physical activity as a treatment for severe mental 

illness: a meta‑review of the evidence and Position Statement from the 

European Psychiatric Association (EPA), supported by the International 

Organization of Physical Therapists in Mental Health (IOPTMH). Eur Psy‑

chiatry. 2018;54:124–44. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. eurpsy. 2018. 07. 004.

 11. Such E, Burton H, Copeland RJ, Davies R, Goyder E, Jeanes R, et al. Devel‑

oping a theory‑driven framework for a football intervention for men with 

severe, moderate or enduring mental health problems: a participatory 

realist synthesis. J Ment Health. 2020;29(3):277–88. https:// doi. org/ 10. 

1080/ 09638 237. 2019. 15813 39.

 12. Leamy M, Bird V, Le Boutillier C, Williams J, Slade M. Conceptual frame‑

work for personal recovery in mental health: systematic review and 

narrative synthesis. Br J Psychiatry. 2011;199(6):445–52. https:// doi. org/ 10. 

1192/ bjp. bp. 110. 083733.

 13. Walker L, Dawson S, Brady, S, Hillison, E, Horspool M, Jones G, Wildbore 

E, & Peckham EJ. Co‑producing a physical activity intervention with and 

for people with severe mental ill health – the spaces story. Qualitative 

Research in Sport, Exercise and Health. 2023: 1–13. https:// doi. org/ 10. 

1080/ 21596 76x. 2022. 21616 10

 14. UK Public General Acts. Mental Capacity Act 2005. Available from: https:// 

www. legis lation. gov. uk/ ukpga/ 2005/9/ conte nts [Accessed 20th Feb 

2023].

 15. Smelt AF, van der Weele GM, Blom JW, Gussekloo J, Assendelft WJ. How 

usual is usual care in pragmatic intervention studies in primary care? An 

overview of recent trials. Br J Gen Pract. 2010;60(576):305–18. https:// doi. 

org/ 10. 3399/ bjgp1 0X514 819.

 16. Department of Health and social care. UK Chief Medical Officers’ Physical 

Activity Guidelines. Available from: https:// assets. publi shing. servi ce. gov. 

uk/ gover nment/ uploa ds/ system/ uploa ds/ attac hment_ data/ file/ 832868/ 

uk‑ chief‑ medic al‑ offic ers‑ physi cal‑ activ ity‑ guide lines. pdf [Accessed 20 

Feb 2023].

 17. Williams J, Stubbs B, Richardson S, Flower C, Barr‑Hamilton L, Grey B, 

Hubbard K, Spaducci G, Gaughran F, Craig T. ‘Walk this way’: results from 

a pilot randomised controlled trial of a healthy coaching intervention to 

reduce sedentary behaviour and increase physical activity in people with 

serious mental illness. BMC Psychiatry. 2019;19:287–287. https:// doi. org/ 

10. 1186/ s12888‑ 019‑ 2274‑5.

 18. Ryan RM, Deci EL. Self‑determination theory and the facilitation of 

intrinsic motivation, social development, and well‑being. Am Psychol. 

2000;55(1):68–78. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ 0003‑ 066X. 55.1. 68.

 19. Michie S, Richardson M, Johnston M, Abraham C, Francis J, Hardeman W, 

Eccles MP, Cane J, Wood CE. The behavior change technique taxonomy 

(v1) of 93 hierarchically clustered techniques: building an international 

https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.117.202606
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.117.202606
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20420
https://doi.org/10.1002/wps.20458
https://www.longtermplan.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/nhs-long-term-plan-version-1.2.pdf
https://www.longtermplan.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/nhs-long-term-plan-version-1.2.pdf
https://www.longtermplan.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/08/nhs-long-term-plan-version-1.2.pdf
https://doi.org/10.7326/M14-1651
https://www.who.int/dietphysicalactivity/factsheet_inactivity/en/
https://www.who.int/dietphysicalactivity/factsheet_inactivity/en/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-018-1639-2
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291716001732
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2018.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638237.2019.1581339
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638237.2019.1581339
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.110.083733
https://doi.org/10.1192/bjp.bp.110.083733
https://doi.org/10.1080/2159676x.2022.2161610
https://doi.org/10.1080/2159676x.2022.2161610
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2005/9/contents
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2005/9/contents
https://doi.org/10.3399/bjgp10X514819
https://doi.org/10.3399/bjgp10X514819
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/832868/uk-chief-medical-officers-physical-activity-guidelines.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/832868/uk-chief-medical-officers-physical-activity-guidelines.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/832868/uk-chief-medical-officers-physical-activity-guidelines.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-019-2274-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-019-2274-5
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.55.1.68


Page 14 of 14Jones et al. Pilot and Feasibility Studies           (2024) 10:32 

consensus for the reporting of behavior change interventions. Ann Behav 

Med. 2013;46(1):81–95. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12160‑ 013‑ 9486‑6.

 20. Tew GA, Bailey L, Beeken RJ, Cooper C, Copeland R, Brady S, Heron P, 

Hill A, Lee E, Spanakis P, Stubbs B, Traviss‑Turner G, Walker L, Walters S, 

Gilbody S, Peckham E. Physical activity in adults with schizophrenia and 

bipolar disorder: A large cross‑sectional survey exploring patterns, prefer‑

ences, barriers, and motivating factors. Int J Environ Res Public Heath. 

2023;20(3):2548. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ ijerp h2003 2548.

 21. Johnston M, Carey RN, Connell Bohlen LE, Jognston DW, Rothman AJ, 

Bruin M, Kelly MP, Groarke H, Michie S. Development of an online tool for 

linking behavior change techniques and mechanisms of action based on 

triangulation of findings from literature synthesis and expert consensus. 

Transl Behav Med. 2021;11:1049–65. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ tbm/ ibaa0 50.

 22. Heart Online. Rating of perceived exertion: Borg Scales. Available from: 

https:// www. heart online. org. au/ media/ DRL/ Rating_ of_ perce ived_ exert 

ion_‑_ Borg_ scale. pdf [Accessed 20 Feb 2023].

 23. Weiner BJ, Lewis CC, Stanick C, Powell BJ, Dorsey CN, Clary AS, et al. 

Psychometric assessment of three newly developed implementation out‑

come measures. Implement Sci. 2017;12(1):108. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 

s13012‑ 017‑ 0635‑3.

 24. Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JB. The PHQ‑9: validity of a brief depression 

severity measure. J Gen Intern Med. 2001;16(9):606–13. https:// doi. org/ 

10. 1046/j. 1525‑ 1497. 2001. 01600 9606.x.

 25. Spitzer RL, Kroenke K, Williams JB, Löwe B. A brief measure for assess‑

ing generalized anxiety disorder: the GAD‑7. Arch Intern Med. 

2006;166(10):1092–7. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1001/ archi nte. 166. 10. 1092.

 26. Rosenbaum S, Morell R, Abdel‑Baki A, Ahmadpanah M, Anilkumar TV, 

Baie L, et al. Assessing physical activity in people with mental illness: 

23‑country reliability and validity of the simple physical activity question‑

naire (SIMPAQ). BMC Psychiatry. 2020;20(1):108. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 

s12888‑ 020‑ 2473‑0.

 27. Balestroni G, Bertolotti G. EuroQol‑5D (EQ‑5D): an instrument for measur‑

ing quality of life. Monaldi Arch Chest Dis. 2012;78(3):155–9. https:// doi. 

org/ 10. 4081/ monal di. 2012. 121.

 28. Ware J Jr, Kosinski M, Keller SD. A 12‑Item Short‑Form Health Survey: 

construction of scales and preliminary tests of reliability and validity. 

Med Care. 1996;34(3):220–33. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ 00005 650‑ 19960 

3000‑ 00003.

 29. Brazier J, Connell J, Papaioannou D, Mukuria C, Mulhern B, Peasgood T, 

et al. A systematic review, psychometric analysis and qualitative assess‑

ment of generic preference‑based measures of health in mental health 

populations and the estimation of mapping functions from widely used 

specific measures. Health Technol Assess. 2014;18(34):vii‑viii. https:// doi. 

org/ 10. 3310/ hta18 340

 30. Whitehead AL, Julious SA, Cooper CL, Campbell MJ. Estimating the sam‑

ple size for a pilot randomised trial to minimise the overall trial sample 

size for the external pilot and main trial for a continuous outcome vari‑

able. Stat Methods Med Res. 2016;25(3):1057–73. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 

09622 80215 588241.

 31. Julious SA. Sample size of 12 per group rule of thumb for a pilot study. 

Pharm Stat. 2005;4(4):287–91. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ pst. 185.

 32. Browne RH. On the use of a pilot sample for sample size determination. 

Stat Med. 1995;14(17):1933–40. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ sim. 47801 41709.

 33. Sim J, Lewis M. The size of a pilot study for a clinical trial should be 

calculated in relation to considerations of precision and efficiency. J Clin 

Epidemiol. 2012;65(3):301–8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jclin epi. 2011. 07. 011.

 34. Teare MD, Dimairo M, Shephard N, Hayman A, Whitehead A, Walters 

SJ. Sample size requirements to estimate key design parameters from 

external pilot randomised controlled trials: a simulation study. Trials. 

2014;15:264. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 1745‑ 6215‑ 15‑ 264.

 35. Malterud K, Siersma VD, Guassora AD. Sample size in qualitative 

interview studies: Guided by information power. Innovative Methods. 

2016;26(13):1753–60.

 36. Eldridge SM, Chan CL, Campbell MJ, Bond CM, Hopewell S, Thabane 

L, et al. CONSORT 2010 statement: extension to randomised pilot and 

feasibility trials. Pilot Feasibility Stud. 2016;2:64. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 

s40814‑ 016‑ 0105‑8.

 37. ActiGraph. ActiGraph GT9X Link. Available from: https:// actig raphc orp. 

com/ actig raph‑ link/ [Accessed  20th Feb 2023].

 38. Axivity. AX6. Available from: https:// axivi ty. com/ produ ct/ ax6 [Accessed 

20 February 2023].

 39. Migueles JH, Rowlands AV, Huber F, Sabia S, van Hees VT. GGIR: A research 

community‑Driven open source R package for generating physical aci‑

tivty and sleep outcomes from multi‑day raw accelerometer data. Journal 

for the Measurement of Physical Behaviour. 2019;2:188–96.

 40. Ritchie J, Lewis J, Nicholls CM, Ormston R. Qualitative Research Practice: A 

Guide for Social Science Students and Researchers. 2nd ed. London: Sage 

Publications Ltd; 2014.

 41. Skivington K, Matthews L, Simpson SA, Craig P, Baird J, Blazeby JM, et al. 

A new framework for developing and evaluating complex interventions: 

updater of Medical Research Council guidance. BMJ. 2021;374:2061. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 1136/ bmj. n2061.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub‑

lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12160-013-9486-6
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph20032548
https://doi.org/10.1093/tbm/ibaa050
https://www.heartonline.org.au/media/DRL/Rating_of_perceived_exertion_-_Borg_scale.pdf
https://www.heartonline.org.au/media/DRL/Rating_of_perceived_exertion_-_Borg_scale.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13012-017-0635-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13012-017-0635-3
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x
https://doi.org/10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-020-2473-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-020-2473-0
https://doi.org/10.4081/monaldi.2012.121
https://doi.org/10.4081/monaldi.2012.121
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-199603000-00003
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005650-199603000-00003
https://doi.org/10.3310/hta18340
https://doi.org/10.3310/hta18340
https://doi.org/10.1177/0962280215588241
https://doi.org/10.1177/0962280215588241
https://doi.org/10.1002/pst.185
https://doi.org/10.1002/sim.4780141709
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2011.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1186/1745-6215-15-264
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-016-0105-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40814-016-0105-8
https://actigraphcorp.com/actigraph-link/
https://actigraphcorp.com/actigraph-link/
https://axivity.com/product/ax6
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n2061

	Supporting physical activity through co-production in people with severe mental ill health (SPACES): protocol for a randomised controlled feasibility trial
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Method 
	Discussion 
	Trial registration 

	Introduction
	Background and rationale
	Objectives
	Trial design

	Methods: participants, interventions, and outcomes
	Study setting
	Eligibility criteria
	Inclusion criteria
	Exclusion criteria

	Who will take informed consent?
	Interventions
	Explanation for the choice of comparators
	Intervention description
	Criteria for discontinuing or modifying allocated interventions
	Strategies to improve adherence to interventions
	Relevant concomitant care permitted or prohibited during the trial
	Provisions for post-trial care

	Outcomes
	Primary outcome measure
	Secondary efficacy outcome measures
	Accelerometer details
	Participant timeline
	Sample size
	Recruitment
	Recruitment of NHS sites

	Recruitment of participants
	Assignment of interventions: allocation
	Sequence generation
	Concealment mechanism
	Implementation

	Assignment of interventions: blinding
	Who will be blinded
	Procedure for unblinding if needed

	Data collection and management
	Plans for assessment and collection of outcomes
	Plans to promote participant retention and complete follow-up

	Data management
	Confidentiality
	Statistical methods
	Statistical methods for primary and secondary outcomes
	Interim analyses
	Methods for additional analyses (e.g., subgroup analyses)
	Methods in analysis to handle protocol non-adherence and any statistical methods to handle missing data
	Plans to give access to the full protocol, participant-level data, and statistical code

	Oversight and monitoring
	Composition of the coordinating centre and trial steering committee
	Composition of the data monitoring committee, its role, and reporting structure
	Adverse event reporting and harms

	Frequency and plans for auditing trial conduct
	Plans for communicating important protocol amendments to relevant parties (e.g., trial participants, ethical committees)
	Dissemination plans


	Discussion
	Trial status
	Acknowledgements
	References


