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Abstract

Background:  Remission of Type 2 diabetes is achievable through dietary change and weight loss. 
In the UK, lifestyle advice and referrals to weight loss programmes predominantly occur in primary 
care where most Type 2 diabetes is managed.
Objective:  To quantify the association between primary care experience and remission of Type 2 
diabetes over 5-year follow-up.
Methods:  A prospective cohort study of adults with Type 2 diabetes registered to 49 general 
practices in the East of England, UK. Participants were followed-up for 5 years and completed the 
Consultation and Relational Empathy measure (CARE) on diabetes-specific primary care experiences 
over the first year after diagnosis of the disease. Remission at 5-year follow-up was measured 
with HbA1c levels. Univariable and multivariable logistic regression models were constructed to 
quantify the association between primary care experience and remission of diabetes.
Results:  Of 867 participants, 30% (257) achieved remission of Type 2 diabetes at 5 years. Six hundred 
twenty-eight had complete data at follow-up and were included in the analysis. Participants who 
reported higher CARE scores in the 12 months following diagnosis were more likely to achieve 
remission at 5 years in multivariable models; odds ratio = 1.03 (95% confidence interval = 1.01–
1.05, P = 0.01).
Conclusion:  Primary care practitioners should pay greater attention to delivering optimal patient 
experiences alongside clinical management of the disease as this may contribute towards 
remission of Type 2 diabetes. Further work is needed to examine which aspects of the primary care 
experience might be optimized and how these could be operationalized.
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Background

Over 360 million primary care consultations occur each year in 
the UK accounting for 80% of all chronic disease management (1). 
Health care policy and a growing body of scientific evidence has high-
lighted the role of primary care as a valuable tool in slowing disease 

progress and managing complications associated with chronic dis-
ease (2,3). This has been emphasized in Type 2 diabetes, which af-
fects 4 million people in the UK and accounts for one in every five 
primary care consultations. Previous trial and observational studies 
suggest a therapeutic effect of primary care consultation experiences 
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on diabetes outcomes (4–6). We and others have carried out system-
atic reviews reporting that, where patients perceive better primary 
care experiences (i.e. those that involve listening, empathy and mu-
tual decision-making), it may result in better intermediate diabetes 
outcomes, including lower HbA1c levels (4–6). It is hypothesized that 
experiences, especially those focusing on the relational aspects, such 
as listening, empathy, understanding and shared decision-making, 
may result in enhanced trust and satisfaction, which, in turn, leads 
to be improved management. It may also empower and motivate 
patients towards adherence to medications and uptake of advice on 
physical activity or self-management of the condition.

To date, most evidence on the impact of primary care experience 
is limited to short-term follow-up (3,5). There is a paucity of evi-
dence examining experiences in relation to longer term outcomes, 
including remission of the disease. Remission has been shown to 
be achievable in Type 2 diabetes and can be defined as an HbA1c 
level of less than 6.5% (48 mmol/mol) in the absence of pharma-
cological or surgical intervention (7). Healthy behaviours, such as 
physical activity, dietary changes and subsequent weight loss, have 
been shown to induce remission (8–10). Advice on physical activity, 
dietary changes and initial discussions about referrals to weight loss 
or physical activity programmes commonly occur within primary 
care consultations. The contribution of the primary care experience 
to delivering effective lifestyle advice or initiating referrals in rela-
tion to weight loss services has been highlighted by the PROMISE 
modelling study, as well as larger trials of GP-led brief interventions 
in consultations (11,12). Given the position of primary care in pro-
viding an important context for diabetes management, including life-
style advice and support, patient experiences of consultations could 
be an important determinant of remission. Accordingly, in this study, 
we describe the characteristics of people who achieve remission 
and aim to quantify the association between primary care consult-
ation experience and remission of Type 2 diabetes over an extended 
follow-up of 5 years.

Methods

Study design and setting
We carried out a prospective cohort study using data collected from 
the Anglo-Danish-Dutch Study of Intensive Treatment in People with 
Screen Detected Diabetes in Primary Care (ADDITION) Cambridge 
(13). This was a cluster randomized controlled trial that examined 
the effects of intensive multifactorial treatment compared to routine 
care amongst individuals with screen-detected Type 2 diabetes (14). 
The trial was set in the East of England and used a stepwise screening 
programme to identify people who were at risk of Type 2 diabetes 
and then followed them up for 5 years where they received routine 
primary care (14,15). Type 2 diabetes was diagnosed according to 
the 1999 World Health Organization criteria (16) and participants 
were excluded at diagnosis if they were pregnant, breast-feeding, 
had psychiatric illness, prevented informed consent or had a dis-
ease with a likely prognosis of less than a year. At the start of the 
trial, there were 867 participants who agreed to participate across 

49 GP practices. A detailed description of the trial has been reported 
in previous publications (17). The trial was not intended to alter 
consultation experiences and there were no significant differences 
in consultation measures between arms (17). Therefore, data were 
pooled from both arms and presented for the whole cohort.

Measurements
At diagnosis, participants provided baseline information con-
cerning age, sex and medication using standardized questionnaires. 
They also completed standardized questionnaires on self-reported 
age, gender, ethnicity (white, black, Asian, other or no response), 
socio-economic class and education level according to Register 
General Classifications.

Clinical and anthropometric measures, such as blood pressure, 
weight and height were undertaken by trained staff, following 
standard operating procedures (17,18). Further details on data col-
lection methods have been reported previously (15,18).

Primary care experience was the main exposure variable. We 
specifically enquired about primary care experiences with GPs and 
nurses over the year following diagnosis of Type 2 diabetes. This was 
measured with a numerical score using the previously validated con-
sultation and relational empathy (CARE) measure (19). The CARE 
measure quantifies experiences in primary care with a particular 
focus on relational aspects, such as empathy, compassion, under-
standing, shared decision-making and whether the patient felt lis-
tened to, considered as a whole person and understood (19,20). The 
CARE measure includes 10 questions, each answered on a Likert 
scale from 1 to 5, which are then summed together to give a total 
score. The CARE measure has been shown to have high reliability 
and validity when tested across thousands of primary care consult-
ations in the UK (20). It has also been shown to have good predictive 
validity with a previous study demonstrating CARE measure results 
at baseline correlating strongly with CARE measure results many 
months later (21). The CARE measure asks about primary care ex-
periences through the consultation and, to focus patient’s responses 
to diabetes-specific primary care experiences, the first line of the 
questionnaire read as follows: please rate the following statements 
about consultations related to Type 2 diabetes in the preceding year 
(20). The CARE measure then included questions shown in Box 1.

The main outcome was remission at 5-year follow-up determined 
by venous blood samples for HbA1c levels. Remission was defined as 
an HbA1c level on venous blood of <6.5% (48 mmol/mol) in the ab-
sence of any diabetes medications or surgery.

Statistical analysis
Participant characteristics were summarized at baseline (i.e. at diag-
nosis) and 5-year follow-up using means [standard deviations (SDs)] 
or frequencies. To examine differences in characteristics between par-
ticipants who achieved remission and those who did not, we used the 
chi-square and t-test where appropriate. Differences between character-
istics of participants with and without missing data were also examined 
by comparing the distributions of factors measured at baseline between 
those who were and were not missing remission data. Data were pooled 

Key Messages

•	 Thirty per cent of participants achieved remission of diabetes through lifestyle changes.
•	 Positive primary care experiences increased likelihood of remission.
•	 Clinicians must optimize patient experiences alongside biological markers.
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from both trial groups and presented for the whole cohort adjusted for 
trial group. We carried out a complete case analysis. Univariable logistic 
regression models were used to quantify the association between CARE 
score (as a continuous variable) and remission at 5 years, generating 
odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals. Multivariable models were 
then constructed adjusted on a priori reasoning. Stepwise nested models 
were examined as follows: Model 1 adjusted for baseline HbA1c, base-
line weight and time since diagnosis; Model 2 additionally adjusted 
for socio-demographic characteristics, including age, sex, ethnicity 
(white or other), education level (full-time education finished at <16 or 
>16 years), occupation (managerial and professional, intermediate and 
manual), trial group and clustering by practice; and Model 3 addition-
ally took into account disease severity and considered co-morbidities, 
including blood pressure, total cholesterol and all prescribed medica-
tions. Because, the starting point of HbA1c might be important in those 
who go into remission, all our models were adjusted for this at baseline, 
and we also carried out subgroup analysis, including only participants 
with HbA1c >6.5%. Statistical analysis was conducted in STATA ver-
sion 15 (Stata, College Station, TX)

Results

Participant characteristics
Of the 867 ADDITION participants, there were 628 who had com-
pleted the CARE measure. Missing data was more likely amongst 

people who reported lower education levels or who had unskilled 
employment. Most of this cohort was white (97%) and male (68%) 
with a mean (SD) age of 60.8 (7.1) years. Forty-eight per cent of the 
cohort left school before 16 years and 42% reported unskilled back-
grounds. Participant baseline socio-demographic characteristics are 
shown in Table 1 according to remission status at 5-year follow-up. 
Overall, 30% of this cohort achieved remission of diabetes at 5-year 
follow-up. From the original trial, 49.5% of these were in the routine 
care group and 51% were in the intervention group. We combined 
the groups and adjusted for trial group within our analyses. Those 
who achieved remission reported slightly higher education levels 
than those who did not achieve remission (45% of remitters com-
pleted education between 16 and 18 years compared to only 38% 
amongst non-remitters). Non-remitters were also more likely to be 
in unskilled professions compared to remitters (39% versus 44%). 
There were no other differences in baseline socio-demographic char-
acteristics between remitters and non-remitters.

In terms of clinical baseline variables, remitters had better car-
diovascular disease risk factor profiles with significant differences in 
baseline weight, HbA1c levels, prescribed medications and number 
of co-morbidities. Between baseline and 5-year follow-up, clinical 
measures improved in both remitters and non-remitters; our obser-
vational findings show a significant improvements in weight, blood 
pressure, cholesterol and HbA1c levels between baseline and 5-year 
follow-up. There were also significant increases in the number of 
participants prescribed blood pressure and lipid-lowering medica-
tion in both groups. These clinical measures amongst participants 
are summarized in Table 2. Primary care experiences according to 
the CARE measure did not vary significantly between remitters 
and non-remitters with a mean (SD) score of 39 (9.9) and 40 (9.3), 
respectively.

Remission of Type 2 diabetes at 5-year follow-up
In multivariate models, we observed that better primary care experi-
ences (according to unit changes in CARE measure) were associated 
with statistically higher odds of remission. In the maximally adjusted 
model, this was associated with 3% higher odds of remission with 
each unit increase in CARE measure. Similar positive trends were 
observed in unadjusted models, but these did not reach significance. 
These results are summarized in Table 3 below. We also conducted 
subgroup analysis, including only those with HbA1c levels >6.5% 
and we found similar statistically significant results.

Table 1.  Baseline participant socio-demographic characteristics amongst those who completed the CARE measure presented by remission 
status (n = 628) 

Variables Remitters Non-remitters

n n

Mean (SD) age in years 191 61.1(6.9) 437 60.9(7.2)
Ethnicity (% white) 191 188(98) 437 421(96)
Male 191 112(59) 437 265(61)
Socio-economic class 
  Professional 188 68(36) 425 145(34)
  Skilled 47(25) 93(22)
  Partly/not skilled 73(39) 187(44)
Education 
  Full-time education finished at <16years 187 81(43) 429 219(51)
  Full-time education finished at 16–18 years 85(45) 163(38)
  Full-time education finished at >18years 21(11) 47(11)

Baseline data was collected between 2002 and 2006.

Box 1: Sample questions from the CARE measure

How good was the practitioner at:

1.	 making you feel at ease;
2.	 letting you tell your story;
3.	 really listening;
4.	 being interested in you as a whole person;
5.	 fully understanding your concerns;
6.	 showing care and compassion;
7.	 being positive;
8.	 explaining things clearly;
9.	 helping you to take control;

10.   making a plan of action with you.
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Discussion

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to examine the 
primary care experience in relation to remission of Type 2 diabetes. 
Our results demonstrate a modest but important potential of the 
primary care experience in achieving remission of Type 2 diabetes.

Comparison to existing literature
Our study adds to the growing body of evidence and governmental 
policy for ‘making every consultation count’ towards preventing 
chronic disease and its associated complications (2,22). Until now, 
the evidence to support this in Type 2 diabetes has mainly looked at 
short-term intermediate outcomes (4–6,23). We now report that re-
mission over the longer term is achievable within a population-based 
sample across many GP practices representing a range of experiences 
of primary care. Our observational findings show a statistically posi-
tive association, but the odds of remission were only increased by 
1–3% with better reported experiences. This is a 3% higher odds 
of remission with each unit increase in CARE measure. Clinically, 
this suggests that the patient’s perception of experience alone is im-
portant but may only contribute a small part of what is likely to be a 
complex and multifactorial process of achieving remission.

Our results suggest that weight loss is far more important on this 
pathway (9,24,25). We observed significant changes in the weight 
between baseline and 5-year follow-up corresponding to high rates 

of remission and have published this data in a separate paper (26). 
Primary care experiences that were perceived positively by patients 
may well be those that included supportive and empowering discus-
sions about weight loss and subsequent adherence to doctor’s advice. 
Previous evidence in UK primary care cohorts suggest that oppor-
tunistic discussions about weight loss should occur more frequently 
as they can lead to adherence to weight loss activities (27). Our study 
did not contain data on the specific content of these consultations or 
which aspects of the experience were most meaningful to patients.

In our results, we also reported differences between remitters and 
non-remitters in prescribed medications. Remission includes partici-
pants who are not prescribed hypoglycaemic medication but there 
were differences in lipid-lowering and blood pressure medications. 
Steinke et al. previously demonstrated in non-diabetes populations 
that communication and the relational aspects of the experience 
with practitioners were significant contributors to the practitioner’s 
decision to prescribe medications (28). Similarly, Bradley’s qualita-
tive study with 69 GPs and 5 GP trainees suggested that decisions 
to prescribe medications were influenced by the doctor–patient rela-
tionship (29). Earlier studies show that patient experience measures 
tend to be more positive if medications were prescribed (30). It is 
plausible, therefore, that patient’s rating of primary care experiences 
may reflect the doctor–patient relationship and subsequent deci-
sions by practitioners to prescribe medications. Others have demon-
strated associations between blood glucose and both statins and beta 
blockers, although the direction of these proposed mechanisms does 
not explain our findings towards remission (31). Although generic 
medications were considered in our statistical models, they were not 
specific to these drugs, so we were unable to explore these further. 
Furthermore, multimorbidity and continuity of care are likely to be 
important factors in patient’s perceptions of consultations. People 
with multiple health conditions are likely to see their health practi-
tioners more frequently, and continuity of care has been associated 
with better patient satisfaction (32,33). Although these were not 
examined within our study, they are likely to be important factors in 
perceptions of care given that most people with Type 2 diabetes have 
three or more co-morbidities.

Strengths and weakness
This is the first study to consider remission of  Type 2 diabetes 
in relation to primary care experience. The follow-up period of 
5 years with a low attrition rate is a clear strength along with the 
measures used (8,9). The CARE measure has undergone extensive 

Table 2.  Participant clinical characteristics at baseline and 5-year follow-up amongst those who completed the CARE score, presented by 
remission status at 5-year follow-up

Variables Remitters Non-remitters

n Baseline n 5 year n Baseline n 5 year

Weight (kg)a 189 93.4 (17.8) 190 87.5 (17.5) 436 95.1 (17.9) 392 92.6 (18.4)
Systolic blood pressure (mmHg)a 191 142.3 (19.2) 191 133.5 (16.3) 435 141.6 (20.5) 393 135.2 (15.6)
Total cholesterol (mmol/l)a 184 5.3 (1.0) 191 4.1 (0.8) 431 5.4 (1.1) 387 4.1 (0.8)
HbA1c %

a  
mmol/mol

185 6.7 (1.2)   
50 (8.9)

191 6.1 (0.32)   
43 (2.3)

429 7.6 (1.8)   
60 (14.2)

385 7.5 (0.9)   
58 (6.9)

Previous stroke 191 4 (2) 175 6 (3) 435 16 (3) 361 16 (4)
Previous myocardial infarct 190 9 (5) 175 9 (5) 432 36 (8) 367 35 (9)
Antihypertensive medication 191 105 (55) 191 144 (75) 437 254 (58) 437 323 (74)
Lipid lowering medication 191 38 (20) 191 154 (81) 437 100 (23) 437 335 (77)

Unless otherwise stated data are presented as n (%). 
aData are mean (SD).

Table 3.  Associations between primary care consultation ex-
perience over the first year and the odds of remission at 5-year 
follow-up

n Odds ratio 95% CI P-value

Univariable  
model

628 1.01 0.99 1.03 0.16

Model  
1

603 1.02 1.00 1.04 0.05

Model  
2

599 1.02 1.00 1.04 0.04

Model  
3 

545 1.03 1.01 1.05 0.01

Model 1 adjusted for baseline HbA1c, baseline weight and time since diag-
nosis. Model 2 additionally adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, education level, 
occupation, trial group and clustering by GP practice. Model 3 additionally 
considered baseline blood pressure, total cholesterol and medication use.
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validity and reliability testing around the UK and has been shown 
to be meaningful and relevant to patients and their practitioners 
(20). Our participants include an extensive geographical area in 
the East of England with a heterogeneous sample of practices. 
There is also heterogeneity in our sample population in terms of 
socio-economic groups and disease severity. However, our geo-
graphical location in East Anglia under-represents ethnic minor-
ities who are more prevalent in other parts of the UK. Burt et al. 
have suggested that primary care experiences vary considerably 
by ethnic group and, thus, our findings may not be generalizable 
to all diabetes populations (34). It is possible that the personalized 
patient-centred care approach that is investigated in our study 
might be effective for specific socio-economic and ethnic groups, 
but minorities and deprived groups are often under-represented in 
research, including within our study.

Compared to other studies, our follow-up and remission rate 
was high (8,35). This may reflect a highly engaged and responsive 
cohort. Previous studies on remission are not directly comparable 
as they are all shorter in duration and include intensive dietary or 
physical activity requirements, such as intensive low-calorie diet 
of 624–700 kcal/day for 8 weeks or an intensive diet replacement 
of 825–853 kcal/day through a formula diet for 3–5 months (24). 
We followed-up participants for 5  years after an intervention for 
screening that had with no requirements for intensive physical ac-
tivity or dietary changes. Missing data and/or sample attrition can 
introduce a selection bias in longitudinal cohorts. Studies on primary 
care cohorts with comparable participants in terms of age and sex 
have shown that this is not necessarily inevitable (36).

Other limitations are that we captured primary care experience at 
a single time point through a consultation over the first year after new 
diagnosis. Experiences may vary over time, especially, as chronic dis-
ease progresses and health care systems change. However, the CARE 
measure has been shown to have good durability and predictive value 
(21). Our study does not capture relational continuity of care over the 
course of the disease. Although evidence of the effect of continuity 
of care on health outcomes is mixed, it is possible that patients who 
saw the same practitioner over time may well have been more likely 
to remit (37). We also relied on self-report measures of experiences, 
which may include a recall bias (38). Our work would have been 
strengthened by the inclusion of objective measures such as video 
or audio recording of the experiences to capture data on discussions 
around weight loss, physical activity or referrals that could contribute 
towards the behaviours needed to achieve remission.

We carried out a complete case analysis, so those with missing 
CARE measures were not included. These participants may have 
been those with poor primary care experiences who had not re-
turned to see their practitioners and not achieved remission. It is 
also possible that our findings are due to chance. Confounding may 
be another explanation for our findings, which means that positive 
patients who are optimistic in their outlook and, thus, their behav-
iours, may respond more positively to the questionnaire (39). Finally, 
the social context is important to consider as our findings as we ob-
served that those who achieved remission reported more educational 
opportunity than non-remitters. Our findings may, therefore, simply 
reflect greater resources to health care and lifestyle amongst those 
who are more educated rather than experiences of primary care.

Conclusion

Primary care remains an important context for the delivery of health 
care in the UK. Optimal patient experiences could be linked to 

remission of  Type 2 diabetes, emphasizing the need for clinicians 
to pay adequate attention to these aspects of care. Our study with 
a population-based cohort in routine primary care shows that 
successful remission through weight loss was not related to over-
prescribing or intensive intervention. Instead, we highlight the im-
portant role of the patient–practitioner relationship; this is a core 
aspect of general practice. Health care policy that supports and en-
courages the provision of person-centred, integral and continuous 
primary care could have important clinical effects across health care 
conditions. Future research is needed to replicate these findings on 
larger and more diverse populations, including ethnic minorities and 
those from more deprived socio-economic backgrounds. Further 
work will need to capture more information on the consultation ex-
perience content, including discussions about weight loss, lifestyle 
changes and referral to exercise or diet programmes. This could help 
to unpick the mechanisms underlying the observed associations.

Declarations
Funding: ADDITION-Cambridge was supported by the Wellcome Trust (grant 
reference no: G061895), the Medical Research Council (grant reference no: 
G0001164 and Epidemiology Unit programme: MC_UU_12015/4), the NIHR 
Health Technology Assessment Programme (grant reference no: 08/116/300), 
NIHR Programme Grants for Applied Research (RP-PG-0606-1259) National 
Health Service R&D support funding (including the Primary Care Research 
and Diabetes Research Networks) and the NIHR. SJG is an NIHR Senior In-
vestigator. The University of Cambridge has received salary support in respect 
of SJG from the NHS in the East of England through the Clinical Academic 
Reserve. Bio-Rad provided equipment for HbA1c testing during the screening 
phase. The Primary Care Unit is a member of the NIHR School for Primary 
Care Research and supported by NIHR Research funds. HDM was an NIHR 
Doctoral Research Fellow at the time of this study and is now an NIHR Clin-
ical Lecturer. The views expressed are those of the author(s) and not necessar-
ily those of the NHS, the NIHR or the Department of Health and Social Care.
Ethics approval: participants gave written informed consent and the study 
was approved by an Ethics Committee (Eastern MREC, reference 02/5/54 
and ADDITION 5 Year: Cambridgeshire 1 REC, reference 08/H0304/67). The 
ADDITION-Cambridge trial is registered as ISRCTN86769081.
Conflict of interest: none.
Data availability: No data available.

References
	1.	 Hobbs FDR, Bankhead C, Mukhtar T et al.; National Institute for Health 

Research School for Primary Care Research. Clinical workload in UK pri-
mary care: a retrospective analysis of 100 million consultations in Eng-
land, 2007–14. Lancet 2016; 387(10035): 2323–30.

	2.	 The King’s Fund. The NHS Long-Term Plan Explained. 2019. https://
www.kingsfund.org.uk/publications/nhs-long-term-plan-explained?utm_
source=The King%27s Fund newsletters %28main account%29&utm_
medium=email&utm_campaign=10222788_MKPUB_NHS long-term 
plan long read 24012019&utm_content=btn bel (accessed on 24 January 
2019).

	3.	 van Dam HA, van der Horst F, van den Borne B, Ryckman R, Crebolder H. 
Provider-patient interaction in diabetes care: effects on patient self-care and 
outcomes. A systematic review. Patient Educ Couns 2003; 51(1): 17–28.

	4.	 Griffin SJ, Kinmonth AL, Veltman MW et al. Effect on health-related out-
comes of interventions to alter the interaction between patients and prac-
titioners: a systematic review of trials. Ann Fam Med 2004; 2(6): 595–608.

	5.	 Dambha-Miller H, Cooper AJM, Kinmonth AL, Griffin SJ. Effect on car-
diovascular disease risk factors of interventions to alter consultations be-
tween practitioners and patients with type 2 diabetes: a systematic review 
and meta-analysis of trials in primary care. Health Expect 2017; 20(6): 
1218–27.

	6.	 Slingerland  AS, Herman  WH, Redekop  WK et  al. Stratified patient-
centered care in type 2 diabetes: a cluster-randomized, controlled clinical 

144� Family Practice, 2021, Vol. 38, No. 2

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/fam

pra/article/38/2/140/5904798 by guest on 07 July 2023

https://www.kingsfund.org.uk/publications/nhs-long-term-plan-explained?utm_source=The King%27s Fund newsletters %28main account%29&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=10222788_MKPUB_NHS long-term plan long read 24012019&utm_content=btn bel
https://www.kingsfund.org.uk/publications/nhs-long-term-plan-explained?utm_source=The King%27s Fund newsletters %28main account%29&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=10222788_MKPUB_NHS long-term plan long read 24012019&utm_content=btn bel
https://www.kingsfund.org.uk/publications/nhs-long-term-plan-explained?utm_source=The King%27s Fund newsletters %28main account%29&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=10222788_MKPUB_NHS long-term plan long read 24012019&utm_content=btn bel
https://www.kingsfund.org.uk/publications/nhs-long-term-plan-explained?utm_source=The King%27s Fund newsletters %28main account%29&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=10222788_MKPUB_NHS long-term plan long read 24012019&utm_content=btn bel
https://www.kingsfund.org.uk/publications/nhs-long-term-plan-explained?utm_source=The King%27s Fund newsletters %28main account%29&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=10222788_MKPUB_NHS long-term plan long read 24012019&utm_content=btn bel


trial of effectiveness and cost-effectiveness. Diabetes Care 2013; 36(10): 
3054–61.

	7.	 McCombie L, Leslie W, Taylor R et al. Beating type 2 diabetes into remis-
sion. BMJ 2017; 358: j4030.

	8.	 Steven  S, Hollingsworth  KG, Al-Mrabeh  A et  al. Very low-calorie diet 
and 6 months of weight stability in type 2 diabetes: pathophysiological 
changes in responders and nonresponders. Diabetes Care 2016; 39(5): 
808–15.

	9.	 Gregg  EW, Chen  H, Wagenknecht  LE et  al.; Look AHEAD Research 
Group. Association of an intensive lifestyle intervention with remission of 
type 2 diabetes. JAMA 2012; 308(23): 2489–96.

	10.	Steven S, Taylor R. Restoring normoglycaemia by use of a very low calorie 
diet in long- and short-duration Type 2 diabetes. Diabet Med 2015; 32(9): 
1149–55.

	11.	Aveyard P, Lewis A, Tearne S et al. Screening and brief intervention for 
obesity in primary care: a parallel, two-arm, randomised trial. Lancet 
2016; 388(10059): 2492–500.

	12.	Cobiac  LJ, Scarborough  P. Translating the WHO 25×25 goals into a 
UK context: the PROMISE modelling study. BMJ Open 2017; 7(4): 
e012805.

	13.	Griffin  SJ, Borch-Johnsen  K, Davies  MJ et  al. Effect of early intensive 
multifactorial therapy on 5-year cardiovascular outcomes in individ-
uals with type 2 diabetes detected by screening (ADDITION-Europe): a 
cluster-randomised trial. 2011; 378(9786): 156–67. doi:10.1016/S0140-
6736(11)60698-3.

	14.	Simmons  RKR, Echouffo-Tcheugui  JBJJB, Sharp  SJ et  al. Screening for 
type 2 diabetes and population mortality over 10  years (ADDITION-
Cambridge): a cluster-randomised controlled trial. 2012; 380(9855): 
1741–8. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(12)61422-6.

	15.	Echouffo-Tcheugui JB, Simmons RK, Williams KM et al. The ADDITION-
Cambridge trial protocol: a cluster—randomised controlled trial of 
screening for type 2 diabetes and intensive treatment for screen-detected 
patients. BMC Public Health 2009; 9: 136.

	16.	World Health Organization. Use of Glycated Haemoglobin (HbA1c) in 
the Diagnosis of Diabetes Mellitus. 2013. https://www.who.int/diabetes/
publications/report-hba1c_2011.pdf (accessed on 2 May 2020).

	17.	Griffin  SJ, Borch-Johnsen  K, Davies  MJ et  al. Effect of early intensive 
multifactorial therapy on 5-year cardiovascular outcomes in individ-
uals with type 2 diabetes detected by screening (ADDITION-Europe): a 
cluster-randomised trial. Lancet 2011; 378(9786): 156–67.

	18.	Griffin SJ, Simmons RK, Williams KM et al.; ADDITION-Plus study team. 
Protocol for the ADDITION-Plus study: a randomised controlled trial of 
an individually-tailored behaviour change intervention among people with 
recently diagnosed type 2 diabetes under intensive UK general practice 
care. BMC Public Health 2011; 11: 211.

	19.	Mercer SW, Maxwell M, Heaney D, Watt GC. The consultation and rela-
tional empathy (CARE) measure: development and preliminary validation 
and reliability of an empathy-based consultation process measure. Fam 
Pract 2004; 21(6): 699–705.

	20.	Mercer SW, McConnachie A, Maxwell M, Heaney D, Watt GC. Relevance 
and practical use of the Consultation and Relational Empathy (CARE) 
Measure in general practice. Fam Pract 2005; 22(3): 328–34.

	21.	Bikker AP, Mercer SW, Reilly D. A pilot prospective study on the consult-
ation and relational empathy, patient enablement, and health changes over 

12 months in patients going to the Glasgow Homoeopathic Hospital. J 
Altern Complement Med 2005; 11(4): 591–600.

	22.	Maruthappu M, Sood HS, Keogh B. The NHS five year forward view: im-
plications for clinicians. BMJ 2014; 349: g6518.

	23.	Montori VM, Gafni A, Charles C. A shared treatment decision-making 
approach between patients with chronic conditions and their clinicians: 
the case of diabetes. Health Expect 2006; 9(1): 25–36.

	24.	Lean ME, Leslie WS, Barnes AC et al. Primary care-led weight manage-
ment for remission of type 2 diabetes (DiRECT): an open-label, cluster-
randomised trial. Lancet 2018; 391(10120): P541–51. doi:10.1016/
S0140-6736(17)33102-1.

	25.	Chaturvedi NPM, Klein R, Orchard T et al. Effect of candesartan on pro-
gression and regression of retinopathy in type 2 diabetes (DIRECT-Protect 
2): a randomised placebo-controlled trial. Lancet 2008; 372: 1385–93.

	26.	Dambha-Miller H, Day AJ, Strelitz J et al. Behaviour change, weight loss 
and remission of Type 2 diabetes: a community-based prospective cohort 
study. Diabet Med 2020; 37(4): 681–8. doi:10.1111/dme.14122.

	27.	Albury C, Stokoe E, Ziebland S, Webb H, Aveyard P. GP-delivered brief 
weight loss interventions: a cohort study of patient responses and subse-
quent actions, using conversation analysis in UK primary care. Br J Gen 
Pract 2018; 68(674): e646–53.

	28.	Steinke DT, MacDonald TM, Davey PG. The doctor-patient relationship 
and prescribing patterns. A view from primary care. PharmacoEcon 1999; 
16(6): 599–603.

	29.	Bradley CP. Factors which influence the decision whether or not to pre-
scribe: the dilemma facing general practitioners. Br J Gen Pract 1992; 42: 
454–8. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1472390 (accessed on 19 
January 2020).

	30.	Himmel W, Lippert-Urbanke E, Kochen MM. Are patients more satisfied 
when they receive a prescription? The effect of patient expectations in gen-
eral practice. Scand J Prim Health Care 1997; 15(3): 118–22.

	31.	Mills GA, Horn JR. Beta-blockers and glucose control. Drug Intell Clin 
Pharm 1985; 19(4): 246–51.

	32.	Detz A, López A, Sarkar U. Long-term doctor-patient relationships: patient 
perspective from online reviews. J Med Internet Res 2013; 15(7): e131.

	33.	Kristjansson E, Hogg W, Dahrouge S et al. Predictors of relational con-
tinuity in primary care: patient, provider and practice factors. BMC Fam 
Pract 2013; 14: 72.

	34.	Burt J, Lloyd C, Campbell J, Roland M, Abel G. Variations in GP-patient 
communication by ethnicity, age, and gender: evidence from a national 
primary care patient survey. Br J Gen Pract 2016; 66(642): e47–52.

	35.	The Look AHEAD Research Group. Cardiovascular effects of intensive 
lifestyle intervention in type 2 diabetes. N Engl J Med 2013; 369: 145–54.

	36.	Lacey RJ, Jordan KP, Croft PR. Does attrition during follow-up of a popu-
lation cohort study inevitably lead to biased estimates of health status? 
PLoS One 2013; 8(12): e83948.

	37.	Gulliford MC, Naithani S, Morgan M. Continuity of care and intermediate 
outcomes of type 2 diabetes mellitus. Fam Pract 2007; 24(3): 245–51.

	38.	Roberts  MJ, Campbell  JL, Abel  GA et  al. Understanding high and low 
patient experience scores in primary care: analysis of patients’ survey data 
for general practices and individual doctors. BMJ 2014; 349: g6034.

	39.	Giltay  EJ, Kamphuis  MH, Kalmijn  S, Zitman  FG, Kromhout  D. 
Dispositional optimism and the risk of cardiovascular death: the Zutphen 
Elderly Study. Arch Intern Med 2006; 166(4): 431–6.

Primary care experience and remission of diabetes� 145

D
ow

nloaded from
 https://academ

ic.oup.com
/fam

pra/article/38/2/140/5904798 by guest on 07 July 2023

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(11)60698-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(11)60698-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)61422-6
https://www.who.int/diabetes/publications/report-hba1c_2011.pdf
https://www.who.int/diabetes/publications/report-hba1c_2011.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)33102-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)33102-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/dme.14122
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1472390

