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MAIN MESSAGE

66  % of those who commenced treatment 

at a specialist unit for eating disorders had 

spoken about their illness to a local general 

practitioner (GP) in the past year

75  % of those who had spoken to a local GP 

were satisfied with how they were met, but 

less than half perceived their GP as a main 

supporter of their treatment

Close follow-up by GPs appears to consti-

tute good support and results in increased 

satisfaction

Most patients (85  %) with an active GP-patient 

relationship wanted collaboration between 

the treatment levels
BACKGROUND An eating disorder is an illness that may take a life-threatening course. 
The health authorities recommend that general practitioners (GPs) should be included in the 
treatment apparatus. The patients’ feelings of shame, denial of the illness and ambivalence 
with regard to treatment are disease-specific characteristics that need to be considered.

MATERIAL AND METHOD At two specialised units for eating disorders, patients aged over 
18 were handed a questionnaire at the start of their treatment. The questionnaire dealt with 
GP consultations in which the eating disorder had been discussed. An active GP-patient rela-
tionship was defined based on whether the patient had seen the GP at least three times, 
whether the GP’s office was in proximity to the patient’s place of residence and whether the 
eating disorder had been discussed during the past year.

RESULTS Altogether 114 patients (90  %) took part in the study. 66  % had an active GP-patient 
relationship, and 65  % of these had discussed with their GP the impact of the disease on their 
daily lives. Altogether 75  % were satisfied with the GP’s manner, 47  % found the GP to be an 
important supporter of their treatment and 44  % visited their GP if their condition worsened. 
Those patients who were severely underweight and patients with GPs who demonstrated 
commitment scored highest on satisfaction and support. A total of 39  % of those who had 
experience of treatment in which their current GP could have been involved in collaboration 
with the second-line service had found such involvement to be the case.

INTERPRETATION The patients had varying experience of follow-up provided by their GPs. 
Commitment on the part of the GP appears to result in closer follow-up and greater patient 
satisfaction.

In 2002, a general practitioner (GP) had an 10 a BMI < 17.5 kg/m2 is decisive for the dia-

average of ten patients with an eating dis-
order requiring treatment on his/her list –
one with anorexia and nine with bulimia (1).
More recent epidemiological studies give no
reason to believe that eating disorders have
increased, but the number of women with
anorexia in the age group 15 – 19 years is
growing – either because they are being
detected sooner, or due to earlier onset of the
disorder (2).

An eating disorder may have a fatal out-
come. The government’s strategic plan
recommends that most patients with an
eating disorder be treated in general prac-
tice, but that those who are most ill must
be dealt with by the specialist health service
(2, 3). In the strategic plan and the national
guidelines, emphasis is placed on collabora-
tion between the treatment levels (3, 4).

A severe eating disorder arises «when the
patient’s relationship to food disrupts and pre-
vents normal functioning, socially, at work or
at school for beyond a period of six months»
(5). In ICPC-2, bulimia and anorexia have the
same diagnostic code: P86 anorexia nervosa/
bulimia (6). Conscious weight loss denotes
anorexia, while repeated episodes of over-
eating and vomiting denote bulimia. In ICD-
gnosis of anorexia (7). Denial of the illness,
feelings of shame and guilt, and ambivalence
may prevent the patient from being open
about her/his symptoms or from feeling that
she/he deserves help (5, 8, 9).

Psychotherapy, which also emphasises
symptom reduction, and somatic follow-up/
treatment are central elements of the therapy
(4). Continuous motivational effort is of
crucial importance for recovery (5, 8, 10). A
strong alliance with the treatment provider is
essential (5, 8 – 12) and cooperation between
the patient and the treatment provider, open-
ness, curiosity, patience, focused and syste-
matic follow-up and an individualised
approach are crucial (10). Treatment provi-
ders who signal acceptance of the person
behind the illness, who are involved and
show patience and who communicate with
professional authority and certainty, are
those who most easily achieve the trust of
patients with anorexia (11). Drug therapy,
beyond any treatment of comorbid mental
conditions such as anxiety, depression and/
or compulsive behaviours, has a limited role
to play (9).

Persons with eating disorders visit their
GPs more frequently than their peers in the
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general population (13 – 15). They present
with symptoms that may be attributed to the
eating disorder without the illness neces-
sarily being discussed during the consulta-
tion. Nothing has been found in the literature
about how collaboration between the treat-
ment levels should be implemented. A Nor-
wegian article about patients with eating dis-
orders who are treated in the general medical
services emphasises conversations about the
situation here and now, functioning and rela-
tionships as well as somatic follow-up,
supervised self-help and conversations with
next of kin (9).

The purpose of our study was to investi-
gate whether patients with a severe eating
disorder had spoken with a local GP about
their illness during the year preceding the
start of treatment at a specialist unit. We
wished to ascertain how close the follow-up
was, whether the patients were satisfied with
their doctor and whether they would visit
their GP if the condition worsened. We were
also interested in the patients’ experience
with collaboration between the treatment
levels.

Material and method
The study was conducted at the Outpatient
Clinic for Eating Disorders, Department for
Personality Psychiatry, Oslo University
Hospital, and the Regional Centre for Eating
Disorders, Nordland Hospital, Bodø (day
unit and outpatient clinic). At both clinics, at
least 95  % of patients have one of the fol-
lowing four diagnoses (ICD-10): F.50.0 ano-
rexia nervosa, F.50.1 atypical anorexia ner-
vosa, F.50.2 bulimia nervosa or F.50.3 atyp-
ical bulimia nervosa. Fewer than 5  % have
the diagnosis F 50.9 unspecified eating dis-
order.

Patients over the age of 18 years at the
start of their treatment were requested to
respond anonymously to a questionnaire
on their use and experience of their GP.
The duration of the data collection period
for Oslo was from 1 August 2009, and
for Bodø from 1 January 2010, to 30 June
2011. Five patients who were referred to
specialist units by the authors themselves
were not included for reasons of habilitation
(Fig. 1).

The questionnaire was developed by the

authors based on clinical experience from
the GP surgery and the specialist unit. It was
tested on 45 patients in a pilot study at the
Outpatient Clinic for Eating Disorders in
Oslo in 2008 and evaluated and edited in line
with the experience gained from this. The
questionnaire has been published in full as
the Halvorsen appendix (in Norwegian) and
is described in e-box 1.

Two definitions were introduced as the
results were processed, namely «own GP»
and «active GP-patient relationship» (Box 2).

The data were analysed using a chi-square
test and a one-way ANOVA test with SPSS
version 20.

Written consent was obtained from the
participants, and the study has been appro-
ved by the Regional Ethics Committee.

Results
Response rate
Altogether 140 patients commenced treat-
ment in the study period (Fig. 1). Eight of
these were not given the questionnaire due
to an oversight or because they were too ill
to participate. Five were referred by the lead
author, and one patient declined to partici-
pate. Of the 126 who received the question-
naire, 114 responded (90  %). There were
76 outpatients in Oslo (67  %) and 38 pa-
tients (33  %) in Bodø (of whom 20 had been
admitted).

We found no significant differences
between the patients in Oslo and the patients
in Bodø with regard to age, living situation,
income, length of illness, somatic comor-
bidity (thyroid disease, diabetes, Crohn’s
disease, ulcerative colitis, coeliac disease or
lactose intolerance), proportion of those who

Figure 1  Overview of the 140 patients who commenced treatment in the study period

140 commenced treatment 
in the study period

 5 were referred by the authors 
and were therefore not invited

 

12 did not respond to  
                                     the questionnaire

38 did not have an active
GP-patient relationship

8 did not receive the  
questionnaire because they were 

too ill or due to an oversight

114 responded to 
the questionnaire

75 had an active
GP-patient relationship

127 were invited to participate 
in the study

1 declined to participate
in the study

1 did not respond to the question
  of whether the GP was in 

  geographical proximity

BOX 2

Definitions

«Own GP» was defined based on the patient 
responding yes to the following question:
«Do you have one GP whom you have seen 
more than three times and whom you gene-
rally use when you need medical services 
(hereafter referred to as «your doctor»)?»

«Active GP-patient relationship» was defi-
ned based on three requirements, all of 
which had to be fulfilled:
The patient reported having his/her «own 
GP»
The GP’s practice was in geographical pro-
ximity to the patient’s place of residence 
so that the patient could visit the GP in 
case of acute exacerbation of the illness
The patient had spoken to the GP about 
eating disorders during the past year
2048 Tidsskr Nor Legeforen nr. 21, 2014; 134
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were severely underweight, and experience
of treatment.

Background data
Three of the patients were men, and 64 pa-
tients (56  %) were in the age group 18 – 25
years. Altogether 83 (73  %) had been ill for
at least five years. In all, 49 (43  %) of the
patients supported themselves with a salary
or student loan (Table 1). Every third patient
received a work assessment allowance. Half
of those who lived alone received this allow-
ance.

Altogether 24 patients (21  %) had never
previously undergone treatment for an eating
disorder. Forty (35  %) were only treated as
outpatients, whereas 49 (43  %) had had one
or more admissions in addition to any out-
patient treatment. One patient did not respond
to the question regarding whether she had
been admitted. Hospital treatment had been
provided in the Department for Internal
Medicine (n = 26), the Department for Gene-
ral Psychiatry (n = 24) and in the Specialist
Unit for Eating Disorders (n = 33).

Average self-reported BMI was 20.2 kg/m2

(SD 3.8 kg/m2, median 19.8 kg/m2). Altoge-
ther 28 patients (26  %) were severely under-
weight (BMI < 17.5 kg/m2), and 70 (61  %)
had been severely underweight in adulthood.
The average change in weight in adulthood
was 19.5 kg (SD 10.1 kg, median 17.0 kg).

Consultations
In all, 75 patients (66  %) had an active GP-
patient relationship according to the study’s
definition (Box 2, Fig. 1). Of these, 55 (73  %)

had had more than two consultations in the
past year during which the eating disorder
was discussed (Table 2). In total 49 (65  %)
had spoken to their GP about how the illness
affected their everyday life (Table 3). Those
who were severely underweight and those
who had used psychopharmaceuticals/hyp-
notics visited their GP more frequently than
the others (Table 2).

Altogether 32 patients (43  %) who had an
active GP-patient relationship were alloca-
ted a check-up appointment (Table 3). Those
who were severely underweight were allo-
cated the greatest number of check-up ap-
pointments (71  % versus 33  %, p = 0.007).

Those who had discussed the impact of the
illness on their daily lives were more likely
to be allocated a check-up appointment than
others (57  % versus 16  %, p = 0.001). Ten
patients (13  %) had experienced that their
GP had contacted them outside normal
hours. Altogether 21 patients (28  %) had
cancelled their appointments or not atten-
ded, without booking a new appointment.

A total of 33 patients with an active GP-
patient relationship (44  %) stated that they
were accustomed to contacting their GP if
their condition worsened. The severely
underweight constituted the greatest propor-
tion of these (72  % versus 35  %, p = 0.006).

Table 1  The patients’ source of income and living situation, given as number of persons (%)

Salary, 
student loan, 
grants and 
unemploy-

ment benefit
Sickness 
benefit

Work assess-
ment allow-

ance 

Financially 
provided for 

by others

Type of living 
arrangement Total Number (%) Number (%) Number (%) Number (%)

With partner 
and/or children  36 19 (53) 6 (17) 8 (22) 3  (8)

With parents  24 10 (42) 2  (8) 5 (21) 7 (29)

In shared 
housing  13 8 (62) 2 (15) 1  (8) 2 (15)

Alone  41 12 (29) 5 (12) 23 (56) 1  (2)

Total 114 49 (43) 15 (13) 37 (33) 13 (11)

Table 2  Number of GP consultations regarding the eating disorder during the past year for those with an active GP-patient relationship, given as 
number of patients (%)

1 – 2 consultations 
in past year 

3 – 6 consultations 
in past year > 6 consultations

Number Number (%) Number (%) Number (%) P-value

Total 75 20 (27) 30 (40) 25 (33)

Current BMI < 17,5 kg/m2 18 2 (11) 6 (33) 10 (56)
0.032

Current BMI  17,5 kg/m2 54 18 (33) 23 (43) 13 (24)

No previous treatment 23 7 (47) 5 (33) 3 (20)

0.097Previously only outpatient treatment 40 8 (32) 11 (44) 6 (24)

Previously admitted (and possible outpatient treatment) 49 5 (14) 14 (40) 16 (46)

Psychopharmaceuticals1 47 8 (17) 21 (45) 18 (38)
0.049

No psychopharmaceuticals 28 12 (43) 9 (32) 7 (25)

Sickness benefit 13 2 (15) 4 (31) 7 (54)

 0.35
Salary, student loan, grant, unemployment benefit 34 11 (32) 16 (47) 7 (21)

Work assessment allowance 23 6 (26) 9 (39) 8 (35)

Financially provided for by others  5 1 (20) 1 (20) 3 (60)

1   The patients have responded yes to the following question: «Have you taken medication for anxiety, mood swings, psychosis or sleep problems during your period of 
illness?»
Tidsskr Nor Legeforen nr. 21, 2014; 134   2049
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Patients with previous experience of treat-
ment had a greater tendency to contact their
GP if their condition worsened (admissions
57  %, outpatient treatment 40  %, no experi-
ence of treatment 20  %, p = 0.047). Those
who were allocated a check-up appointment
were most likely to make contact if their
condition worsened (59  % versus 33  %,
p = 0.03). Altogether 53  % of those who had
spoken about the impact of the illness on
their daily lives made contact if their condi-
tion worsened, compared to 27  % of the
others (p = 0.03).

Patient satisfaction
Fifty-six patients with an active GP-patient
relationship (75  %) were moderately/very
satisfied with how they were met by their GP
(Table 3). Thirty-five (47  %) felt that their
GP was an important supporter to a mode-
rate/great degree. Patients who had check-
up appointments allocated, and patients who
had spoken to their GP about the effect of the
illness on their everyday lives, were most
satisfied with their GP and were also most
likely to experience their GP as an important
supporter. The GP’s gender made no signifi-
cant difference with regard to satisfaction or
the support experienced.

The greater the number of consultations,
the more patients were satisfied and thought
that they had received support. The patients
who would contact their GP if their condi-
tion worsened were more satisfied and felt
that they had more support from their
GP than those who stated that they did not
contact their GP when their condition wor-
sened.

Collaboration between treatment levels
Altogether 63 (85  %) of the patients with an
active GP-patient relationship wanted colla-
boration between the GP and their treatment
providers. Of the 54 patients with previous
experience of treatment for which coopera-
tion with their current GP may have been
relevant, 21 (39  %) had found that there had
been written or spoken communication
between the GP and previous treatment pro-
vider(s). In total 17 had not experienced this
type of communication, and 16 (30  %) did
not know whether any collaboration had
taken place.

Lack of an active GP-patient relationship
Altogether 38 (34  %) of the patients did not
have an active GP-patient relationship. This
included 15 patients who did not have their
own GP according to the study’s definition,
eight who had not spoken to their GP about
their eating disorder in the past year (all the
GPs were aware of the eating disorder), and
15 who had GPs located in another part of
the country. One patient did not state
whether the GP surgery was close to their
place of residence.

Factors such as age, severe underweight
or somatic comorbidity were not decisive in
whether the patient had an active GP-patient
relationship. Those who were financially
provided for were least likely to have an
active GP-patient relationship (39  %),
whereas those on sick leave most frequently
had such a relationship (87  %) (p = 0.045).
Altogether 45  % of the patients who lived
alone or in shared housing lacked an active
GP-patient relationship (p = 0.035).

Discussion
Two out of three patients had an active GP-
patient relationship, according to our defini-
tion (Box 2). Three out of four of these had
spoken to their GP about their illness more
than twice in the past year. Overall this
means that half of the patients in the study
had spoken about their illness to a GP in
geographical proximity to them more than
twice in the past year (geographical proxi-
mity defined as the patient living suffi-
ciently close to the GP surgery that the GP
can be consulted in case of acute problems
connected to the eating disorder).

Two out of three with an active GP-pa-
tient relationship had spoken about how the
illness affected their everyday lives. Fewer
than half were allocated a check-up appoint-
ment and fewer than half were accustomed
to contacting their GP if their condition
worsened. According to our findings in this
study, the GP was therefore not necessarily
a part of the treatment apparatus, as the
national guidelines indicate (4).

Most of the patients who had used psy-
chopharmaceuticals or were on sick leave
had been to see their doctor more than twice
in the past year. This may indicate that con-
versations over several consultations have
revealed a need for medication or a medical
certificate, or that a wish for a prescription
and a medical certificate can function as an
entry ticket for contact with the GP.

Two out of four patients with an active
GP-patient relationship were satisfied with
how the doctor dealt with their illness.
Fewer than half thought that the GP was an
important supporter. Those who were follo-

Table 3  Satisfaction with the GP’s manner in encountering the patient and experience of the GP as a mainstay, given as number of patients (%)

Moderate/
high satisfaction

Moderate/
strong mainstay

Number Number (%) P-value Number (%) P-value

Total 75 56 (75) 35 (47)

BMI < 17.5 kg/m2 18 17 (95)
0,021

11 (61)
0.1

BMI  17.5 kg/m2 54 36 (67) 21 (39)

Talked about how the illness affects daily life 49 43 (88)
0,0003

29 (59)
0.003

Did not talk about how the illness affects daily life 26 13 (50) 6 (23)

1 – 2 consultations in past year 20 9 (45)

< 0.0001

3 (15)

< 0.00013 – 6 consultations in past-year 30 23 (77) 12 (40)

> 6 consultations in past year 25 24 (96) 20 (80)

Check-up appointment allocated 32 29 (91)
0,009

24 (75)
< 0.0001

No check-up appointment allocated 42 27 (64) 11 (26)

Would contact the doctor if condition worsens 33 30 (91)
0,004

21 (64)
0.009

Would not contact the doctor if condition worsens 42 26 (62) 14 (33)
2050 Tidsskr Nor Legeforen nr. 21, 2014; 134
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wed up closely and who spoke about the
impact of the illness on their daily lives
scored highest on these variables. This indi-
cates that GPs who monitor their patients
closely and focus on the patient’s daily life
as well as the symptoms of the eating dis-
order may be most successful in bringing the
illness to light in all its aspects. Such an
approach may make the patient feel that they
are being seen, giving them a feeling of
security and thereby a good basis for moti-
vational effort.

This study shows that the patients who
lacked an active GP-patient relationship
were more often financially provided for,
received a work assessment allowance, or
lived alone or with persons who were not
partners or parents. This group is considered
to be particularly exposed to social isolation.
This finding supports previous research, in
which isolation was a risk factor for defici-
ent follow-up of mental illness in the pri-
mary health service (16). It may appear as if
the group that completely falls away from
the GP follow-up process are those who
could have especially benefited from having
the GP as their supporter.

Most of those with an active GP-patient
relationship wanted collaboration between
the treatment levels. However, fewer than
half of those who had previously gone for
treatment reported these types of experien-
ces. We cannot exclude, for example, that
discharge summaries are sent to the GP
without the patient having been made aware
of this. Researchers emphasise the impor-
tance of interdisciplinary cooperation to
ensure quality of treatment (17) and to
reduce dropout (18). In our opinion, since
relatively few have experienced such coope-
ration, this shows that the national guide-
lines are not necessarily being followed (4).

Long illness trajectories and several treat-
ment rounds, and the fact that young patients
move frequently, make continuity of GP fol-
low-up and collaboration with second-line
services especially challenging for patients
with eating disorders. The high response rate
in the study and the patients’ wish for colla-
boration between the treatment levels signal
that they want greater involvement on the
part of the GP.

Strengths and weaknesses of the study
The study’s strength is the relatively large
number of patients, which includes both
users and non-users of GP services. The fin-
dings are nuanced because we have clearly
defined «active GP-patient relationship»
and because the questions have exclusively
dealt with consultations in which the eating
disorder is discussed.

The questionnaire was developed based
on the authors’ clinical experiences with this

patient group from the first as well as the
second-line service, and was tested in a pilot
study. The high response rate (both in terms
of the questionnaire as a whole and each
individual question) may indicate that the
questions were perceived as relevant by pa-
tients. The study thereby provides a picture
of some patients’ experiences of the Norwe-
gian health service as it is organised today.
These experiences can form the basis for
further development of the treatment appa-
ratus for patients with eating disorders.

It is possible that GPs see these patients
more seldom when they are treated in the
specialist health service. However, the study
shows that patients with no experience of
treatment did not have more frequent GP
follow-up.

The study is based only on the patients’
perceptions, based on a quantitative design.
The choice of design limits, for example, the
possibility of understanding and describing
the patient’s overall behavioural pattern.

It is a weakness of the study that the GPs’
experiences are not presented, and that the
questionnaire has not been validated or used
in other studies. The fact that the following
groups are not represented also constitutes a
weakness: patients with a serious eating dis-
order who do not want or are not offered
treatment in a specialist unit, patients with
less serious illness and patients with over-
eating disorders. We therefore do not know
whether the findings in the study can be
generalised to these groups.

We would like to thank Åse Minde, art psycho-
therapist and head of unit at the Outpatient Clinic
for Eating Disorders, Gaustad, Oslo University
Hospital, for her burning commitment, assistance
and support in our research project.

Tori Flaatten Halvorsen (born 1965) 

specialist in general practice, GP and senior 

consultant. She is a member of the Directorate 

of Health’s working group for National Profes-

sional Guidelines for the Assessment and 

Treatment of Eating Disorders.

The author has completed the ICMJE form 

and declares no conflicts of interest.

Ole Rikard Haavet (born 1949) 
specialist in general practice, GP and associate 

professor of general practice. His main research 

field is adolescent medicine.

The author has completed the ICMJE form 

and declares no conflicts of interest.

Birgit Johanne Rydså (born 1958) 

specialist in psychiatry and departmental 

senior consultant.

The author has completed the ICMJE form 

and declares no conflicts of interest.

Tove Skarbø (born 1959) 

PhD, specialist in psychology and researcher.

The author has completed the ICMJE form 

and declares no conflicts of interest.

Elin Olaug Rosvold (born 1962) 

MD and professor of general practice.

The author has completed the ICMJE form 

and declares no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Rosenvinge JH, Götestam KG. Spiseforstyrrelser – 
hvordan bør behandlingen organiseres? Tidsskr 
Nor Lægeforen 2002; 122: 285 – 8.

2. Smink FR, van Hoeken D, Hoek HW. Epidemiology 
of eating disorders: incidence, prevalence and 
mortality rates. Curr Psychiatry Rep 2012; 14: 
406 – 14.

3. Regjeringens strategiplan mot spiseforstyrrelser. 
I-0984B. Oslo: Sosial- og helsedepartementet, 
2000.

4. Statens helsetilsyn. Alvorlige spiseforstyrrelser. 
Retningslinjer for behandling i spesialisthelsetje-
nesten. IK–2714. www.helsetilsynet.no/upload/
Publikasjoner/utredningsserien/alvorlige_
spiseforstyrrelser_ik-2714.pdf (8.9.2014).

5. Røer A. Spiseforstyrrelser – symptomforståelse 
og behandlingsstrategier. Oslo: Gyldendal, 2006: 
33.

6. Helsedirektoratet. Helsefaglige kodeverk. 
http://helsedirektoratet.no/kvalitet-planlegging/
helsefagligekodeverk/icpc/Sider/default.aspx 
(10.2.2014).

7. Helsedirektoratet. ICD-10. http://helsedirektoratet.
no/kvalitet-planlegging/helsefaglige-kodeverk/
icd-10/Sider/default.aspx (4.2.2014).

8. Skårderud F. Sterk – svak. Håndboken om spise-
forstyrrelser. Oslo: Aschehoug, 2000.

9. Bjørnelv S. Spiseforstyrrelser i allmennpraksis. 
Tidsskr Nor Lægeforen 2004; 124: 2372 – 5.

10. Vitousek K, Watson S, Wilson GT. Enhancing moti-
vation for change in treatment-resistant eating 
disorders. Clin Psychol Rev 1998; 18: 391 – 420.

11. Gulliksen KS, Espeset EM, Nordbø RH et al. Pre-
ferred therapist characteristics in treatment of 
anorexia nervosa: the patient’s perspective. Int 
J Eat Disord 2012; 45: 932 – 41.

12. de la Rie S, Noordenbos G, Donker M et al. Evalua-
ting the treatment of eating disorders from the 
patient’s perspective. Int J Eat Disord 2006; 39: 
667 – 76.

13. Mond JM, Myers TC, Crosby RD et al. Bulimic 
eating disorders in primary care: hidden morbidity 
still? J Clin Psychol Med Settings 2010; 17: 56 – 63.

14. Ogg EC, Millar HR, Pusztai EE et al. General prac-
tice consultation patterns preceding diagnosis of 
eating disorders. Int J Eat Disord 1997; 22: 89 – 93.

15. Van Son GE, Hoek HW, Van Hoeken D et al. Eating 
disorders in the general practice: a case-control 
study on the utilization of primary care. Eur Eat 
Disord Rev 2012; 20: 410 – 3.

16. Lamb J, Bower P, Rogers A et al. Access to mental 
health in primary care: a qualitative meta-synthe-
sis of evidence from the experience of people from 
‘hard to reach’ groups. Health (London) 2012; 16: 
76 – 104.

17. Linville D, Benton A, O’Neil M et al. Medical pro-
viders’ screening, training and intervention practi-
ces for eating disorders. Eat Disord 2010; 18: 
110 – 31.

18. Leavey G, Vallianatou C, Johnson-Sabine E et al. 
Psychosocial barriers to engagement with an 
eating disorder service: a qualitative analysis of 
failure to attend. Eat Disord 2011; 19: 425 – 40.

Received 27 September 2013, first revision submit-
ted 23 February 2014, accepted 8 September 2014. 
Editor: Tor Rosness.
Tidsskr Nor Legeforen nr. 21, 2014; 134   2051



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /OK
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType true
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


