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Abstract 

Background and Purpose: Although various strategies are used to motivate patients during 

rehabilitation, consensus regarding the optimal motivational strategies for stroke rehabilitation 

has not been established. Expert consensus may aid rehabilitation professionals in effectively 

utilizing motivational strategies to produce the most beneficial outcome for their patients. The 

primary purpose of this study was to provide a comprehensive list of effective motivational 

strategies based on consensus among rehabilitation experts, generated using the Delphi 

technique. In addition, we sought to identify the types of information that are important when 

selecting motivational strategies. 

 

Methods: A total of 198 rehabilitation experts participated in a three-round Delphi survey. The 

rehabilitation experts included physicians, physical therapists, occupational therapists, and 

speech-language-hearing therapists who had worked in stroke rehabilitation for at least five 

years. Panelists were asked to rate the effectiveness of motivational strategies and to rate the 

importance of different types of information using a 5-point Likert scale. Consensus was 

defined as having been reached for items with an interquartile range of 1 or less. 

 

Results: A total of 116 experts (58.6%) completed the third round of the Delphi survey. 

Consensus was reached on all of the 26 presented strategies. Seven strategies, such as control 

of task difficulty and goal setting, were considered to be very effective in increasing patient 

motivation. In addition, all 11 of the presented types of information were deemed very 

important or important in determining which motivational strategies to use. 

 

Conclusions: We generated a list of effective motivational strategies for stroke rehabilitation 

based on expert consensus. Our results suggest that experts consider a comprehensive range of 

patient information when choosing motivational strategies. These findings represent a group of 

consensus-based recommendations for increasing patient adherence to stroke rehabilitation 

programs, which may be beneficial to many medical professionals working in stroke 

rehabilitation. 
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Introduction 

Rehabilitation programs, such as a repetitive task-specific practice and an exercise training, 

can improve functional capacity, the ability to perform activities of daily living, and quality of 

life.1 High adherence to a prescribed rehabilitation program is regarded as indicative of 

motivation.2 Rapolienė et al. (2018)3 found that higher internal motivation at the beginning of 

a rehabilitation program was correlated with the greater improvement in the activities of daily 

living in stroke patients. Therefore, the addition of motivational strategies to rehabilitation 

programs may promote functional improvement after stroke.4 

Various strategies are used to motivate stroke patients in clinical practice.2, 5 One study 

using a semi-structured interview format reported that rehabilitation professionals set 

rehabilitation goals, provided information regarding rehabilitation, and accessed and used the 

patient’s cultural norms to increase patient motivation.2 In addition, we previously found that 

15 motivational strategies, such as active listening and praise, were used by more than 75% of 

362 professionals working in stroke rehabilitation.5 Indeed, motivational strategies can 

positively affect rehabilitation in stroke patients.6-8 For example, an international randomized 

clinical trial indicated that encouragement effectively improved walking speed in stroke 

patients.6 However, there is no published consensus regarding the most effective motivational 

strategies or the importance of specific types of information during the selection of 

motivational strategies. Expert consensus about which strategies are considered effective and 

how they are selected will help rehabilitation professionals to increase patient adherence to 

stroke rehabilitation programs and improve patient outcome. The Delphi method is a well-

known approach for developing expert consensus regarding topics where published evidence 

is scare.9 

The purpose of this study was to use the Delphi method to generate a list of effective 

motivational strategies based on consensus among rehabilitation experts. We hypothesized that 

rehabilitation experts may use different motivational strategies according to the patient’s 

condition. Therefore, we also aimed to identify the types of information used when selecting 

motivational strategies. 

 

Methods 

Data availability statement 

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author 

upon reasonable request. 

 

Study design 

We conducted a Delphi study according to the guidance on conducting and reporting Delphi 
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studies (CREDES).10 Three iterations are typically though to be sufficient to identify points of 

consensus.10-12 Therefore, the total number of Delphi rounds was set at three. 

 

Participants 

The Delphi method is an anonymous iterative survey of exert opinion.13 Thus, eligible 

participants, recruited via a convenience sampling method, were experts in stroke rehabilitation. 

In this study, experts were defined as physicians, physical therapists, occupational therapists, 

and speech-language-hearing therapists who had worked in stroke rehabilitation for at least 

five years. Experts were recruited with the cooperation of the 17th Annual Academic 

Conference of the Japanese Society of Neurological Physical Therapy and the 29th Annual 

Meeting of the Japan Society for Respiratory Care and Rehabilitation. We set up a booth inside 

each conference and provided laptops that conference goers could use to voluntarily access the 

website that contained the questionnaire (the Google Forms tool, Google LLC, Mountain View, 

CA, USA). Potential participants could also access the survey website using their laptops, 

tablets, or smartphones from a hyperlink given in a leaflet and displayed on a poster in front of 

the booth. In addition, we sent email invitations to experts who participated in our previous 

study.5 On the first page of the website, participants were asked to report their professional 

characteristics, such as professional category and years of experience working in rehabilitation. 

Those who met the eligibility criteria could participate in the Delphi survey. According to the 

Consensus-based Standards for the selection of health Measurement Instruments (COSMIN) 

recommendations,14 we aimed to recruit a total of at least 120 experts in the first round of the 

survey. 

 

Ethical considerations 

The study was approved by the appropriate ethics committees at the Hamamatsu University 

School of Medicine (approval number: 19-048) and at the Shinshu University (approval 

number: 4385). Informed consent was obtained from all participants. 

 

Developing the list of motivational strategies 

In this study, we defined motivational strategies as concrete tactics, techniques, or approaches 

to orient patients to rehabilitation.15, 16 We expected this definition to produce a large list of 

items used by rehabilitation professionals, while some of the presented strategies might be 

overlapped with one another. Rather than strictly define motivational strategies, we emphasized 

the applicability of the strategies in a clinical setting. Although some of the included 

motivational strategies might be difficult to distinguish from elements of good clinical practice 

(e.g., active listening and praise), they were included because they have been considered to 

enhance patient participation in rehabilitation.  
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We initially developed a list of motivational strategies based on data obtained from 

semi-structured interviews,17 the findings of related literature,2, 6, 18-24 and the clinical 

experience of the authors. First, we obtained a list of 10 motivational strategies, such as goal 

setting and praise, from the semi-structured interviews.17 Then, we identified six strategies, 

including providing medical information and having family members present during 

rehabilitation, from the related previous studies.2, 6, 18-24 We then added six strategies, such as 

active listening and goal-oriented practice, to the list based on our clinical experience. The 

content validity of the items was assessed through expert review and a pilot test,25 which 

resulted in some minor grammatical changes. Using the resulting list of 22 motivational 

strategies, we surveyed more than 360 rehabilitation professionals regarding the motivational 

strategies commonly used in clinical practice for stroke rehabilitation.5 The survey included an 

open-ended question in which respondents were invited to propose additional motivational 

strategies not included on the list. As a result of the survey, we added two motivational 

strategies (“providing feedback to the patient regarding the results of the practice” and “engage 

in practice with the patient”) to the list. Finally, we also added motivational interviewing and 

cognitive behavioral therapy to the list because these strategies were regarded as the package 

of motivational interventions in the previous studies.4, 26 Consequently, we prepared a list of 26 

motivational strategies (Table 1). 

In addition, we prepared a list of 11 type of information regarding the patient’s health 

status, environmental factors, and personal factors (Table 2). We used this list to identify which 

types of information are considered to be important when selecting motivational strategies. 
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Table 1. List of motivational strategies 

Motivational strategy 

Active listening 

Allowing the patient to use a newly acquired skill 

Application of patient preferences to practice tasks 

Cognitive behavioral therapy 

Control of task difficulty 

Engage in practice with the patient 

Explaining the necessity of a practice 

Goal-oriented practice 

Goal setting 

Group rehabilitation 

Having an enjoyable conversation with the patient 

Motivational interview 

Practice with game properties 

Practice related to the patient’s experience 

Praise 

Proposing conditions for exchange  

(e.g. promising to undertake the patient’s favorite practice after achieving his/her 

least favorite practice) 

Providing a suitable rehabilitation environment 

Providing feedback regarding the results of the practice 

Providing medical information 

Providing the patient opportunities to identify possible treatments 

Providing variations of the programs 

Recommending that family members are present during rehabilitation 

Respect for self-determination 

Sharing the criteria for evaluation 

Specifying the amount of practice required 

Using progress-confirming tools (e.g. diary and graph) 

Motivational strategies are arranged in alphabetical order. 
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Table 2. List of types of information considered by rehabilitation professionals when 

choosing motivational strategies 

 

Information types are arranged in alphabetical order. 

  

Type of information 

Cognitive function (e.g. higher brain dysfunction and dementia) 

Comorbidities  

(e.g. psychological disorders, diabetes mellitus, and infection) 

Demographic characteristics (e.g. age and sex) 

Diagnosis (e.g. ischemic or hemorrhagic, lesion site, and recurrence) 

Human environment (e.g. key person and family) 

The patient’s reaction to a presented motivational strategy 

Personality 

Physical function  

(e.g. muscle weakness and limited range of motion) 

The severity of activity limitations 

The severity of participation restrictions 

Social environment  

(e.g. economic condition and employment status) 
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The Delphi method 

The Delphi survey was conducted between September and December 2019. The first 

round survey was conducted between September and November 2019, and the second round 

questionnaire was sent in November 2019. The third round questionnaire was sent in December 

2019. The second and third round questionnaires were sent to panelists who completed the 

questionnaire from the previous round. To maximize response rates, reminder emails were sent 

one and two weeks after each questionnaire was sent. In addition, panelists who completed the 

third round questionnaire received 1,000 yen (approximately US $9.00) honorarium. 

In the first round, panelists were presented with 25 of the motivational strategies and 

the 11 types of patient information. “Active listening” was not included in the list of 

motivational strategies in the first round due to a technical error. It was added to the list in the 

second and third rounds. Panelists were asked to rate the effectiveness of each motivational 

strategy and the importance of each type of information using a 5-point Likert scale (where 1 

= very ineffective/not at all important, 2 = ineffective/unimportant, 3 = uncertain, 4 = 

effective/important, and 5 = very effective/very important). 

In the second and third rounds, the lists of 26 motivational strategies (including “active 

listening”) and the 11 types of information were again presented to the panelists. The response 

data for each strategy and type of information from the previous round were added as a 

reference, including a pie chart showing the distribution of responses and the mean rating score. 

All panelists were asked to reconsider their previous ratings and to rate each item again. 

 

Data analysis 

To examine the effectiveness of each motivational strategy and the importance of each 

type of information, we calculated the median and interquartile range on a 5-point Likert scale 

for each item. An interquartile range of less than 1 indicates that more than 50% of all responses 

fall within 1 point on the scale.27 Items with an interquartile range of 1 or less are considered 

to demonstrate good consensus on a 5-point Likert scale.12, 28 Therefore, consensus was defined 

as an interquartile range of 1 or less. 
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Results 

Participants 

Of the 198 rehabilitation experts who accessed the survey website, 160 experts (80.8%) 

completed the first round of the survey. The panelists characteristics are shown in Table 3. The 

majority of participants were physical therapists (76.9%). Responses were obtained from 123 

(62.1%) and 116 (58.6%) panelists in the second and third rounds, respectively. The flow of 

participants during the three rounds of the Delphi survey is shown in Figure 1. 

 

Table 3. Characteristics of panelists (n = 160) 

Variable Value 

Professional category  

 Physical therapist 123 (76.9) 

 Occupational therapist 29 (18.1) 

 Physician 5 (3.1) 

 Speech-language-hearing therapist 3 (1.9) 

Years of experience in stroke rehabilitation  

 5–9 years 98 (61.2) 

 10–14 years 38 (23.8) 

 15 years or more 24 (15.0) 

Sex  

 Male 128 (80) 

 Female 32 (20) 

Primary affiliation  

 Hospital 130 (81.3) 

 Others 30 (18.7) 

Phase of stroke recovery of the patients  

 Subacute 69 (43.1) 

 Acute 51 (31.9) 

 Chronic 33 (20.6) 

 Others 7 (4.4) 

Values are presented as number (%). 
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Figure 1. Flow diagram of the panelist response rates and withdrawals by round. 

 

Which motivational strategies did experts deem effective for stroke rehabilitation? 

The results of the Delphi survey on the effectiveness of each motivational strategy for stroke 

rehabilitation are shown in Table 4 and Supplemental Figure I. In the first round, consensus 

was achieved regarding 22 of the strategies. “Control of task difficulty”, “goal setting”, and 

“providing feedback to the patient regarding the results of the practice” were deemed very 

effective motivational strategies. Nineteen strategies, including “goal-oriented practice” and 

“praise”, were considered effective in motivating patients with stroke to engage in 

rehabilitation practices. 

 In the second round, consensus was reached for all of the 26 presented strategies. In 

addition to the three strategies considered very effective in the first round, “goal-oriented 

practice”, “praise”, “providing a suitable rehabilitation environment”, and “practice related to 

the patient’s experience” were also regarded as very effective motivational strategies. Sixteen 

strategies were considered effective motivational strategies. The results of the third round were 

similar to those obtained in the second round. “Proposing conditions for exchange”, “group 

rehabilitation”, and “cognitive behavioral therapy” were considered neither effective nor 

ineffective during the three rounds. 
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Table 4. The effectiveness of each motivational strategy for stroke rehabilitation 

Motivational strategy 
Round1 

n = 160 

Round 2 

n = 123 

Round 3 

n = 116 
% 

Control of task difficulty 5 (1) 5 (0) 5 (0) 87.1 

Goal setting 5 (1) 5 (1) 5 (0) 81.0 

Providing feedback regarding the results of the practice 5 (1) 5 (1) 5 (0) 78.4 

Goal-oriented practice 4 (1) 5 (1) 5 (1) 73.3 

Praise 4 (1) 5 (1) 5 (1) 69.8 

Providing a suitable rehabilitation environment 4 (1) 5 (1) 5 (1) 66.4 

Practice related to the patient’s experience 4 (1) 5 (1) 5 (1) 64.7 

Allowing the patient to use a newly acquired skill 4 (0.75) 4 (1) 4 (1) 47.4 

Sharing the criteria for evaluation 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 38.8 

Application of patient preferences to practice tasks 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 35.3 

Specifying the amount of practice required 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 34.5 

Explaining the necessity of a practice 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 31.0 

Respect for self-determination 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 31.0 

Recommending that family members are present during rehabilitation 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 30.2 

Active listening NA 4 (1) 4 (1) 29.3 

Providing variations of the programs 4 (1.75) 4 (1) 4 (1) 27.6 

Having an enjoyable conversation with the patient 4 (0) 4 (1) 4 (1) 25.9 

Engage in practice with the patient 4 (1.75) 4 (1) 4 (1) 25.9 
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Providing the patient opportunities to identify possible treatments 4 (1) 4 (0) 4 (0) 22.4 

Motivational interview 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (0) 20.7 

Using progress-confirming tools 4 (1.75) 4 (0) 4 (0) 19.0 

Providing medical information 4 (1) 4 (0) 4 (0) 19.0 

Providing practice with game properties 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 10.3 

Proposing conditions for exchange 3 (1) 3 (1) 3 (1) 6.9 

Group rehabilitation 3 (1) 3 (1) 3 (1) 6.0 

Cognitive behavioral therapy 3 (1) 3 (1) 3 (1) 5.2 

Values are presented as the group’s median (interquartile range) ranging on the 5-point Likert scale. 

The 5-point Likert scale ranges from 1 to 5, from very ineffective to very effective. 

NA, not available due to a technical error. 

The percent column denotes the percentage of panelists who selected 5 (very effective) in round 3. 

Motivational strategies are arranged in descending order with respect to the value shown in the percent column.  
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Which types of information do experts consider important when they choose motivational 

strategies? 

The results of the Delphi survey on the importance of different types of information when 

selecting motivational strategies are shown in Table 5 and Supplemental Figure II. In the first 

round, consensus was reached for 9 of the presented 11 items. “Cognitive function” and 

“personality” were considered to be very important types of information. Seven types of 

information were deemed important.  

 In the second round, consensus was achieved for all 11 types of information. “Human 

environment” and “the patient’s reaction to a presented motivational strategy”, “cognitive 

function”, and “personality” were considered very important. The other seven types of 

information were regarded as important. 

 After the third round, “social environment” and “the severity of activity limitations” 

were also deemed very important, while five other types of information were considered 

important.    

 

Discussion 

 We generated a list of motivational strategies for stroke rehabilitation based on expert 

consensus. We identified 23 strategies that were deemed very effective or effective in 

motivating patients with stroke to engage in rehabilitation practices. Our results show that 

rehabilitation experts consider a comprehensive range of information regarding the patient’s 

health condition, environmental factors, and personal factors when choosing motivational 

strategies. These findings can be used to generate consensus-based recommendations regarding 

motivational strategies for stroke rehabilitation. 

  To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first to establish consensus among 

experts regarding motivational strategies for stroke rehabilitation using the Delphi method. 

Although expert opinion is regarded as the lowest grade of evidence,29 the Delphi process can 

be used to enhance the authority of expert opinion.30 In addition, the Delphi method can be 

used to generate an evidence base in situations where evidence is insufficient.9 As evidence-

based motivational strategies have not yet been established with respect to stroke rehabilitation, 

a consensus of expert opinion generated using the Delphi method may be beneficial in helping 

rehabilitation professionals to enhance patient motivation. According to the COSMIN 

recommendations, a rating of ‘very good’ can be established if the sample size was at least 

100.14 Diamond et al. (2014)11 reported that only 5 of 100 studies using the Delphi method 

recruited more than 100 panelists in the final round. Therefore, that we obtained data from 116 

experts in the final round is an important strength of this study.  
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Table 5. The importance of each type of information when selecting motivational strategies. 

Type of information 
Round1 

n = 160 

Round 2 

n = 123 

Round 3 

n = 116 
% 

Cognitive function 5 (1) 5 (0) 5 (0) 85.3 

Human environment 4 (1) 5 (1) 5 (1) 66.3 

Personality 5 (1) 5 (1) 5 (1) 59.5 

The patient’s reaction to a presented motivational strategy 4 (1) 5 (1) 5 (1) 56.9 

Social environment  4 (1) 4 (1) 5 (1) 54.3 

The severity of activity limitations 4 (1) 4 (1) 5 (1) 50.9 

Physical function 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 44.0 

Comorbidities 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 41.4 

Diagnosis 4 (2) 4 (1) 4 (1) 35.3 

The severity of participation restrictions 4 (1) 4 (1) 4 (1) 25.9 

Demographic characteristics 4 (2) 4 (1) 4 (0) 21.6 

Values are presented as the group’s median (interquartile range) ranging on the 5-point Likert scale. 

The 5-point Likert scale ranges from 1 to 5, from not at all important to very important. 

NA, not available due to a technical error. 

The percent column denotes the percentage of panelists who selected 5 (very important) in round 3. 

Types of information are arranged in descending order with respect to the value shown in the percent column. 
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Which motivational strategies did experts deem effective for stroke rehabilitation? 

We found seven very effective and 16 effective strategies for motivating patients with stroke 

to engage in rehabilitation practices. Of the seven very effective strategies, all except for 

‘providing feedback to the patient regarding the results of the practice’ were used by more than 

75% of the rehabilitation professionals in our previous study.5 Gradual increases in task 

difficulty and goal-oriented practice have been recommended to promote functional recovery 

during stroke rehabilitation.31 As inappropriate levels of task difficulty can bore or frustrate the 

patient,32 the difficulty of a practice task is considered to affect the patient adherence to a 

rehabilitation program. Setting rehabilitation goals can also have a positive impact on stroke 

recovery during rehabilitation.33 In addition, positive feedback and encouragement have been 

reported to be effective for improving walking speed during inpatient rehabilitation.6 Sonoda 

et al. (2004)34 found that a specific rehabilitation environment helped stroke inpatients increase 

their amount of physical activity during daily living. Therefore, these strategies appear to be 

very effective for motivating patients with stroke during rehabilitation. 

Self-determination facilitates and maintains intrinsic motivation.35 Active listening is 

a core communication skill involved in motivational interviewing,7, 26 and undergoing 

motivational interviewing has been associated with normal mood.7 The provision of 

information regarding rehabilitation and the presence of a family member during rehabilitation 

may improve a patient’s mood and encourage them to be more active.8, 36 Communication 

training programs for clinicians increase patient satisfaction, levels of motivation for goal 

setting and action, and health-related quality of life.37 Rehabilitation programs with game 

properties such as virtual reality have been found to improve motivation and activities of daily 

living.38, 39 Thus, some strategies considered to be effective have been shown to have positive 

effects on recovery after stroke. 

 

Which types of information do experts consider important when they choose the 

motivational strategies? 

The findings of this study support previous findings regarding factors related to motivation in 

stroke patients.5, 21, 22, 24, 40 Our results suggest that the following are regarded as particularly 

essential information when choosing motivational strategies: the severity of cognitive 

impairments and activity limitations, human and social environments, patient personality type, 

and patient responses to motivational strategies. For example, in the authors’ clinical 

experience, providing a patient with severe cognitive impairments and/or activity limitations 

with a relatively easy practice task can help to maintain patient confidence. In addition, 

rehabilitation professionals must consider the social environment and personality of a patient 

when selecting tasks for inclusion in a goal-oriented program, and design the practice with 

consideration of patient preferences. Furthermore, our results suggest that experts adjust their 

motivational strategies according to patient reactions. In the present study, we did not classify 
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the strategies according to patient condition, such as neurological status or personality. 

Therefore, further studies are needed to evaluate the motivational strategies that rehabilitation 

experts use according to patient condition.  

 

Limitations 

There exist several limitations to the present study. First, all of the panelists were recruited in 

Japan. Thus, whether our findings are generalizable to rehabilitation professionals outside of 

Japan remains unclear. For instance, cognitive behavioral therapy was rated as neither effective 

nor ineffective by the experts in the present study. Our supplemental survey showed that less 

than 50% of the panelists (45.6%) were familiar with cognitive behavioral therapy. Thus, the 

low ratings of effectiveness for cognitive behavioral therapy were likely due to a low degree 

of recognition among rehabilitation experts in Japan. With the exception of our data for 

cognitive behavioral therapy, our results are consistent with those of some previous qualitative2, 

21, 22, 24, 40 and experimental6-8, 33, 34, 36-39 studies from Western countries. An international Delphi 

survey would improve the external validity of our findings.  

Second, we utilized convenience sampling to recruit the panelists in this study. We 

recruited individuals for voluntary participation by distributing leaflets, displaying posters, and 

sending email invitations. Thus, the experts who participated in this study may have been more 

interested in the motivational strategies compared with nonparticipants. Therefore, the 

effectiveness of each motivational strategy may be overestimated, and so caution is warranted 

in interpreting our results. Third, the majority of the participants were physical therapists. As a 

result, the opinions of physical therapists might be overstated in the data. There are 

approximately 172 thousand (as of March 2019),41 80 thousand (as of March 2017),42 30 

thousand (as of March 2019),43 and 2 thousand (as of June 2017)44 licensed physical therapists, 

occupational therapists, speech-language-hearing therapists, and rehabilitation doctors in Japan, 

respectively. Thus, the large population of physical therapists in our sample appears to be 

consistent with the actual situation in Japan. Nonetheless, in future research, a random 

sampling method might be useful in order to minimize this type of sampling bias.  

   

Summary 

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to generate a list of effective motivational 

strategies for stroke rehabilitation based on expert consensus. Seven motivational strategies, 

including controlling task difficulty and setting rehabilitation goals were deemed very effective. 

In addition, 16 strategies, such as allowing the patient to use a newly acquired skill and sharing 

the criteria for evaluation, were considered effective in increasing patient motivation. Our 

results suggest that experts consider a comprehensive range of data regarding patient condition 

when making decisions about motivational strategies for rehabilitation. These findings may be 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 18, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.15.20036764doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.03.15.20036764
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


17 

 

useful for developing consensus-based recommendations regarding motivational strategies for 

use in stroke rehabilitation. 
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