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16 Abstract
17 Objective
18 To investigate the psychological impact of variations in help-seeking messages contained in lived 
19 experience stories about self-harm.

20 Method
21 In an online experiment, individuals with a recent history of self-harm, were randomised to read stories 
22 that either mentioned: i) self-help strategies, ii) seeking help from informal and formal sources, or iii) did 
23 not mention help-seeking. Help-seeking intentions, mood, entrapment, and expectations of future self-
24 harm was measured, and participants provided feedback on the stories.

25 Results
26 There was limited evidence for an effect of story type on future help-seeking intentions and stronger 
27 evidence for an effect of story type on negative affect. Participants in the “Self-help” condition reported 
28 lower negative affect after reading the stories compared to participants in the “No help” condition (Mean 
29 difference = -3.97, 95% CI -7.72 to -0.22, p = .04) and the “Informal/formal” help condition (Mean 
30 difference = -3.70, 95% CI -7.55 to 0.14, p =.06). A key criticism of the stories was that they were 
31 unrelatable, but this sentiment was less prevalent among those in the “No help” condition. Key positives 
32 were that the stories included a realistic but hopeful outlook of recovery (less prevalent in the 
33 “Informal/formal help” condition) and were supportive (less prevalent in the “No help” condition).

34 Conclusion
35 While the inclusion of self-help strategies in a lived experience story reduced its impact on negative 
36 affect, the inclusion of self-help strategies or seeking help from others did not encourage future help-
37 seeking intentions. Making stories relatable, authentic, and providing multiple strategies for support 
38 might be key to encourage help-seeking, but more research is needed.

39
40
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41 Introduction
42 Individuals experiencing self-harm or suicidal thoughts may seek support via the 
43 internet. Self-harm related internet use can be both helpful and harmful (1,2). Self-harm related 
44 internet content can foster a sense of community, thereby reducing feelings of loneliness and 
45 isolation, (3–6) and provide practical advice and moral support on how to manage self-harm 
46 (4,7–10). In addition, self-harm related internet use provides an alternative for individuals who 
47 are not yet ready, or may be unwilling, or unable to access support offline  (11–14). 

48 However, there is also a link between self-harm related internet use and higher levels 
49 of suicidal intent (12,15,16), although the direction of effects is not clear. Due to a lack of 
50 regulation, content encouraging self-harm is easily accessible online (2,17,18). In addition, 
51 content or environments intended to discourage self-harm could unintentionally reinforce self-
52 harm behaviour, for example via normalisation or competition (18,19). Further, the 
53 categorisation of self-harm content as either harmful or helpful is not straightforward. A recent 
54 systematic review illustrates the complex nature of engagement with self-harm content. 
55 Whether the content negatively or positively affects the individual engaging with it depends on 
56 the content, the individual, and the time and space in which it is encountered (2).

57 The internet provides a wide range of self-harm content including information about 
58 self-harm behaviour, self-help strategies, lived-experience stories, images of self-harm, 
59 signposting to help, and dialogue (2,13,18,20,21). They all come with limitations, for example, 
60 research suggests that information-giving can often be impersonal, disengaging, and 
61 “insufficient in moments of crisis” and that signposting can often be redundant as many 
62 searching for help online are doing so because of barriers to engaging with signposted 
63 services (13). The impact of self-harm images such as scars can be mixed, reminding some 
64 of recovery while triggering others (2). Among those who access self-harm related internet 
65 content, there seems to be a preference for real-time help (e.g., “live chat”), self-help tools, 
66 and interaction with others, particularly via lived-experience content (13,22). 

67 Lived-experience stories are often used on formal help sites as they are viewed as 
68 personal and engaging and can validate crisis for readers, while also offering reassurance that 
69 they are not alone in their struggle and that recovery is possible (13,22,23). However, there 
70 are several components which might influence whether a lived-experience story is perceived 
71 as helpful, unhelpful, or potentially harmful. Stories appearing on forums, even those that are 
72 run by trained moderators, might be triggering for some people, for example by including 
73 details of methods, injury, or graphic imagery. Stories appearing on websites run by charities 
74 and healthcare organisations usually include a personal narrative of help-seeking and 
75 recovery. However, the evidence supporting that these encourage help-seeking in the reader 
76 is limited (22,23). Further, the careful regulation of content might be perceived as overly 
77 censored and lead some to search for unrefined content in covert and riskier spaces (2). Even 
78 unregulated content posted by a lay individual is curated in a different respect, for example on 
79 social media platforms where users are often presenting themselves in an idealized way 
80 (24,25). 

81 The present study is part of a mixed-methods project which aimed to investigate how 
82 variations in help-seeking messages contained within lived experience stories are interpreted 
83 by and psychologically impact those with self-harm experience. Findings from the qualitative 
84 component (focus groups) demonstrated that although it is a complex relationship, individuals 
85 with recent self-harm experience could positively engage with lived experiences stories, for 
86 example if they reflected a wide range of personal journeys and avoided the use of 



3

87 stigmatizing language (23). The present study aimed to gather additional evidence on the 
88 effect of online lived-experience stories using an experimental design. 

89 More specifically, we sought to investigate the psychological impact of stories with 
90 different types of help-seeking messages, including those mentioning self-help strategies, 
91 informal/formal help-seeking (i.e., friends, family, or professionals), and no help-seeking. We 
92 sought to assess if the type of help-seeking referenced in a lived experience story had an 
93 impact on help-seeking intentions, mood, expectations of future self-harm behaviours, as well 
94 as psychological factors implicated within the suicidal pathway, such as sense of entrapment 
95 (i.e., lack of escape from unbearable thoughts, feelings, situations) (26,27).

96 Methods
97 This paper focuses on the quantitative component of a mixed methods study (for the 
98 qualitative component, see Winstone et al., 2023) which explored how people with self-harm 
99 experience and interpret lived experience accounts as a means of support. The protocol 

100 (https://osf.io/qtgvp) was pre-registered ahead of data collection (https://osf.io/cesda).  

101 Participants
102 The study was advertised by the research team and mental health charities on their 
103 webpages, social media accounts and in newsletters sent out to individuals who signed up to 
104 hear about regular research/charity activity. The study was also advertised on self-
105 harm/mental health specific forums, on Reddit, RecoverYourLife, and the National Self Harm 
106 Network website. The study was hosted online: after providing consent and completing a self-
107 administered baseline questionnaire, participants were randomly assigned to one of three 
108 story conditions 1) self-help strategies, 2) informal/formal help- seeking, 3) no help-seeking.

109 We conducted an a priori power analysis (G*Power v3.1.9.7) (28) which determined 
110 that a sample of 246 participants would provide adequate (80%) power for our main analysis 
111 (one-way ANOVA) to detect a small-medium effect size (f = 0.2) for our primary outcome 
112 (differences in help-seeking intentions) among the three story groups. 

113 Ethical approval was granted by the University of Bristol School of Psychological 
114 Science Research Ethics Committee (REF: 10504). The study was conducted according to 
115 the revised Declaration of Helinski (2013) and the 1996 (ICH Guidelines for Good Clinical 
116 Practice E6(R2). To be eligible for the study, participants had to be aged 16 years or older, 
117 fluent in English, currently resident in the UK, and have engaged in self-harm within the past 
118 year. Before beginning the study, participants had to provide informed written consent. After 
119 taking part, participants were offered the opportunity to enter in a prize draw to win one of four 
120 £40 shopping vouchers. 

121 Setting
122 The task was programmed using Gorilla Experiment Builder (https://gorilla.sc/) (29). 
123 Participants could access the ask from any device that allowed them to access any web 
124 browser.

125 Materials
126 Three template stories were used in this study (see Appendix S1). The same three 
127 templates were presented to all participants but a portion of text was modified (removed and/or 
128 inserted) to reflect the different experimental conditions: Self-help strategies, informal/formal 
129 help-seeking, and no help-seeking. The template stories were chosen from an initial shortlist 
130 of ten real-life stories curated by BM. These were selected from a variety of online sources 

https://osf/
https://osf/
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131 including the websites of third-sector organisations and healthcare organisations, web-based 
132 forums, and personal blogs. This approach was used to ensure that they were not solely 
133 representative of the more polished stories that often appear on formal help sites. For ethical 
134 reasons, stories were excluded if they encouraged self-harm, described self-harm methods in 
135 detail or did not have a recovery-oriented/hopeful outlook. Each of the ten stories was 
136 independently ranked (in order of preference) and discussed by BM and three of the study 
137 authors (JF; IPV; LB). Three lived experience stories were then chosen following the ranking 
138 and discussion to be used as the template stories. The only key difference across the 
139 experimental conditions was whether text concerning self-help strategies, informal/formal 
140 help-seeking, or no help-seeking (but positive/hopeful message) was inserted into the stories. 
141 These inserts were drawn from the original ten stories selected by BM. 

142 Measures
143 Participant characteristics (assessed at baseline)
144 Participants reported their age in years, their gender, sexual orientation, and ethnicity. 
145 To measure help-seeking history, participants completed a modified version of the Actual 
146 Help-Seeking Questionnaire (AHSQ)(30,31). They also answered questions on self-harm 
147 thoughts (past year frequency), passive and active suicidal thoughts (in lifetime and recency), 
148 non-suicidal self-harm (in lifetime, recency, and past year frequency) and suicide attempts 
149 (in lifetime and recency).  For further details, please refer to the protocol 
150 (https://osf.io/qtgvp).

151 Outcome measures (assessed post randomisation) 
152 Primary outcome: Help-seeking
153 To measure help-seeking intentions, participants completed a modified version of the 
154 General Help Seeking Questionnaire (GHSQ) (32). 

155 Secondary outcomes: Affect, Entrapment, and Future self-harm
156 Participants completed The Positive and Negative Affect Schedule (PANAS) (33). 
157 They completed the 4-item Entrapment Scale Short Form (E-SF) (34). They also answered 
158 two questions about future self-harm, rated on a 5-point scale. Firstly, how likely they would 
159 be to hurt themselves on purpose in the future after reading the stories, and secondly, how 
160 likely it was that they could see a time in the future without self-harm. 

161 Opinions of the lived experience stories
162 Participants were asked to provide open-ended feedback on the lived experience 
163 stories presented to them during the study. Specifically, they were asked, “Was there anything 
164 you found helpful/unhelpful about the stories? If so, please explain.” 

165 Attention check:

166 To ensure that only data from participants who were paying attention during the study was 
167 included in the analysis, one of the items among the outcome measures asked participants to 
168 select 1 on a scale from 0 to 4. Participants who selected a number other than 1, had their 
169 data removed prior to the analysis (35).

170 Procedure
171 Participants completed the questionnaires on demographics, current/past self-harm 
172 thoughts and behaviours, and help-seeking history. They were then randomised, using 
173 Gorilla’s randomisation feature, to one of the three conditions (i.e., self-help, informal/formal 
174 help-seeking, or no help-seeking). Participants were presented with and asked to read the 
175 three lived experience stories, with amended text based on the condition that they were 

https://osf.io/qtgvp
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176 assigned to. They then completed the outcome measures in the following order: i) free text 
177 opinions of the lived experience stories, ii) mood, iii) entrapment, iv) thoughts of self-
178 harm/suicide, and v) help-seeking intentions.

179 Analysis Plan
180 Data screening
181 To maintain data quality, each participant’s data was screened against the 
182 following criteria prior to analysis: each participant must have completed the entire study, 
183 and correctly answered the eligibility questions and the attention check question within the 
184 experiment. The data was assessed for normality using skewness and kurtosis statistics, 
185 and that it met the assumptions for ANOVA testing.

186 Data analysis
187 Descriptive statistics were used to summarise the participant characteristics and 
188 outcome measures in each group. An ANOVA was used to test if the type of help-seeking 
189 mentioned in the lived experience story influenced the primary outcome of interest (i.e., total 
190 score on the GHSQ). A series of ANOVAs was used to test if the type of help-seeking 
191 mentioned in the lived experience story influenced the secondary outcome measures (i.e., 
192 total scores on PANAS, E-SF and the two items assessing future self-harm). Where the type 
193 of help-seeking mentioned in the stories impacted any of the outcomes, post-hoc pairwise 
194 comparisons were conducted (with corrections applied for multiple comparisons).

195 This study was powered to detect a main effect of type of lived experience story, 
196 therefore any interactions were exploratory. Where any of the analyses indicated a main effect 
197 of type of lived experience story on the outcome measures, then story type x self-harm history 
198 ANCOVAs were used to assess if the influence of type of lived experience story on the 
199 outcome measures differed by self-harm history. The self-harm history variable was defined 
200 as the recency of self-harm behaviour in the past year. In cases where a participant had a 
201 history of both NSSH and attempting suicide, the recency score (indicating “either in the past 
202 week” or “more than a week ago, but in the past year”) for whichever behaviour was more 
203 recent was used. Where any interactions existed, they were explored in post-hoc analyses 
204 using t-tests. All analyses were run both unadjusted and adjusted for age, gender, and a 
205 continuous variable of help-seeking history (i.e., total score on the AHSQ). 

206 Findings from the qualitative component (focus groups) of this mixed-method project 
207 suggested that lived experience stories can have a positive impact on readers, but that this 
208 effect may be moderated by age (23). In the protocol, we had specified that exploratory 
209 analyses would be guided by the qualitative results. Therefore, we have included a tertiary 
210 analysis, exploring interactions between story type and age on any primary and secondary 
211 outcomes where main effects were found.

212 Participant opinions on the lived experience stories were analysed using content 
213 analysis. After reviewing the data, specifically the length and richness of responses, it was 
214 decided that instead of conducting thematic analysis (as originally specified in the protocol), it 
215 would be more appropriate to conduct content analysis. Responses were first open coded by 
216 JF and JS (see acknowledgments). JF then refined the codes before LW coded 10% of the 
217 responses, adding additional codes when they felt it was appropriate. Intercoder reliability 
218 (ICR) was then assessed and calculated to be around 99%. JF then refined the codes once 
219 more. 
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220 Results
221 Participants
222 Demographics
223 Data collection ceased when there were complete datasets from 246 participants. One 
224 participant was identified as completing the study twice and removed from the dataset. Of the 
225 remaining 244 participants, data cleaning procedures identified two participants who failed the 
226 attention check and six who did not meet the eligibility criterion of having hurt themselves on 
227 purpose in the past year. Therefore, data from 238 participants was included in the analysis 
228 (97% of our target sample size). Participants were primarily female (79%), white (87%) and 
229 were aged between 16 and 59 years old (M = 23.2, SD = 9.4). Table 1 provides further details 
230 on participant demographics across the experimental conditions, as well as a breakdown by 
231 experimental condition. The experiment ran for 28 weeks (from 26th March to 8th October 
232 2022).

Table 1. Participant demographics All 
(n=242)

Self-help
(n=83)

Informal/fo
rmal help 

(n=75)

No help 
(n=80)

Age M(SD) 23.2(9.4) 23.4(9.6) 21.6(8.2) 23.8(10.2)

Gender n % % % %
Female 188 79 79 73 84
Male 25 11 9 16 7
Prefer to self-describe1 20 8 10 9 6
Prefer not to say 5 2 3 1 2

Ethnicity n % % % %
Arab 2 1 1 1
Asian/Asian British 4 2 1 4
Black/African/Caribbean/Black British 6 2 4 4
White 207 87 81 87 93
Mixed/multiple ethnic groups 17 7 12 7 2
Other ethnic group2 1 <1 1
Prefer not to say 1 <1 1

Sexual orientation n % % % %
Asexual or Aromantic (attracted to no 
genders)

11 5 5 5 4

Bisexual or pansexual (attracted to all 
genders)

88 37 36 39 36

Gay or lesbian (attracted to people of 
the same gender)

23 10 12 8 8

Straight (attracted to people of the 
opposite gender)

97 41 35 40 47

Prefer to self-describe3 10 4 6 3 4
Prefer not to say 9 4 5 5 1
1: Agender, Genderfluid, Genderqueer, Non-binary, Non-binary AFAB, She/They, Trans female to male, 
Transmasculine
2: Portuguese
3: Not straight, Not sure, Omnisexual, Pansexual, Queer and/or lesbian, Sapphic, Unlabelled

233
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234 Self-harm thoughts and behaviours
235 Most participants had engaged in non-suicidal self-harm (99%), had thoughts that life was not 
236 worth living (i.e., passive suicidal thoughts) (97%), and had experienced suicidal ideations 
237 (i.e., active suicidal thoughts) (93%) during their lifetime. Just over half the sample (56%) had 
238 made a suicide attempt. Figures 1 and 2 display information about the recency and past year 
239 frequency of self-harm thoughts and behaviours in the sample.

240

241

242

243

244 Figure 1. Recency of suicidal thoughts and self-harm behaviour

245

246

247

248

249

250 Figure 2. Frequency of self-harm thoughts and behaviour (in the past year)

251

252

253

254

255

256 In terms of type of self-harm methods used, 43% reported swallowing pills or 
257 something poisonous, 45% reported burning themselves, and 95% reported cutting 
258 themselves. Using another method not listed was reported by 45% of participants. These were 
259 screened by JF and BM and then categorised (for full details, please refer to Table S3 in 
260 Appendix S2). Behaviours not considered to be self-harm (for example tattooing, eating 
261 behaviours or indirect self-harm such as unsafe sex) were removed, however all participants 
262 reporting these behaviours also reported  at least one other self-harm method, and so no 
263 participants were removed from the analysis. Most participants (41%) reported having used 
264 two self-harm methods during their lifetime, with 21%, 25% and 13% reporting one, three and 
265 four or more methods respectively.  

266 Help-seeking history
267 When reflecting on help-seeking over their lifetime, seeking help from no one was reported by 
268 16% of participants (n=39). For a breakdown of the prevalence of accessing each source of 
269 informal and formal help, please refer to Table S4 in Appendix S2.

270
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271 Outcome measures
272 Descriptive statistics are reported for the five outcome measures by experimental condition 
273 in Table 2.

274

Table 2. Descriptive statistics for outcomes Self-help Informal/
formal help

No help

Primary outcomes

Future help-seeking intentions
M(SD)
Range

39.0(11.6)
14-76

39.0(11.7)
14-82

42.8(11.9)
20-74

Secondary outcomes

Positive affect
M(SD)
Range

18.4(6.0)
10-36

18.0(6.5)
10-43

18.8(6.0)
10-35

Negative affect
M(SD)
Range

24.8(10.4)
10-48

28.5(10.6)
11-49

28.7(9.5)
10-49

Entrapment
M(SD)
Range

15.1(4.9)
4-20

15.0(4.4)
4-20

15.6(4.1)
5-20

Future self-harm

“After reading these stories, how likely is it that you will hurt yourself on purpose in the 
future?” (0=Much less likely; 4 = Much more likely)

Median (Range) 2(0-4) 2(0-4) 2(1-4)

“Can you see a time in the future without self-harm?” 
(0=Not at all likely; 4 = Very likely)

Median (Range) 2(0-4) 1(0-4) 1(0-4)
275
276 Future help-seeking
277 Due to the skewed nature of the data, future help-seeking data was transformed using 
278 a square root transformation. There was weak to moderate evidence for an effect of story type 
279 on future help-seeking intentions F(2,235) = 2.8, p = .06, η2 = .02. Adjusting for age, gender, 
280 and help-seeking history provided stronger evidence for an effect of story type on future-help 
281 seeking, F(2,230) = 3.5, p = .03, η2 = .21 (the full results of the model using untransformed 
282 and untransformed data can be found in Tables S5 and S6 of Appendix S3). However, none 
283 of the pairwise comparisons (Tukey’s HSD on the unadjusted means) suggested that there 
284 were differences in future help-seeking among the three groups. The impact of story type on 
285 future help-seeking is illustrated by Figure 3 (using untransformed data). 

286 An ANCOVA was conducted to determine whether self-harm history (recency of self-
287 harm) interacted with story type to influence future help-seeking. Evidence for this interaction 



9

288 was not found, F(2,232) = 0.57, p = 0.57. An ANCOVA was conducted to explore if age 
289 interacted with story type to influence future help-seeking. Evidence for this interaction was 
290 not found, F(2,232) = 1.88, p =.15. However, the former only achieved 15% power, and the 
291 latter 41% power. 

292

293

294 Figure 3. Impact of story type on future help-seeking

295

296

297 Affect, entrapment, future self-harm
298 Due to the skewed nature of the data, attempts to transform all secondary outcomes 
299 were made but were unsuccessful. Therefore, the following analyses were conducted using 
300 untransformed data. 

301 We found no evidence for an effect of story type on positive affect, F(2,235) = .32, p = 
302 .73, η2 = .002 or entrapment, F(2,235) = .33, p = .72, η2 = .003. There was also no evidence 
303 for an effect of story type on future self-harm (Likelihood of self-harm after reading stories, 
304 F(2,235) = 2.40, p = .09, η2 = .02; Likelihood of a future without self-harm, F(2,235) = 0.94, p 
305 = .39, η2 = .008). The pattern of results was unchanged following adjustment for age, gender, 
306 and help-seeking history (the full results of the model can be found in Tables S7, S9, S10, and 
307 S11 of Appendix S3).

308 There was evidence for an effect of story type on negative affect, F(2,235) =3.83, p = 
309 .02, η2 = .03. Adjusting for age, gender, and help-seeking history, increased the strength of 
310 association between story type and negative affect F(2,230) = 4.02, p = .02, η2 = .10 (the full 
311 results of the model can be found in Table S8 of Appendix S3). Pairwise comparisons (Tukey’s 
312 HSD on the unadjusted means) demonstrated that participants in the “Self-help” condition 
313 reported lower levels of negative affect after reading the stories compared to participants in 
314 the “No help” condition (Mean difference = -3.97, 95% CI -7.72 to -0.22, p = .04) and the 
315 “Informal/formal” help condition (Mean difference = -3.70, 95% CI -7.55 to 0.14, p =.06). Figure 
316 4 presents the impact of story type on negative impact. 

317 An ANCOVA was conducted to explore if self-harm history interacted with story type 
318 to influence negative affect. Although there was strong evidence for an effect of self-harm 
319 history on negative affect, F(1,232) = 28.94, p <.001, evidence for an interaction with story 
320 type was not found, F(2,232) = 0.94, p = 0.39. An ANCOVA was also conducted to explore if 
321 age interacted with story type to influence negative affect. Although there was strong evidence 
322 for an effect on age on negative affect, F(1,232) = 16.85, p < .001, evidence for an interaction 
323 was not found, F(2,232) = 1.06, p =.35. However, the former only achieved 22% power, and 
324 the latter 26% power.

325

326 Figure 4. Impact of story type on negative affect

327
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328 Open-ended feedback on stories
329 Eighty-eight percent of the sample provided written feedback on the stories. Limitations 
330 and advantages of the lived experience stories, categorised by the type of story, are reported 
331 in Tables S12 and S13 in Appendix S4. Below, we have reported noticeable differences in the 
332 themes across conditions.

333 Differences in perceived limitations of the stories across conditions
334 The recovery messaging was problematic
335 Within the comments, messages of hope, positivity, and recovery were described as 
336 annoying, frustrating, and overwhelming. Some participants expressed dislike towards 
337 references to counting the number of days without self-harm. Other comments referred to the 
338 difficulty in looking to the future as that felt dismissive and more challenging than taking it day-
339 by-day. A participant explained, 

340 “I don’t care if I’m fine by the time I’m 21. I’ve ruined my teenage years 
341 with this, and I can’t get that back. Yeah, I hope for a happier future, but 
342 when people say that everything is fine because they recovered (…) 
343 they’re ignoring how horrific the emotions were when they were struggling. 
344 Recovery doesn’t magically erase the past”. – Participant in Informal/Formal Help 
345 condition

346 Another participant expressed frustration that the narrators in the stories seemed to be 
347 working towards recovery due to feeling stigmatised and pressured to conform, rather than of 
348 their own accord. The “No help” condition stands out in that more participants appeared to 
349 struggle with the inclusion of recovery messaging compared to the other story conditions. This 
350 may be because the recovery message appeared without a clear indication of how recovery 
351 occurred as comments reflected the following sentiments,

352 “Sometimes words can get lost e.g., "things get better". The term has been 
353 used so many times that I have almost become desensitized to it and what 
354 it means.” - Participant in No Help condition

355 “Doesn’t say how to get better.” - Participant in No Help condition

356 The stories were unrelatable
357 While some participants in all conditions commented on the stories being unrelatable, 
358 this was less pronounced in the “No help” condition. This is plausibly a result of the stories in 
359 this condition providing less concrete detail about the narrator’s experience and thus there 
360 being less to be able to relate to. Stories in the “Self-help” condition were criticised more than 
361 stories in the other conditions for neglecting to acknowledge that “one size does not fit all”. 
362 This was mostly reflected in the criticism that the stories were too specific, usually because of 
363 a focus on younger ages. However, some participants in the “Self-help” condition agreed with 
364 the sentiment that “the people in the stories seemed to have a better idea of why they started 
365 self-harming and why they continued to do it, which I don't have”. 

366 The most prevalent reasons for why the stories were unrelatable referred to the stories 
367 having unrealistic portrayals of self-harm, and instilling feelings of competition and thus 
368 feelings of isolation in readers. They also commented that they felt pressure to have “stronger 
369 urges” and “scars” like the narrators’ had. Participants in all conditions found the stories 
370 unrealistic to a similar degree, however more references about the stories seeming sanitised 
371 or inauthentic were made by participants in the “Self-help” condition. Participants in the “Self-
372 help” and “Informal/formal help” commented on the stories making them feel isolated much 
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373 more than those in the “No help” condition. Several participants emphasised that there is a 
374 very competitive nature to self-harm at both extremes: 

375 “It can sometimes make you feel as if you are not bad enough to deserve 
376 help”. – Participant in “Self-help” condition

377 “All people who seemed to be able to stop with help. It made me feel bad 
378 for still struggling.” – Participant in “Informal/formal help” condition

379 The specific support mentioned in the stories (or lack thereof) was problematic 
380 The stories in the “Self-help” condition were criticised for not mentioning professional 
381 or medical support. All conditions were criticised for offering non-practical advice. This was 
382 more predominant in the “Self-help” condition, followed by “Informal/formal help” condition, 
383 and much less in the “No help” condition. The type of self-help methods mentioned were 
384 mainly criticised for being methods that readers had already tried and found unsuccessful in 
385 aiding recovery; there were also a couple of comments criticising the focus on short-term 
386 coping mechanisms, instead of long-term recovery. 

387 “After trying the methods they said helped them, I eventually slipped back 
388 to self harming. I don’t know what else to do.” -Participant in “Self-help” condition

389 “They didn't give much detail on what actually helped them other than 
390 immediate coping mechanisms.” - Participant in “Self-help” condition

391 The type of informal/formal help methods mentioned were mainly criticised as 
392 participants felt the stories made accessing those kinds of support sound much easier than it 
393 is. For example, a participant stated, 

394 “Sometimes it may not be as easy to access support services, whilst 
395 barriers to access are likely to vary, it felt like the people in the stories 
396 were able to somewhat easily access support - the way it should be I 
397 guess.” - Participant in “Informal/formal help”condition

398 Another stated, 

399 “I'm a first-generation immigrant, mental health was never something to 
400 talk about in my household because of cultural reasons. If I had gone to 
401 my parents, I know I wouldn’t get the same sympathy just frustration.” - 
402 Participant in “Informal/formal help” condition

403 This made readers who did not have supportive friends/family or have struggled to access 
404 formal support, feel isolated and distressed, 

405 “I guess it makes me sad to hear about people having their boyfriend, 
406 friends and family around to help them when I feel like I have no one.” - 
407 Participant in “Informal/formal help” condition

408 Differences in perceived advantages of the stories across conditions
409 While the “Informal/formal help” condition did not stand out in the numbers of criticisms 
410 received, participants in this condition did seem to have fewer positive things to say about the 
411 stories. This was apparent in relation to comments about the stories having a realistic but 
412 hopeful outlook of recovery and comments about the authenticity of the stories. 
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413 The stories included a realistic but hopeful outlook of recovery
414 Participants in all conditions appreciated hearing the stories from those who recovered, and 
415 particularly the emphasis on recovery being a nonlinear process that takes time. Only the 
416 “Self-help” stories were praised for highlighting that the path to recovery is not a one-size-fits-
417 all approach, and that readers will find different coping mechanisms and recovery strategies 
418 helpful. As mentioned earlier, participants in the “Self-help” condition were also more likely to 
419 criticize the stories for failing to do exactly this. Only the stories in the “Self-help” and “No help” 
420 conditions were praised for the discussion of relapses, despite these themes appearing in all 
421 conditions.

422 The stories were relatable
423 The number of positive comments about the relatability of the stories were similar 
424 across conditions. However, there were some differences among the conditions when looking 
425 at the subthemes of relatability. Although positive comments about the authenticity of the 
426 stories were made about all of the stories, this was more prevalent in the “Self-help” and “No 
427 help” conditions. All of the stories were commended for accurately portraying the emotions 
428 experienced in self-harm, but the stories in the “Self-help” and “No help” conditions were 
429 further commended for relaying “lived experience” and seeming “honest and truthful”. One 
430 participant explained, that, 

431 “It can be hard to accept advice from people that don't fully understand or 
432 appreciate just how dark the thoughts can be and how strong these urges 
433 and negative thoughts can take over your mind”. – Participant in “No help” 
434 condition

435 We note that there are inconsistences between the unrelatable and relatable themes which 
436 we will elaborate on in the discussion.

437 The stories were supportive
438 Unsurprisingly, participants in the “No help” condition had fewer positive remarks about 
439 the theme of support compared to participants in the conditions that focused on help-seeking. 
440 However, this difference was not as substantial as some participants in this condition felt that 
441 hearing others’ stories reminded them that they were not alone. It is also worth noting that this 
442 feeling of ‘camaraderie’ was reported a similar number of times across conditions. Other 
443 aspects that fell under the theme of support seen in the other conditions were: Participants in 
444 the “Self-help” condition appreciated hearing what specific methods worked for others as it 
445 gave them hope generally but also ideas about new coping mechanisms to try. Participants in 
446 the “Informal/formal help” condition appreciated the emphasis on the importance of accessing 
447 support for recovery. The stories highlighted to them how helpful it was to have both informal 
448 and formal help at the start but also throughout recovery. The stories could help to instill hope 
449 and confidence, 

450 “It does get better once you find the right support. There are people who do care 
451 about you, you just don't know it.” - Participant in “Informal/formal help” condition

452 While some participants who had negative or no help-seeking experiences in the past 
453 found it difficult to read about others having success, some participants found it reassuring to 
454 hear about other people successfully accessing support as there is concern that accessibility 
455 can be restricted.
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456 Discussion
457 Main findings 
458 In this study of individuals with recent self-harm experience, we were unable to find 
459 clear evidence of an association between the type of content of lived experience stories and 
460 attitudes towards future help-seeking. One potential explanation for why we did not see an 
461 increase in help-seeking intentions after reading a story that emphasizes help-seeking might 
462 be due to the relatability of the stories. The open-ended feedback suggested that the stories 
463 that mentioned help-seeking were seen as less relatable than the stories that did not mention 
464 help-seeking. This demonstrates that it is not only the characteristics of the narrator (e.g., age, 
465 gender) that the reader might not relate to. They might also struggle to relate to the actions 
466 and consequences of help-seeking experienced by the narrator. Firstly, about 13% of 
467 participants reported no history of help-seeking. Others who recounted negative experiences 
468 when they sought help (e.g., ineffective self-help strategies, negative reactions from family 
469 and friends, inaccessible formal support) reported feeling distressed (i.e., feeling like a failure, 
470 alone, and hopeless) when they read about others’ positive experiences. Further, only the 
471 stories that mentioned help-seeking seemed to evoke a feeling that the reader’s situation was 
472 less serious than the narrator’s. As perceived need is an important component of help-seeking 
473 decision making, (Mojtabai et al., 2002), it is feasible that the stories that mentioned help-
474 seeking set a benchmark for when help-seeking is needed. In our focus group study, we 
475 similarly found that being able to identify with the narrator of a lived experience story – made 
476 more challenging by including specific details of age or circumstances – was “an important 
477 factor in encouraging help-seeking through the recognition of need in others and thus oneself” 
478 (23).

479 Findings need to be interpreted in light of some limitations. Firstly, we did not measure 
480 help-seeking intentions before and after the exposure so we cannot determine if there was an 
481 overall increase across all participants. Secondly, the study was powered to detect a main 
482 effect of type of lived experience story, and tests of interactions were exploratory and 
483 underpowered. These post-hoc findings therefore need to be interpreted with caution, and 
484 larger-scale research is needed to understand the role of moderators, such as self-harm 
485 history and age. Thirdly, the sample was self-selecting and its possible they may not be 
486 representative of the wider population.

487 It is worth noting that some of the themes that emerged from the open-ended feedback 
488 questions contradicted one another. For example, the self-help stories seemed to arouse 
489 thoughts about self-harm and recovery being very individualistic experiences; but they were 
490 both praised for doing this well and critiqued for doing it poorly. Similarly, the same aspect of 
491 a story could be a positive that made the story more relatable for one participant, and a 
492 negative addition that made the story less relatable for another. While some attempts were 
493 made to reconcile contradictions like this when interpreting the data, we were conservative in 
494 our approach. Firstly, because we felt that the contradictions were the result of a broad focus. 
495 Feedback was collected from a large number of individuals and that feedback could be 
496 directed towards various aspects of the stories. Secondly, the contradictions in themselves 
497 may be meaningful, as they indicate how individualistic the experience of self-harm and 
498 recovery can be, and stress that a delicate balance needs to be found in these stories, if 
499 hoping to apply them broadly.

500 Overall, there was broad consistency between the themes that emerged from the 
501 open-ended feedback collected in this study and those that emerged during the focus group 
502 discussions with 5% of the original sample (23). Both studies highlighted the importance for 
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503 lived experience stories to be relatable, but that a careful balance had to be struck between 
504 specificity and ambiguity. Both studies also highlighted the importance for lived experience 
505 stories to feel authentic (avoiding both dramatisation and sanitisation) and that authenticity is 
506 a key factor in how relatable a story is to the reader. Previous research on mental health 
507 recovery narratives also stress the importance of authenticity to readers (36,37). While the 
508 template stories were written by those with lived experience, it was up to the research team’s 
509 discretion about how to modify them for the purpose of this study, and this might have 
510 impacted the relatability, or other aspects, of the stories. Therefore, we suggest utilising a co-
511 design approach in future work. 

512 In line with the findings of Winstone et al (2023), this study also highlighted the 
513 importance for lived experience stories to offer practical advice and to portray the journey to 
514 recovery realistically. This finding might be specific to self-harm recovery, as another study 
515 which more broadly focused on participants with any mental health concern and excluded 
516 narratives that described harmful behaviour (e.g., self-harm) found participants reported a 
517 preference for narratives about upward trajectories towards recovery over narratives that 
518 focused on only snapshots of the journey or non-linear journeys (36).

519 Results from the focus groups suggest that reading the stories had a generally positive 
520 impact on mood (Winstone et al., 2023). We did not measure baseline mood in the present 
521 study, and we cannot assume that if we did that the results would support the qualitative 
522 findings, as the focus group sample might have been prone to sampling bias since it is possible 
523 that participants who felt the stories negatively impacted their mood were less likely to enrol 
524 in the follow-up qualitative study. There was however strong evidence that reading stories 
525 about self-help strategies led to lower prevalence of negative emotions, compared to reading 
526 stories about seeking help from others or which made no mention of help-seeking. The open-
527 ended feedback suggested that reading about self-help strategies that were successful for 
528 others left some readers feeling hopeful that recovery might be possible for them too. It also 
529 gave them ideas of new strategies to try, inspiring them to act towards achieving their own 
530 recovery. It is possible that these positives may have increased their self-efficacy (38) to 
531 recover, thereby increasing their mood and decreasing feelings of needing to rely on others 
532 for help. While this interpretation is speculative, further investigation is warranted since an 
533 unintended negative consequence may be a decreased likelihood of seeking help from others. 

534 The results from this study suggest that readers might react more negatively to themes 
535 of recovery in the absence of practical advice on how to recover. The results from this study 
536 also add the caveat that it would be beneficial to mention various help-seeking strategies 
537 within the same story. This might prevent the reader from feeling demoralised (and avoid 
538 seeking help) after reading about someone else successfully obtaining help via a strategy that 
539 was unsuccessful for the reader or is a strategy that they are unwilling to try.

540 Our findings, consistent with the findings of Winstone et al (2023), demonstrate that 
541 lived experience stories can help readers to “feel validated and help them to better understand 
542 their own feelings and experiences” and manage “feelings of isolation, knowing that others 
543 are experiencing similar feelings, and engaging in self-harm as a coping mechanism” 
544 (Winstone et al., 2023, p. 7). However, the results from both studies also highlight that reading 
545 about others’ experiences can sometimes foster a sense of competition, and thereby increase 
546 feelings of isolation. Previous research has also highlighted the competitive element of self-
547 harm (19,39,40) and found that individuals sometimes purposefully seek out material which 
548 instills feelings of competition when experiencing self-harm urges (39).
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549 One way to prevent lived experience stories from triggering a sense of competition in 
550 readers is by avoiding words such as “clean” or other language that might cause readers to 
551 feel stigmatized or under pressure to recover. In addition, it might be helpful to explicitly refer, 
552 in lived experience stories, to the competitive nature of self-harm. For example, narrators can 
553 emphasize that they are relaying only one out of many stories (that not everyone’s self-harm 
554 will have the same causes, that not everyone will experience it in the same way, and that not 
555 everyone will recover in the same way) but that everyone’s experience is valid. Winstone et al 
556 (2023) further concluded that avoiding numeric references within a story, such as number of 
557 days without self-harm, might help to reduce competition.

558 The lived experience stories under study were carefully selected to be recovery-
559 oriented and exclude details that might be triggering for someone who self-harms (e.g., 
560 detailed descriptions of self-harm methods). Despite these attempts, the results demonstrated 
561 that some participants (across all conditions) reported emotional distress as a result of reading 
562 the stories. Some participants were negatively impacted by mention of the specific self-harm 
563 method used (i.e., cutting). While lived experience stories on forums often include descriptive 
564 detail about methods and injuries (41), those hosted on more formal websites (e.g., run by 
565 charities and healthcare organisations) usually exclude these kinds of details (22). However, 
566 some participants were negatively impacted by other details that might be found in stories 
567 hosted on formal websites: hearing about others struggling with self-harm, being reminded of 
568 how they harm themselves, or how one’s self-harm might impact their loved ones. It was also 
569 reported that reading about others still struggling with self-harm made readers feel hopeless 
570 that their situation would ever meaningfully improve. Therefore, future research, utilizing a co-
571 design approach, is needed to identify elements that make a story harmful. 

572 Conclusions
573 The findings taken together illustrate that the impact of lived experience stories on individuals 
574 with a recent history of self-harm is complicated. While the inclusion of help-seeking in a story 
575 can help readers to feel validated, less isolated, less helpless, and more hopeful that recovery 
576 is possible for them, there is a fine line to tread. The results indicate that the experience of 
577 self-harm and the pathway to recovery is very personal, so too many personal details about 
578 either experience can make the stories feel unrelatable. However, there are certain shared 
579 experiences of self-harm that can be included to ensure a lived experience story feels 
580 authentic. Therefore, the results suggest that stories should aim to foster both a sense of 
581 individuality as well as community. For example, stories should focus less on the 
582 characteristics of narrators, but more on their emotions and experience of self-harm to which 
583 readers can be more easily relate. Stories should also propose multiple strategies for 
584 achieving recovery, and emphasise that recovery will take time, and that there may be 
585 setbacks along the way. Future experimental work is needed to confirm if these adaptations 
586 to lived experience stories about help-seeking can motivate individuals to seek-help for their 
587 self-harm.
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