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Abstract 

Background: Patients with chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) are at 

increased risk of complications and death following surgery. Pulmonary complications 
are particularly prominent.  Pulmonary rehabilitation is a course of physical exercise 

and education that helps people with COPD manage their condition.  Although proven 
to improve health outcomes in patients with stable COPD, it has never been formally 

tested as a pre-surgical intervention in patients scheduled for non-cardiothoracic 
surgery.  If a beneficial effect were to be demonstrated, pulmonary rehabilitation for 

pre-surgical patients with COPD might be rapidly implemented across the National 
Health Service, as pulmonary rehabilitation courses are already well established 

across much of the United Kingdom (UK).  

Methods: We performed a feasibility study to test study procedures and barriers to 
identification and recruitment to a randomised controlled trial testing whether 

pulmonary rehabilitation, delivered before major abdominal surgery in a population of 
people with COPD, would reduce the incidence of post-operative pulmonary 

complications.  This study was run in two UK centres (Oxford and Newcastle upon 
Tyne). 

Results:  We determined that a full randomised controlled trial would not be feasible, 
due to failure to identify and recruit participants.  We identified an unmet need to 

identify more effectively patients with COPD earlier in the surgical pathway.  Service 
evaluations suggested that barriers to identification and recruitment would likely be the 

same across other UK hospitals. 

Conclusions:  Although pulmonary rehabilitation is a potentially beneficial intervention 
to prevent post-operative pulmonary complications, a randomised controlled trial is 

unlikely to recruit sufficient participants to answer our study question conclusively at 
the present time, when spirometry is not automatically conducted in all patients 

planned for surgery.  As pulmonary rehabilitation is a recommended treatment for all 
people with COPD, alternative study methods combined with earlier identification of 

candidate patients in the surgical pathway should be considered. 
Trial registration: ISRCTN 29696295, http://www.isrctn.com/ISRCTN29696295, 

registered 31st August 2017 
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Introduction 

In the United Kingdom, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) affects 

approximately 3.7 million people (1), is responsible for approximately 30,000 deaths 

per year, and is the fifth most common cause of death (2).  COPD is an independent 

risk factor for postoperative complications (odds ratio OR 1.35 (CI 1.30-1.40)) and 

death (OR 1.29 (CI 1.19-1.39))(3-6). Complications include pulmonary and cardiac 

events, sepsis, renal insufficiency and an increased reoperation rate (3). Surgical 

patients with COPD thus represent a high-risk group in whom there is an unmet need 

to improve post-operative outcomes.  

 

Pulmonary rehabilitation 

Pulmonary rehabilitation is “A physical exercise and education programme, tailored for 

each person. It includes information on looking after the body and lungs, advice on 

managing symptoms, including feeling short of breath, nutrition and psychological 

support. People who smoke are given advice on how to stop." (7) 

 

Pulmonary rehabilitation is usually delivered in an outpatient setting, consisting of one 

hour of exercise and one hour of education, twice weekly for six weeks.  It has profound 

benefits on breathlessness, exercise capacity and quality of life (number needed to 

treat (NNT)=2) (8), no side effects are reported (9). Pulmonary rehabilitation is 

associated with decreased hospital admissions (NNT=3-4), and mortality (NNT =~6) 

following COPD exacerbations (10-13). Crucially, pulmonary rehabilitation is 

inexpensive (9). Its effect is so powerful that it has a negative cost per quality adjusted 

life year (QALY), meaning it saves money for the NHS (14). The main challenges 

facing pulmonary rehabilitation are the barriers to its uptake as attendance and 

completion of the programme is often poor (15, 16). 
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Improving post-operative outcomes 

Despite adoption in NICE guidelines (17) for stable COPD, pulmonary rehabilitation is 

not regularly offered to pre-surgical patients with COPD(18). We believe that 

pulmonary rehabilitation merits investigation as a potential means to improve 

postoperative outcome in people with COPD undergoing surgery for the following 

reasons: 

• A handful of small surgical studies suggest beneficial effects of pulmonary 

rehabilitation on the incidence of postoperative pulmonary complications (19-

23). Differing endpoints, small sample sizes and restriction to specific surgical 

groups limits conclusive interpretation.  

• In the National Emphysema Treatment Trial (NETT) (24, 25), lung volume 

reduction surgery was compared with medical management of COPD. All 

patients underwent pre-operative pulmonary rehabilitation. In the thoracic 

surgical population of NETT similar outcomes (in terms of functional exercise 

capacity and health related quality of life, assessed prior to surgery) were 

observed to what would be expected in the treatment of non-surgical patients 

with COPD.  In fact some participants in NETT decided against lung volume 

reduction surgery because they felt so much better after pulmonary 

rehabilitation.  

• Shortened durations of pulmonary rehabilitation are efficacious (26, 27). This 

is important, because an adapted course may be necessary to fit within surgical 

time frames. 

• Pulmonary rehabilitation is widely available and standardised across the NHS 

in over 200 UK centres. This has important implications for scalability. 
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Pre-operative pulmonary rehabilitation needs sufficient time between the decision to 

operate and the operation, requires cross specialty working, and involves patients with 

two conditions (COPD and a surgical condition).  A randomised controlled trial is 

therefore justified, as the current evidence base is either not specific to a surgical 

population or is case series based and therefore subject to selection bias.  

Furthermore, it is unclear whether a randomised controlled trial of pulmonary 

rehabilitation before surgery would be practical. This study investigated the feasibility 

of running such a large randomised controlled trial. The feasibility study design 

matched the expected full study design except in scale. 

Methods 

This feasibility study was conducted across two research sites (Oxford and Newcastle 

upon Tyne), chosen as two areas with different demographics and incidence rates of 

COPD. Ethical approval was granted by the South Yorkshire Research Ethics 

Committee (approval number 17/YH/0220).  Written informed consent was obtained 

from all participants prior to the start of the study.  The primary aim of the study was to 

determine feasibility for a randomised controlled trial and focused on recruitment rate, 

barriers to recruitment and uptake of pulmonary rehabilitation. 

 

Study procedures: The main inclusion criteria were  

1. Patients scheduled for elective major (body cavity) surgery excluding 

cardiothoracic and orthopaedic surgery. In practical terms this meant that 

recruitment focused upon patients undergoing surgery for abdominal cancer.  

2. A diagnosis of COPD. COPD was defined as post bronchodilator 

FEV1/FVC<0.70, FEV1≤ 80% normal. Patients with a physician diagnosis of 

COPD were included even if spirometry was not immediately available.  
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The main exclusion criterion was patients who were unable to participate in pulmonary 

rehabilitation according to the British Thoracic Society guidelines (28).  Full inclusion 

and exclusion criteria can be found in the appendix. 

 

Participant identification and recruitment: To determine the best point in the 

surgical pathway to recruit participants, research nurses tested feasibility of screening 

for study participants from the following sources.   

• From the surgical multidisciplinary team (MDT) meetings  

• In oncology clinics  

• From the electronic patient record for patients scheduled for surgery 

• From hospital anaesthetic preoperative assessment clinics 

• From cardiopulmonary exercise testing clinics 

The study aimed to collect 48 full data sets (24 in each centre, 12 pulmonary 

rehabilitation, 12 control arm). To achieve this 48 dataset target, based on known drop-

out rates from pulmonary rehabilitation (18) and potential further data loss due to 

surgical scheduling, we anticipated that we would need to recruit 72 patients. 

 

Pulmonary rehabilitation:  A pragmatic, exploratory approach was used to explore 

what is practically deliverable and tolerated by patients, working closely with local 

pulmonary rehabilitation teams in Oxford and Newcastle upon Tyne. The aim was for 

patients to be enrolled in 3 pulmonary rehabilitation sessions per week, for 3 or 4 

weeks, depending on timing of surgery.  Pulmonary rehabilitation of this shortened 

duration has been shown to be effective(27). Patients were to attend standard NHS 

pulmonary rehabilitation groups run for patients with COPD.  
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Control arm: Patients randomised to the control arm would receive standard care 

including advice on smoking cessation, exercise and appropriate referral and 

education for those with newly diagnosed COPD. 

 

Research assessments are described in full in the Appendix.  Randomisation was 

1:1 to either pulmonary rehabilitation or control with self-report questionnaires and 

clinical outcome scores collected during the hospital stay and with a 6-week and 6-

month follow up. 

 

Feasibility measures collected details of barriers to participant identification, 

recruitment and retention, the demographics of recruited participants and the feasibility 

of delivering pulmonary rehabilitation in the time available.  We assessed study 

logistics, performance of research measures, the effectiveness of randomisation. The 

full list of feasibility measures is detailed in the appendix. 

 

Outcome measures: We anticipated that the primary research outcome measures for 

a future randomised controlled trial would be morbidity, mortality, length of hospital 

stay and hospital readmissions so we collected data on this to help with future study 

design.  

 
Results 

Recruitment commenced in Oxford in January 2018 and in Newcastle upon Tyne in 

May 2018. A total of 266 patients were screened of which 65 met the inclusion criteria. 

As of January 2019, one participant had been recruited in Oxford and two in Newcastle 

upon Tyne.  At this point it was determined that running a randomised controlled trial 

of pulmonary rehabilitation would not be feasible and the study was terminated.  

Further details are presented in Figure 1.  We have not presented the research data 
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here due to interpretability and confidentiality issues arising from only acquiring two 

datasets. 

 

We found that the main barrier to study recruitment in both centres was associated 

with the way the surgical pathway is organised, especially with regards to two specific 

aspects; surgical timelines and identification COPD.  

 

 

Figure 1: Flow diagram of participant identification and recruitment 

 

 

 

Barriers to identification of study participants 

In Oxford, challenges were faced in identifying patients with COPD soon enough 

before surgery.   

Screened = 266 
Oxford = 215

Newcastle = 51

Suitable = 65 
Oxford = 24

Newcastle = 41

Not suitable = 201 
Oxford = 191

Newcastle = 10

Approached = 65 
Oxford = 4

Newcastle = 41

Not approached = 20 
Oxford = 20


Randomised = 3 
Oxford = 1

Newcastle = 2

Declined = 42 
Oxford = 3

Newcastle = 39


Newcastle = 1

Reasons:

• Insufficient time for study =3

• Unable to perform rehab = 2

• “Too many appointments” = 5

• “Too far to travel” = 3

• “Too much to think of” =1

• “Did not want to do research” =1

• Ineligible = 5
Reasons:


• Surgery cancelled =1

Withdrew = 1

Reasons:

• opted for chemo/radiotherapy 

instead of surgery = 20
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It was challenging to identify patients with COPD at surgical clinics and 

multidisciplinary meetings as patients had just received a diagnosis of cancer but a 

definitive treatment plan had yet to be instituted. At this point the focus is on the 

surgical condition rather than medical conditions such as COPD.  Medical records 

focused mostly upon surgical condition and respiratory records were often in separate 

(unavailable) notes and smoking histories were rarely present. This made screening 

laborious and time inefficient. 

 

The definitive decision on whether to operate would only be made following 

neoadjuvant treatment.  Oncology clinics were assessed as an identification point, but 

we found that potential participants attended too many different clinics to find a suitable 

point for screening.   

 

Screening the electronic patient record for patients scheduled for surgery did not 

successfully identify additional people with COPD.  Therefore, COPD was often not 

formally diagnosed until the following the anaesthetic preoperative assessment clinic 

which usually occurred 2-3 weeks before surgery, with CPET testing taking place a 

similar time before surgery.  

 

The difficulty in identifying potential participants with COPD was somewhat 

unexpected.  As audit data from the pre-operative cardiopulmonary exercise testing 

clinics in both Oxford and Newcastle-upon-Tyne suggested that COPD was present in 

10 to 15% of the 2,000 to 3,000 patients each year passing through those clinics. This 

meant that our pool of potential participants was around 300 in each centre each year. 
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Vascular surgery clinics were also assessed; these non-cancer patients have a more 

clearly defined pre-surgical pathway. However, we found that due to changes in 

surgical practices, most patients with respiratory disease were treated endovascularly 

and thus recruiting from this clinic was also deemed low yield.  

 

At anaesthetic pre-assessment clinics, the main challenge was that potential 

participants with undiagnosed COPD may not have been formally diagnosed after the 

pre-assessment clinic (when patients were sent for lung function tests); this made 

confirmation of eligibility difficult, and further lessened time for study inclusion.  

 

Barriers to recruitment of study participants 

In Newcastle upon Tyne, surgical patients attend the anaesthetic pre-assessment 

clinic about one month before surgery, this is in contrast to Oxford where the time 

between anaesthetic assessment and surgery is often much shorter.  In Newcastle-

upon-Tyne we were more successful at identifying patients with COPD, but despite 

this only two patients were recruited into the study (one of whom subsequently 

withdrew).  

 

National survey of preassessment clinics. 

We discussed increasing the number of sites for the study with three other potential 

UK sites (two teaching hospitals and one large district general hospital) who performed 

evaluations of their services, taking into account the preliminary findings of this work.  

This would help us evaluate whether the identification and recruitment issues were 

generalisable to other centres.  However, we found that in all three centres main point 

of identifying COPD was found to be at anaesthetic pre-assessment clinics, which 

occur two to three weeks prior to operation date (similar to Oxford).  
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CPS, in his role as Royal College of Anaesthetists National Clinical Lead for 

Perioperative Medicine, surveyed perioperative medicine and preoperative 

assessment clinics in 110 hospitals in England over the course of 2017 (29). This piece 

of work found that the usual time interval between anaesthetic preassessment and 

surgery was often only 2-3 weeks, but with wide variability (unpublished observations). 

This is equivalent to current practice in Oxford.  

 

 

Discussion 

Pulmonary rehabilitation is a potentially valuable treatment for improving the health 

status of people with COPD prior to surgery. We established that a full randomised 

controlled trial is not feasible. As a result of this study we have identified an unmet 

need in the early identification of COPD in patients presenting for surgery.  

 

Although the study was only run in two UK centres, further scoping work in three 

additional centres and a related England-wide survey of anaesthetic services means 

that we are reasonably confident that similar challenges in identification and 

recruitment would be found if a randomised controlled trial were to run across the UK.  

However, on-going developments in the reorganisation of perioperative medicine 

services, such as joint surgical and anaesthetic clinics and longer time intervals 

between anaesthetic assessment and surgery in the medium term (next 5 years) such  

trial may be possible.  

 

 

 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. was not certified by peer review)

(whichThe copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 6, 2019. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


	 13	

Pulmonary rehabilitation is an integral part of the NICE guidelines for the treatment of 

COPD, and therefore every person with COPD should be offered this treatment 

(alongside the other components of therapy recommended by NICE).  This raises the 

question about whether a randomised controlled trial is actually the most appropriate 

methodology for future work. Barriers to pulmonary rehabilitation are well recognised, 

even when implemented a clinical treatment (15, 16). These barriers can be even more 

pronounced when tested as an optional research intervention (30). We provided free 

transport and offered flexible scheduling for potential participants. These were 

recommended by our patient liaison group during the study design phase to help 

overcome barriers to taking part in pulmonary rehabilitation, but clearly were 

insufficient to enable us to recruit at a sufficient rate.    

 

We therefore speculate that if it we could identify COPD at the beginning of the 

patient's surgical journey, patients would be much better placed to have appropriate 

management and optimisation of their COPD.  Spirometry is cheap, widely available 

and reliable and thus perfect for a simple primary care test which should be offered 

much more widely and would allow for early optimisation of drug therapy. Pulmonary 

rehabilitation could occur in a more timely fashion as this intervention could be 

integrated and planned alongside chemo- and radio- therapy, rather than in the weeks 

immediately preceding surgery.  Patients with COPD would benefit even if they do not 

eventually proceed to surgery, with potential cost savings for the NHS(34, 35). 

Potential solutions to this are illustrated in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2. A summary of the challenges to identification (and thus treatment) of COPD for surgical patients 
and potential solutions 
 

This study has demonstrated the considerable challenge in performing additional 

interventions in the immediate period before surgery. However, the duration of the 

patient’s journey from referral to surgery can take several months and remains an ideal 

period to optimise COPD if appropriate patients are identified earlier in the process. 

Some UK hospitals have recently implemented initiatives to ‘re-design’ this surgical 

pathway, which may help overcome this barrier (36). The importance of identifying and 

engaging with patients early after the “moment of contemplation” of surgery is clearly 

a critical success factor for interventions such as pulmonary rehabilitation; which are 

known (from other contexts) to require a defined period of time to implement and 

provide benefit.  However, we should take caution from evidence from studies in lung 

cancer which show that the time of diagnosis is a difficult time to consider pulmonary 

rehabilitation (31).  Although there may be an opportunity to provide pulmonary 

rehabilitation whilst neo-adjuvant therapy is being provided patients often do not want 
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to engage with pulmonary rehabilitation at a time when they are dealing with a new, 

life changing diagnosis and having burdensome, potentially toxic cancer treatment 

(31).  Thus it might turn out that pulmonary rehabilitation can only really feasibly 

delivered once cancer treatment has finished. There is emerging evidence that 

exercise therapies enhance cancer survival (32, 33) and that a recommendation from 

the oncologist may be influential in the view patients might take. 

 

Pulmonary rehabilitation represents an important part of the NICE guidelines for the 

treatment of COPD and is readily available in the NHS.  We know that patients will 

benefit from pulmonary rehabilitation, even if it is consequently shown not to have a 

specific effect upon postoperative pulmonary complications. Patients who 

consequently do not require surgery will still benefit. We have shown that a randomised 

controlled trial is not feasible, so we need to approach this in a different way using 

alternate methodologies.  

 

 
References 

1.	 National	 Statistics.	 The	 impact	 of	 introducing	 ICD-10	 on	 analysis	 of	
respiratory	mortality	trends	in	England	and	Wales.	2006.	
2.	 NICE.	 Chronic	 obstructive	 pulmonary	 disease	 quality	 standard	 [QS10].	
2011.	
3.	 Fernandez-Bustamante	 A,	 Frendl	 G,	 Sprung	 J,	 Kor	 DJ,	 Subramaniam	 B,	
Martinez	Ruiz	R,	et	al.	Postoperative	Pulmonary	Complications,	Early	Mortality,	
and	Hospital	Stay	Following	Noncardiothoracic	Surgery:	A	Multicenter	Study	by	
the	Perioperative	Research	Network	Investigators.	JAMA	Surg.	2017;152(2):157-
66.	
4.	 Gupta	H,	Ramanan	B,	Gupta	PK,	Fang	X,	Polich	A,	Modrykamien	A,	 et	 al.	
Impact	 of	 COPD	 on	 postoperative	 outcomes:	 results	 from	 a	 national	 database.	
Chest.	2013;143(6):1599-606.	
5.	 Fields	 AC,	 Divino	 CM.	 Surgical	 outcomes	 in	 patients	 with	 chronic	
obstructive	pulmonary	disease	undergoing	abdominal	operations:	An	analysis	of	
331,425	patients.	Surgery.	2016;159(4):1210-6.	
6.	 Pearse	RM,	Moreno	RP,	Bauer	P,	Pelosi	P,	Metnitz	P,	Spies	C,	et	al.	Mortality	
after	surgery	in	Europe:	a	7	day	cohort	study.	The	Lancet.	2012;380(9847):1059-
65.	

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. was not certified by peer review)

(whichThe copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 6, 2019. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


	 16	

7.	 A	 National	 Five	 Year	 Plan	 for	 Lung	 Health	 	 [Available	 from:	
https://www.blf.org.uk/taskforce.	
8.	 McCarthy	B,	Casey	D,	Devane	D,	Murphy	K,	Murphy	E,	Lacasse	Y.	Pulmonary	
rehabilitation	for	chronic	obstructive	pulmonary	disease.	Cochrane	Database	Syst	
Rev.	2015(2):CD003793.	
9.	 Spruit	MA,	Singh	SJ,	Garvey	C,	ZuWallack	R,	Nici	L,	Rochester	C,	et	al.	An	
official	American	Thoracic	Society/European	Respiratory	Society	statement:	key	
concepts	and	advances	 in	pulmonary	rehabilitation.	Am	J	Respir	Crit	Care	Med.	
2013;188(8):e13-64.	
10.	 Seymour	JM,	Moore	L,	Jolley	CJ,	Ward	K,	Creasey	J,	Steier	JS,	et	al.	Outpatient	
pulmonary	 rehabilitation	 following	 acute	 exacerbations	 of	 COPD.	 Thorax.	
2010;65(5):423-8.	
11.	 Puhan	MA,	Scharplatz	M,	Troosters	T,	Steurer	J.	Respiratory	rehabilitation	
after	acute	exacerbation	of	COPD	may	reduce	risk	for	readmission	and	mortality	-
-	a	systematic	review.	Respir	Res.	2005;6:54.	
12.	 Puhan	 MA,	 Gimeno-Santos	 E,	 Scharplatz	 M,	 Troosters	 T,	 Walters	 EH,	
Steurer	J.	Pulmonary	rehabilitation	following	exacerbations	of	chronic	obstructive	
pulmonary	 disease.	 The	 Cochrane	 database	 of	 systematic	 reviews.	
2011(10):CD005305.	
13.	 Man	 WD,	 Polkey	 MI,	 Donaldson	 N,	 Gray	 BJ,	 Moxham	 J.	 Community	
pulmonary	rehabilitation	after	hospitalisation	for	acute	exacerbations	of	chronic	
obstructive	 pulmonary	 disease:	 randomised	 controlled	 study.	 BMJ.	
2004;329(7476):1209.	
14.	 Griffiths	TL,	Phillips	CJ,	Davies	S,	Burr	MR,	Campbell	IA.	Cost	effectiveness	
of	an	outpatient	multidisciplinary	pulmonary	rehabilitation	programme.	Thorax.	
2001;56:779-84.	
15.	 Hayton	C,	Clark	A,	Olive	S,	Browne	P,	Galey	P,	Knights	E,	et	al.	Barriers	to	
pulmonary	 rehabilitation:	 characteristics	 that	 predict	 patient	 attendance	 and	
adherence.	Respir	Med.	2013;107(3):401-7.	
16.	 McCarron	EP,	Bailey	M,	Leonard	B,	McManus	TE.	 Improving	 the	uptake:	
Barriers	and	facilitators	to	pulmonary	rehabilitation.	Clin	Respir	J.	2019.	
17.	 (NICE)	 NIfHaCE.	 Chronic	 obstructive	 pulmonary	 disease	 in	 over	 16s:	
diagnosis	and	management		
NICE	 guideline	 [NG115]	 2019	 [Available	 from:	
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ng115.	
18.	 Royal	College	of	Physicians.	National	COPD	Audit	Programme	-	Pulmonary	
rehabilitation:	Time	to	breathe	better.	2015.	
19.	 Yamana	 I,	 Takeno	 S,	 Hashimoto	 T,	Maki	 K,	 Shibata	 R,	 Shiwaku	 H,	 et	 al.	
Randomized	 Controlled	 Study	 to	 Evaluate	 the	 Efficacy	 of	 a	 Preoperative	
Respiratory	 Rehabilitation	 Program	 to	 Prevent	 Postoperative	 Pulmonary	
Complications	after	Esophagectomy.	Dig	Surg.	2015;32(5):331-7.	
20.	 Shakouri	SK,	Salekzamani	Y,	Taghizadieh	A,	Sabbagh-Jadid	H,	Soleymani	J,	
Sahebi	L,	et	al.	Effect	of	Respiratory	Rehabilitation	before	Open	Cardiac	Surgery	
on	Respiratory	Function:	A	Randomized	Clinical	Trial.	Journal	of	Cardiovascular	
and	Thoracic	Research.	2015;7(1):13-7.	
21.	 Mujovic	N,	Mujovic	N,	Subotic	D,	Marinkovic	M,	Milovanovic	A,	Stojsic	J,	et	
al.	 Preoperative	 pulmonary	 rehabilitation	 in	 patients	 with	 non-small	 cell	 lung	
cancer	and	chronic	obstructive	pulmonary	disease.	Arch	Med	Sci.	2014;10(1):68-
75.	

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. was not certified by peer review)

(whichThe copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 6, 2019. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


	 17	

22.	 Benzo	 R,	 Wigle	 D,	 Novotny	 P,	 Wetzstein	 M,	 Nichols	 F,	 Shen	 RK,	 et	 al.	
Preoperative	pulmonary	rehabilitation	before	lung	cancer	resection:	results	from	
two	randomized	studies.	Lung	Cancer.	2011;74(3):441-5.	
23.	 Maeda	K,	Higashimoto	Y,	Honda	N,	Shiraishi	M,	Hirohata	T,	Minami	K,	et	al.	
Effect	of	a	postoperative	outpatient	pulmonary	rehabilitation	program	on	physical	
activity	in	patients	who	underwent	pulmonary	resection	for	lung	cancer.	Geriatr	
Gerontol	Int.	2016;16(5):550-5.	
24.	 Fishman	 AN.	 A	 randomised	 trial	 comparing	 lung-volume-reduction	
surgery	with	medical	therapy	for	severe	emphysema.	The	New	England	Journal	of	
Medicine.	2003;348(21):2059-73.	
25.	 Ries	AL,	Make	BJ,	Lee	SM,	Krasna	MJ,	Bartels	M,	Crouch	R,	et	al.	The	effects	
of	 pulmonary	 rehabilitation	 in	 the	 national	 emphysema	 treatment	 trial.	 Chest.	
2005;128(6):3799-809.	
26.	 McCarthy	B,	Casey	D,	Devane	D,	Murphy	K,	Murphy	E,	Lacasse	Y.	Pulmonary	
rehabilitation	for	chronic	obstructive	pulmonary	disease.	The	Cochrane	database	
of	systematic	reviews.	2015;2:CD003793.	
27.	 Sewell	 L,	 Singh	 SJ,	Williams	 JE,	 Collier	 R,	Morgan	MD.	How	 long	 should	
outpatient	pulmonary	rehabilitation	be?	A	randomised	controlled	trial	of	4	weeks	
versus	7	weeks.	Thorax.	2006;61(9):767-71.	
28.	 Bolton	CE,	Bevan-Smith	EF,	Blakey	JD,	Crowe	P,	Elkin	SL,	Garrod	R,	et	al.	
British	Thoracic	Society	guideline	on	pulmonary	rehabilitation	in	adults.	Thorax.	
2013;68	Suppl	2:ii1-30.	
29.	 Bougeard	AM,	Brent	A,	Swart	M,	Snowden	C.	A	survey	of	UK	peri-operative	
medicine:	pre-operative	care.	Anaesthesia.	2017;72(8):1010-5.	
30.	 Kochovska	S,	Fazekas	B,	Hensley	M,	Wheatley	J,	Allcroft	P,	Currow	DC.	A	
Randomized,	Double-Blind,	Multisite,	Pilot,	Placebo-Controlled	Trial	of	Regular,	
Low-Dose	Morphine	on	Outcomes	of	Pulmonary	Rehabilitation	in	COPD.	Journal	
of	pain	and	symptom	management.	2019.	
31.	 Steiner	MC.	Should	pulmonary	rehabilitation	be	a	standard	of	care	in	lung	
cancer?	Thorax.	2019;74(8):725-6.	
32.	 Cormie	P,	Zopf	EM,	Zhang	X,	Schmitz	KH.	The	Impact	of	Exercise	on	Cancer	
Mortality,	 Recurrence,	 and	 Treatment-Related	 Adverse	 Effects.	 Epidemiol	 Rev.	
2017;39(1):71-92.	
33.	 COSo	A.	COSA	position	statement	on	exercise	 in	cancer	care,	2018	2018	
[Available	 from:	 https://www.cosa.org.au/media/332488/cosa-position-
statement-v4-web-final.pdf.	
34.	 Griffiths	TL,	Phillips	CJ,	Davies	S,	Burr	ML,	Campbell	IA.	Cost	effectiveness	
of	an	outpatient	multidisciplinary	pulmonary	rehabilitation	programme.	Thorax.	
2001;56(10):779-84.	
35.	 Burns	DK,	Wilson	EC,	Browne	P,	Olive	S,	Clark	A,	Galey	P,	et	al.	The	Cost	
Effectiveness	 of	Maintenance	 Schedules	 Following	Pulmonary	Rehabilitation	 in	
Patients	with	Chronic	Obstructive	Pulmonary	Disease:	An	Economic	Evaluation	
Alongside	 a	 Randomised	 Controlled	 Trial.	 Appl	 Health	 Econ	 Health	 Policy.	
2016;14(1):105-15.	
36.	 Grocott	 MPW,	 Plumb	 JOM,	 Edwards	 M,	 Fecher-Jones	 I,	 Levett	 DZH.	 Re-
designing	 the	 pathway	 to	 surgery:	 better	 care	 and	 added	 value.	 Perioper	Med	
(Lond).	2017;6:9.	

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. was not certified by peer review)

(whichThe copyright holder for this preprint this version posted November 6, 2019. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/19007914
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


	 18	

Appendix 

 

Patient involvement in study design:  As we anticipated that recruitment to this study 

may be challenging, we discussed the study design with patient groups consisting of 

people with COPD who had either undergone surgery, or those who had experienced 

pulmonary rehabilitation.  The key messages from these patient representatives were 

to ensure that transport to and from pulmonary rehabilitation would be provided, and 

that a flexible approach to scheduling would be necessary so pulmonary rehabilitation 

could fit with other appointments.   

 

Inclusion Criteria: 

• Adult patients aged 18 years or older with COPD 

• Has capacity to take part in this study 

• Scheduled for elective major (body cavity) surgery OR laparascopic surgery 

• anticipated to last longer than 2 hours 

• People with more than 20 pack years smoking history were approached to take 

part in the study if spirometry subsequently confirmed COPD. 

Exclusion Criteria 

• Inability to give informed consent 

• Insufficient command of English to understand the study documentation 

• Unable to participate in pulmonary rehabilitation treatment according to British 

• Thoracic Society guidelines. 

• Patients scheduled cardiac, thoracic and orthopaedic surgery and orthopaedic 

surgery 
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Figure 1. Overview of study methods.  Data in yellow boxes is research data collected from the patient, 
whereas the data in pink relates to that collected from the patients' clinical record.  Abbreviations:  NHS; 
National Health Service, D12; Dyspnoea-12 questionnaire, CAT; COPD assessment test, QOR-15; quality 
of recovery score, WHODAS; World Health Organisation (WHO) disability score, STAI; Spielberger state 
and trait anxiety inventory, CESD; Center for epidemiolgic studies depression scale, P-POSSUM; 
Portsmouth Physiological and Operative Severity Score for the enumeration of Mortality, Charlston; 
Charlston Morbidity Index, ASA; American Society of Anesthesiologists Physical Status Classification 
System, Barthel; Barthel scale, Clavien-Dindo; The Clavien-Dindo Classification of surgical complications, 
ICU; intensive care unit, CPET; cardiopulmonary exercise test. 
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Feasibility measures collected throughout the study: 

Key feasibility measures: 

• Can we recruit at a sufficient rate to run an RCT? 

• What is severity (GOLD/MRC) of the recruited patients and how does this 

compare with the screened patients 

• Whether it is feasible to deliver the pulmonary rehabilitation intervention in the 

time available. This will include assess the impact of changing surgical dates, 

e.g. earlier (so insufficient rehabilitation delivered), later (so effect of 

rehabilitation wearing off). 

• Number of complete data sets collected 

• %missing data 

• Barriers to uptake of pulmonary rehabilitation 

 

We will detail recruitment, retention and dropouts (including a screening log) at 

all the potential drop out points 

• Number of patients identified in clinic with spirometry defined COPD, and their 

MRC and GOLD scores 

• Number of patients invited to participate in the study, and their MRC and GOLD 

scores 

• Number who accept invitation 

• Number who decline invitation but agree to participate in qualitative study 

• Number who decline invitation/don't reply 

• Number of patients who attend research assessment 

• Number of patients who sign consent form 

• Number of patients who complete pulmonary rehab or control treatment (i.e. 

compliance with study intervention) 
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• Number of patients who have surgery in allocated timeframe 

(<3/12followingresearchvisit2) 

• Number of patients who continue the study during postoperative period 

• Number of patients in whom we can collect 6-month follow up data. 

 

Logistics. We will collect measures relating to 

• Scheduling of research appointments within suitable timef rames 

• Scheduling of pulmonary rehabilitation sessions within the surgical waiting time 

• Effectiveness of transport to/from pulmonary rehabilitation. Although we plan 

to contribute transport costs for the study there needs to be consideration for 

when pulmonary rehabilitation is offered as a treatment. 

• Factors relating to scheduling, including effect of changes in operation date. 

• Feasibility of tracking patients postoperatively-either in person and/or via 

electronic and paper based patient records 

Performance of measures including ceiling and floor effects  

Outcome measures being collected to get an estimate of 

• central tendency   

• spread 

• data loss 

• loss to follow up 

• Event rate of postoperative complications, to help with sample size calculation 

for main study 

Effectiveness of randomisation 

• Check for post randomisation drop outs because allocated to unfavoured 

treatment group  

• Do the "treatment as normal" patients seek exercise sessions elsewhere? 
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• Is the drop-out rate from study similar in both groups? 

• Does the randomisation system work? 

Health economics. We know there is health economic benefit for pulmonary 

rehabilitation in the treatment of COPD - does this translate to a surgical population? 

• EQ-5D-5L measured at baseline, at day 5, 6 weeks and 6 months post 

operatively 

• Resource use will be measured, including primary care, pulmonary 

rehabilitation, hospital services(e.g. before during and after surgery) 

Plans to mitigate against bias / Outcome integrity: 

• Assessors will be blinded to treatment group. 

• We will trial ways to ensure that the outcomes chosen are as fair as possible 

and are collected in a way that avoids bias. This will include objective criteria 

scoring by blinded individuals. 

 

Research assessments: 

Recruited participants were randomised 1:1 to either pulmonary rehabilitation or 

treatment as normal, minimised for study site and Global Initiative for Chronic 

Obstructive Lung Disease (GOLD) stage, using an online randomisation service 

(Sealed Envelope Limited, London, UK).  Participants were assessed prior to 

pulmonary rehabilitation or control treatment (preoperative assessment) and following 

surgery during hospital inpatient stay on postoperative days 3, 5, and 8 and again at a 

6-week and 6-month follow-up. The data collected at each time point can be found in 

the appendix. Other than a 6-minute walk test, the research data consisted of self-

report questionnaires on mood, symptoms, and quality of life. Data obtained from the 

NHS clinical record included various perioperative risk scores, co-morbidity scores, 

and measures relating to the operation and outcomes. 
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Preoperative (prior to pulmonary rehabilitation or control treatment) 

• Medical, surgical, anaesthetic assessment including comorbidities including full 

detailed smoking histories. 

• Physiology 

o Spirometry 

o 6 minute walk test 

o Cardiopulmonary exercise testing (CPET) 

o Physical activity monitoring (accelerometry-based wristwatch) – 

monitored for one week.  

o Preoperative risk assessment scoring using POSSUM-R, Charlston 

Co-morbidity Index, ASA grade. 

• Psychology and health-related quality of life 

o Dyspnoea questionnaires (Dyspnea-12 questionnaire ) 

o Anxiety (State and Trait Anxiety Inventory) , Depression (Center for 

Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale), Fatigue (Fatigue Severity 

Scale), COPD Assessment Test (CAT) 

o Health status assessment with EQ-5D-5L and WHO disability 

assessment schedule. 

Post-operative measures  

• These measures will be collected on postoperative days 3, 5, and 8 during 

hospital inpatient stay. 

o Surgical factors (duration of operation, blood loss), measured once only 

o Time to mobilisation 

o Assessment of activities of daily living (Barthel). 

o Intensive care admission, discharge, mortality 
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o Patient-related outcome measures, including time to return to normal 

activities. 

o Morbidity tracking using the postoperative morbidity survey instrument 

and Clavien-Dindo surgical complication score. 

• Postoperative measures collected on day 5 post-surgery only 

o Health status questionnaires: Dyspnea, Anxiety, Depression, CAT EQ-

5D-5L and WHO disability assessment schedule 

o Smoking history 

• Data collected at discharge from hospital 

o Date of discharge (i.e. length of hospital stay) 

o Destination of discharge 

• Postoperative measures collected during 6-week follow-up visit. 

o Health status questionnaires: Dyspnea, Anxiety, Depression, CAT EQ-

5D-5L and WHO disability assessment schedule 

o Readmissions to hospital, morbidity tracking as above (from medical 

record). 

o Smoking history 

• Postoperative measures collected 6 months following surgery 

Following confirmation that patient remains alive (NHS Spine and 

communication with general practitioner) we will invite the patient to attend a 

follow up assessment and collect the following measures. 

o Health status questionnaires: Dyspnea, Anxiety, Depression, CAT EQ-

5D-5L and WHO disability assessment schedule 

o Readmissions to hospital, morbidity tracking as above (from medical 

record). 

o Smoking history 
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Pulmonary rehabilitation 

This section gives further information on the composition of standard course of 

pulmonary rehabilitation that is used for the treatment of COPD in the non-surgical 

setting. The courses are preceeded by an assessment session to check suitability for 

pulmonary rehabilitation and collect baseline clinical measures (based around 

functional exercise capacity, quality of life and symptom measures, and spirometry). 

The final session repeats these assessments. 

 

The courses usually consist of two hour sessions performed twice weekly for six 

weeks. These consist one hour exercise and one hour education. The exercise 

sessions include both aerobic and strengthening exercises and are tailored to the 

individual's ability and there may be variation between courses. 

 

Aerobic exercises may include: 

• Step-ups 

• Walking on the spot 

• Treadmill walking 

• Exercise bicycle 

 

Strengthening exercises (3 sets of 10) include: 

• Sit-to-stand 

• Biceps curls 

• Upright row 

• Leg extensions 
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Education sessions may include 

• Introduction to rehabilitation 

• Management of breathlessness 

• Airway clearance 

• Understanding your lung condition 

• Home exercise program - adding in your own exercises 

• Medicine management 

• Staying healthy 

• Stress and relaxation 

• Pacing and energy conservation 

• Healthy diet 

• Smoking cessation 

• Continuing support 

• Advanced care plans 

• Sexual function 
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