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Abstract

Background: Telemonitoring (TM) of heart failure (HF) patients in a clinic setting has been shown to be effective if properly
implemented, but little is known about the feasibility and impact of implementing TM through a home care nursing agency.

Objective: This study aimed to determine the feasibility of implementing a mobile phone–based TM system through a home
care nursing agency and to explore the feasibility of conducting a future effectiveness trial.

Methods: A feasibility study was conducted by recruiting, through community cardiologists and family physicians, 10 to 15
HF patients who would use the TM system for 4 months by taking daily measurements of weight and blood pressure and recording
symptoms. Home care nurses responded to alerts generated by the TM system through either a phone call and/or a home visit.
Patients and their clinicians were interviewed poststudy to determine their perceptions and experiences of using the TM system.

Results: Only one community cardiologist was recruited who was willing to refer patients to this study, even after multiple
attempts were made to recruit further physicians, including family physicians. The cardiologist referred only 6 patients over a
6-month period, and half of the patients dropped out of the study. The identified barriers to implementing the TM system in home
care nursing were numerous and led to the small recruitment in patients and clinicians and large dropout rate. These barriers
included challenges in nurses contacting patients and physicians, issues related to retention, and challenges related to integrating
the TM system into a complex home care nursing workflow. However, some potential benefits of TM through a home care nursing
agency were indicated, including improved patient education, providing nurses with a better understanding of the patient’s health
status, and reductions in home visits.

Conclusions: Lessons learned included the need to incentivize physicians, to ensure streamlined processes for recruitment and
communication, to target appropriate patient populations, and to create a core clinical group. Barriers encountered in this feasibility
trial should be considered to determine their applicability when deploying innovations into different service delivery models.
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Introduction

Background
Heart failure (HF) is associated with poor health outcomes and
high costs largely because of frequent hospitalizations [1-4].
Tools, such as telemonitoring (TM), have been proposed to
improve clinical management and self-care of patients with HF.
TM is the use of information technology to monitor patients at
a distance (ie, at home) while empowering them to participate
in their own care [5].

Recent systematic reviews have found that TM for HF
management reduces mortality risk and hospital readmissions
and more frequent transmission of patient data increases its
effectiveness [6,7]. However, several studies, including 3 notable
large-scale trials, have failed to confirm the benefits of TM
[8-10]. This inconsistency in the findings of TM on HF
outcomes can be attributed to the heterogeneity of the trials,
including the characteristics of the intervention being studied,
the characteristics of the patient population (eg, demographics
and disease severity), and how the TM system is implemented.

Most previous large-scale trials of HF TM have been in the
context of TM being embedded in specialty clinics (eg, HF
clinics) or through primary care physicians’ offices [6,7].
However, an important supplemental health service for HF
patients who are at high risk for hospitalization is home care
nursing (ie, nurses who visit patients at their homes as required)
because many are too unwell to travel [11]. Between scheduled
home care nursing visits, patients often perform minimal or no
self-care and can deteriorate quickly [11-14]. TM by home care
nurses could provide a method to more closely monitor patients
and increase the number of patients a particular nurse can
manage. Preliminary studies indicate that TM by home care
agencies can lead to improved outcomes [15,16]. It has also
been found that TM through home care can be relatively
equivalent to live home visits when it comes to managing HF
[17]. However, the understanding of the potential feasibility of
sustained HF TM embedded into a home care nursing agency’s
services remains unclear [18,19].

Objective
The objective of this research was to conduct a feasibility trial
to investigate the feasibility and barriers associated with
implementing a mobile phone–based TM system to monitor HF
patients, led by general home care nurses through a home care
nursing agency. The 2 main research questions for this study
are as follows: (1) how feasible is it to integrate a mobile

phone–based TM system into a home care nursing agency’s
services? and (2) how feasible is it to conduct a future
effectiveness trial of a mobile phone–based TM system within
a home care nursing context?

This feasibility study was conducted in collaboration between
a research and development center at a large university-affiliated
hospital, a Canadian home care nursing agency, and a private
company that provides an integrated care coordination platform
used by the home care nursing agency. This integrated care
coordination platform enables home care nurses to gain access
to scheduling and patient information, as well as to document
their home visits while in the field.

Methods

The Telemonitoring System
Through a mobile phone app (see Figure 1), the TM system
allows HF patients to monitor their health by recording weight
and blood pressure measurements daily with Bluetooth-enabled
home medical devices. The measurements are automatically
and wirelessly transmitted to the mobile phone and then to a
secure data server. Patients are asked to answer simple yes or
no symptom questions on the mobile phone, such as whether
they have more chest pain than usual or if they have more
difficulty breathing at night than usual. Automated self-care
instructions and advice are sent immediately to the patient based
on their measurements and reported symptoms.

The TM system was combined with the integrated care
coordination platform that was already being used by the home
care agency. If the TM system detected signs of an exacerbation,
an alert with all relevant data was sent to the home care agency
through the integrated care coordination platform, where the
alert was viewed by a portal administrator on an administrator
dashboard. The alert was then assigned by an assignment
coordinator to a specific home care nurse, and the alert
information was forwarded by the portal administrator to the
appropriate nurse’s mobile phone through the software that is
part of the integrated care coordination platform. The nurse and
patient’s physician were able to access all the patient’s TM data
through a clinical dashboard through a secure website.

The alert threshold values can also be set and modified through
the clinical dashboard. Physicians would determine the
appropriate threshold values and can change the values
themselves, or a home care nurse can change the values once
they are confirmed by the responsible physician.
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Figure 1. Screenshot of the TM mobile phone app. TM: telemonitoring.

Patient and Physician Recruitment
The feasibility study was conducted through a specific office
of the home care agency because of it having the highest number
of HF patients. The original intent was to partner with the local
community care access center to funnel eligible patients into
the trial. Unfortunately, the community care access center was
not able to participate in the study because of commitments
with other research studies. Therefore, the plan was changed to
recruit 10 to 15 HF patients through physicians who would
identify eligible patients. The patients would be enrolled into
the home care services as private patients (nurses would need
to be paid through research study funds). The intent was to
identify physician participants through the hospital cardiologists
and by managers at the home care agency. The managers
contacted local family physicians and faxed introduction letters
regarding the study. In addition, a letter from a hospital
cardiologist was sent to several local cardiologists asking them
to participate. Approval from the hospital research ethics board
was obtained before commencement of the study (REB
12-0525-AE).

Patient Participant Eligibility Criteria
To be eligible for the study, patients had to be English speaking;
diagnosed with congestive HF of New York Heart Association
(NYHA) Class II or higher; aged older than 18 years; not already
on home care services; residing in the study region of Oshawa,
Ontario; and able to perform self-measurement tasks (eg, stand
on the provided weight scale). Patients deemed unable to comply
with the TM program (eg, because of vision problems or

decreased cognitive function such as advanced memory loss)
or unable to provide written informed consent were excluded
from the study.

Preparation for the Use of the Telemonitoring System
The proper integration and acceptance of the TM system into
a home care nursing ecosystem required understanding the
current workflow and training of multiple members of the home
care team. The current workflow of the home care agency was
mapped through discussion with relevant stakeholders and
observation. Workflow maps were then developed that
integrated the use of the TM system.

In terms of training, it was determined that all home care agency
staff would be trained to prevent lapses in coverage, especially
during the night and weekend off-hours. The staff required to
attend training consisted of portal administrators, assignment
coordinators, nursing supervisors, off-hours supervisors, and
nurses (over 50 individuals). A unified training presentation
was developed to ensure that all staff knew each other's roles
and the scope of the study. Comprehensive training packages
were prepared, specific to each of the 3 key study roles (portal
administrator, assignment coordinator, and nurse). The sessions
took the form of a PowerPoint presentation followed by a period
for questions and lasted approximately 1 hour. A recorded
training video, frequently asked questions document, and
training slides were posted on the internet, were password
protected, and were shared with any staff members who could
not attend a training session.
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The Telemonitoring System Protocol
During the first home visit (initial assessment) by the home care
nurse, the nurse provided a training session on how to use the
TM equipment, which included a mobile phone with the TM
app loaded on it, a weight scale, and a blood pressure monitor.
The app was designed to be intuitive to use by using a
user-centered design process including end-user usability testing.
However, if participants had difficulties using the TM equipment
after the training session, they were encouraged to call the
provided technical support phone number.

The initial and follow-up assessments were standard assessments
performed by home care nurses and included questions asking
about functional status and symptoms, which were part of the
Health Outcomes for Better Information and Care (HOBIC)
measures, which is an assessment collected to capture
standardized client outcomes data related to nursing care in 4
sectors: acute care, long-term care, complex continuing care,
and home care [20]. According to the standard of care, after the
initial assessment, nurses visited the patients approximately
once every 2 weeks (the same nurse followed a particular patient
except if the nurse was unavailable). In addition, assessments
through the telephone and additional home visits were conducted
if deemed necessary by the nurses because of TM alerts.
Telephone assessments were outside the standard of care and
introduced as part of the intervention. Before a telephone
assessment or additional home visit, approval was first obtained
by the nurse supervisor (standard practice to obtain approval
for additional home visits). After 3 to 4 months of TM, the
participants were asked to mail back the TM equipment and
were discharged from home care services. A home care nurse
conducted a discharge assessment on each patient participant
that included the HOBIC measures.

Data Collection and Analysis
All patient participants and home care nurses involved in the
study were interviewed after obtaining informed consent to gain
their perspectives on the feasibility of integrating a mobile
phone–based TM into home care nursing services (research
question 1). Specifically, the study coordinator conducted short
prestudy semistructured interviews that were approximately 10
min in duration with the patient participants to gather insight
on their current clinical care and self-care. Patient participants
and the home care nurses were also interviewed poststudy by
the study coordinator to determine their experiences with the
TM system and the perceived impact of the TM system on HF
management. The poststudy semistructured interviews sought
to evaluate the experience with the TM system based on
concepts in the technology acceptance model (TAM) [21],
namely to determine the external variables, perceived ease of
use, perceived usefulness, attitude toward using the technology,
and behavioral intention to use. The poststudy interviews lasted
approximately 30 min in duration. The interview data and
transcripts were transcribed and coded for emerging themes by

TL and PM. The research team (ES, PM, TL, and JT) reviewed
and discussed the emerging themes until consensus was reached.

Beyond the interviews, data on patient adherence of using the
TM system from the TM system database were also collected
to help answer research question 1. Finally, data from forms
that the home care nurses filled out after each home visit and
telephone call to the patient were collected and analyzed. These
forms sought information regarding if the visit was a telephone
encounter or a home nursing visit; if the nurses perceived the
home visit to be necessary; if they thought the home visit could
have been replaced by a telephone visit using the data from the
TM system; if the TM data were useful during the home visit;
if they perceived the data to be helpful; if the nurses thought
the data helped eliminate the need for a home nursing visit; and
any additional remarks (open ended) about the clinical
encounter, alerts from the TM system, or other issues noted.

To investigate the feasibility of conducting a future effectiveness
trial (research question 2), data from several other sources
required for an effectiveness trial were collected. Patient
participants were provided pre- and poststudy questionnaires
that included the Self-Care of Heart Failure Index (SCHFI)
[22-24] and the Minnesota Living with Heart Failure
Questionnaire (MLHFQ) [25-27]. The SCHFI is a validated
self-reported tool to measure self-care of HF patients using 15
items rated on a 4-point response scale, and the MLHFQ is a
validated self-reported tool to measure the quality of life of HF
patients using 21 items on a 6-point Likert scale. Pre- and
poststudy HOBIC measures were also collected. The pre- and
poststudy values for the SCHFI, MLFHQ, and HOBIC measures
were compared using descriptive statistics. In addition, a
historical chart review of the home care patients was conducted
to collect data on hospital visits, reasons for home care visits,
and any clinical remarks that were noted about the patient.

Results

Physician and Patient Recruitment
A single local cardiologist agreed to participate in the study
despite extensive efforts, outlined above, to recruit other
physicians. The cardiologist referred 6 patients with HF NYHA
class II or III to the study; all 6 patients provided written consent
to participate in the feasibility study. The cardiologist did not
believe she had additional patients who were suitable for the
study during the study period. Additional efforts were made to
recruit further patients, which included contacting health care
providers (family health team clinics, walk-in clinics, family
doctor offices, and pharmacies) in an expanded catchment area
through fax, letters, and follow-up phone calls. Furthermore,
efforts were made to recruit patients directly through posted
advertisements at community care centers and clinics. However,
none of these techniques led to additional patient participants.
The demographics of the patient participants, early experiences
of TM, and the length of their study enrollment are presented
in Table 1.
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Table 1. Patient demographics and early negative experiences related to days enrolled.

Days enrolledEarly negative experiences

with TMa
Size of householdEmployment statusGenderAge (years)

Completed study (119 days)No≤2 family membersRetired or not workingMale86

Completed study (116 days)No≥3 family membersRetired or not working (returned to
work during study period)

Male57

Completed study (125 days)No≤2 family membersRetired or not workingFemale72

Dropped out after 3 daysYes≥3 family membersWorking full timeMale46

Dropped out after 34 daysYes≥3 family membersWorking full timeMale35

Dropped out after 44 daysYes≥3 family membersRetired or not workingFemale58

aTM: telemonitoring.

Use of the Telemonitoring System
Of 6 patients, 3 dropped out of the study. Reasons cited by
patients for dropping out included incompatibility of scheduling
home care visits with working full time, feeling overwhelmed
with repeated phone calls from nurses because of alerts,
perceived intrusiveness of home visits by nurses, and patient
feeling too physically weak to comply with taking daily morning
measurements after being discharged from a hospital stay.

On average, patients adhered to taking their daily weight, blood
pressure, and symptom measurements 72% of the days (only
including days before dropping out of the study). The nurses
performed a total of 31 scheduled home visits for all 6 patients.
They reported that, in their judgment, 16 of the 31 home visits
(52%) could have been replaced by phone call assessments
supported by the TM data. The nurses reported that they used
the TM data before the visit in 15 of the home visits (48%),
used the data during the home visit in 17 of the home visits
(55%), and did not use the data for 3 home visits (10%). In
general, the nurses reported that the TM data were useful in 28
of the home visits (74%) for assessing the patient or providing
informed care.

A total of 208 alerts were triggered throughout the study. There
was a total of 5 alerts that were classified as critical, advising
patients to call 9-1-1 or go to the emergency department. The
nurses made a total of 38 phone calls to the patients because of
alerts that were triggered by the TM system. The nurses reported
that in 28 of the 38 phone calls (74%), the TM data were useful
in assessing the patient over the phone. No home visits were
made as a result of the triggered alerts.

A review of the nurses’ visit logs and final interviews found
that nurses were able to speak to patients to verify their
medication and symptoms over the telephone calls. During
home visits, nurses were able to provide instructions to patients
on proper blood pressure management techniques and engaged
with patients regarding their diet, such as reducing sodium to
decrease shortness of breath or using compression stockings to
reduce pedal edema.

Perceptions of the Telemonitoring System
All 6 patient participants were interviewed before using the TM
system about their experience with HF. At the end of the study,
semistructured interviews were conducted with the 3 patient

participants who completed the study about their experiences
with home care and perceptions of the TM system. The 2 home
care nurses who were the most involved in the study and who
regularly managed the patient participants were also interviewed
about their experiences with the system to gain insights into the
feasibility of implementing the HF TM system into their
workflow and services.

Perceptions by Nurses

Workflow Barriers
Both the interviewed nurses described issues associated with
the TM program that related to workflow barriers of
implementing TM. For example, certain patients were triggering
alerts regularly because of inappropriate thresholds. Therefore,
the nurses needed to contact the responsible physician to take
the appropriate action or change the alert thresholds. However,
the specialist physician was not always in their office and could
not be reached by phone, and it was challenging to get a
response to make the necessary changes in adjusting the TM
system. One nurse stated:

The other thing I found difficult was getting a hold of
the doctor. If you wanted to do things—it was difficult.
We are always getting in touch with doctors from the
community—it shouldn’t be as difficult as it was to
get a hold of this one. We can get a hold of doctors
and get a response the next day, even with surgeons.
But with this doctor sometimes it took two days, which
to me, if someone is having and showing signs of
getting in distress, two days is too long. We can see
the ship sinking but we can’t do anything about it if
we can’t get a hold of the doctor.

One nurse described feeling frustrated in not being able to
connect to the patient they needed to speak with:

I got an alert on him every day. He also had a cell
phone...and never, ever picked up...I just left messages
with what the issue was and explaining it.

Another issue was slow access to the patient information and
alerts:

I would say about 40% of the time, it was a pain to
try and get into the system...once you get an alert,
you want an instantaneous alert, sometimes it would
take longer than we would have liked.
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In this excerpt, the nurse was referring to the technological
aspect of the system and accessing the Web portal where the
user can view patients’ vitals on their mobile device. Although
the nurses highlighted that these issues provided significant
barriers to long-term adoption of the TM system because of
wasted time, they also expressed that there were timesaving
aspects of the TM system.

Perceived Benefits by Nurses
When asked if the TM system could save them time in any
regard, both nurses responded affirmatively:

Yes, absolutely [the system saved me time]: they did
what [I] would have been asked to do, because you
can see [the measurements].

This referred to the fact that in absence of the TM system, the
nurse would have to take the patient’s physiological
measurements, including blood pressure, heart rate, and weight,
during their visit. With the TM system, the nurses had their
patients’ recent and historical daily measurements available for
viewing before and during the visit.

The 2 nurses stated that their home visits were enhanced because
the TM system provided access to more patient data and
information than they would have otherwise have had. The
nurses noted that they “had knowledge of what [the patients]
were doing in the past 2 weeks—so the trends were helpful”.
The nurses attributed their ability to focus more on on-site
education during the home visit to having this information
readily available to them. One nurse explained:

[Each home visit] wasn’t about the numbers, because
we were up to date with what the vitals were like and
we went in knowing what the readings were...It was
more about healthy lifestyle teachings and that kind
of thing.

In this way, the nurses could focus their efforts during the home
visit on helping the patients improve patient self-care and finding
opportunities for teachable moments. In a particular encounter,
the nurse described being able to work with the patient on issues
surrounding diet choice and symptoms. The nurse also took an
opportunity to introduce compression stockings to address what
concerned the patient (ie, edema of their legs):

The year before, [the doctor] has been changing
medication for [the patient] and he wasn’t feeling
well. But during the study he was feeling well and his
biggest complaint was the edema of his legs. He
started reading all the labels on everything and
reduced salt content and got some compression
stockings and [was] willing to do whatever it took.

Willingness to Use the Telemonitoring System Long
Term
Although nurses liked having the information provided to them
through the TM system and saw the value add to their clinical
work, the amount of additional work resulting from alerts
triggered by the TM system and the follow-up communication
that was required were a hindrance to their desire to continue
using the system. One nurse described she liked the TM because
she liked:

...having access to the information right on [her]
Blackberry. It was nice to have the two-week trends
to see what was going on.

When the nurses were asked if they would continue using the
TM system if they were given a choice, one nurse answered:

If I had all “good” clients like the one I had, then
yes! But if I had clients with the alerts every day, then
no...You always end up regardless of if it’s part of
the study or a regular client, you always have one
with issues like this. This would be a definite
determinant for me if I had a client like this I would
be afraid of spending hours that you’re not being
reimbursed to track down and leave messages, you
are trying to do your due diligence but it’s beyond
concerning and very stressful when the pressure is
way up and you can’t get a hold of [the client] and
that kind of thing.

The other nurse stated that she would be limited to use TM with
a couple of clients at any 1 time because of the time commitment
involved with TM. She stated:

...having the information, knowing how [the clients]
were doing and if things were not right—but if you
got an alert every day, it became a chore...But it’s
nice having the information and I’d be willing to go
with that again. But I wouldn’t want to have 10
patients like this. And getting alerts on the phone all
the time. If I had a couple that would be fine, but if I
had more, I would get frustrated because it really
affects your day, because I have a ton of people I have
to see and they’re waiting for you and if you’re on
the side of the road trying to contact them, it is a bit
difficult.

Perceptions by the Patients

Patient Perceived Benefits and Continued Use of
Telemonitoring
Patients stated that the use of the TM system resulted in them
feeling more self-aware and confident in being able to manage
their condition. It also helped them increase their interest in
their health and their efforts to exercise. Their overall perception
of the TM system was that it was easy to use, and they expressed
that they enjoyed the added interaction with the nurses:

I found it very easy to check the [blood pressure]
history. In fact, it was quite easy to track history.

They also indicated that they would keep using it if the TM
system was available outside of this study. One participant
responded to the question on whether or not they would want
to keep using the TM system by saying, “Yes, I would, I found
it very informative and it kept me on track to what my pressures
and weights were, and at particular day or time.”

Patient Frustration With Alerts
Patients also commented on areas requiring improvement. Some
technical issues led to poor perception of the TM system by
some patients. Some patients stated that the system generated
too many phone calls, and consequently, too many voicemails

JMIR Med Inform 2019 | vol. 7 | iss. 3 | e11722 | p. 6http://medinform.jmir.org/2019/3/e11722/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Seto et alJMIR MEDICAL INFORMATICS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


were left on their home phone as a result of nurses following
up on the generated alerts. In other situations, the performance
of the algorithm and the associated hardware was suboptimal
and triggered too many false alerts. One patient stated:

That was a little frustrating...My morning BP was
generally high...The very first time I’d get a call—I
didn’t realize they had called and we’d gone out. I
got back and I had over a matter of a couple of hours
14 messages, going to the Emergency immediately
because my [blood] pressure was in danger.

The issue of numerous phone calls, alerts, and voicemails were
particularly an issue for patients with full-time employment as
they would be unavailable for a call from the nurses until the
evening or the following day.

Feasibility of Data Collection and Analysis for Future
Effectiveness Trial
All study data that were intended for collection to answer
research question 2 were successfully collected, including the
data from the patient chart reviews and values for the HOBIC,
SCHFI, and MLFHQ. Of 6 patients, only 3 had complete
HOBIC scores, and only 2 patients had complete pre-SCHFI
and post-SCHFI and MLHFQ scores because of 3 patients
dropping out of the study.

Discussion

Overview
This study’s main objective was to determine the feasibility of
implementing a mobile phone–based TM system within a home
care nursing agency for HF management. The interviews of
home care nurses and patients, as well as other data sources
collected for this study, provided insights into the factors that
are associated with the feasibility of TM system implementation.
Although there were some indications of perceived benefits of
the TM system, such as nurses having access to additional
patient data, the barriers outweighed the perceived benefits,
resulting in only 6 patients being enrolled and half of them
dropping out of the study, as well as frustration experienced by
the home care nurses and patients.

Research Question 1: Feasibility of Implementing a
Mobile Phone–Based Telemonitoring System Within
a Home Care Nursing Agency
As indicated in the TAM [21], external variables influenced the
perceived usefulness and perceived ease of use of the TM
system, which, in turn, determined the actual use of the TM
system. Although both nurses and patients acknowledged the
potential usefulness of TM to streamline and improve clinical
management and found the TM system technology itself easy
to use, this was outweighed by the 4 main external barriers that
existed in this study. (1) There was a lack of a strong
communication channel between the home care nurses and the
patients’physician. (2) Patients’busy family and work situations
and technical TM system issues led to challenges in patient
retention. (3) Lack of interest and engagement by physicians
led to patient recruitment challenges. (4) The home care agency
had complicated workflows, which led to challenges in

implementing the TM system. These barriers are largely
dependent on the service delivery model that is used to provide
the TM service (ie, home care nursing agency vs HF specialty
clinic). Each of these barriers is discussed separately below.

Communication Challenges Between Nurses and
Physicians
The difficulties that the home care nurses experienced in trying
to contact the most responsible physician (MRP) led to
frustration and backlogged the nurses. The MRP was required
to set the initial target ranges for vital signs and verify
modifications of the target ranges for each patient (inappropriate
ranges resulted in false alerts). Home care nurses were not
mandated to change a patient’s clinical care plan and, therefore,
had to contact the patient’s MRP whenever the care plan had
to be modified. There were also concerns that medical issues
were not being addressed in a timely fashion, and the nurses
would have to resort to advising the patients to visit the
emergency department. Similar findings on the importance of
effective nurse-physician communication to sustaining a TM
program with home care nursing have been reported by
Radhakrishnan et al [28].

To address these communication issues in future
implementations, MRPs must be incentivized to participate,
and a communication link between patients, nurses, and the
MRPs must be ensured. Recent studies in health research
literature have emphasized that when technology for delivering
interprofessional communication is implemented without the
necessary institutional guidance and support, they can just
become a nuisance [29,30]. Furthermore, contingency plans
should be put in place in cases where the nurses cannot reach
the physician.

Patient Retention Challenges
Patient retention became a challenge for the study with 3 of 6
participants dropping out. The factors that appeared to influence
patient attrition were employment status, age, having
dependents, size of household, and early negative experiences
with the TM system. All 3 of the participants who dropped out
were relatively young (aged 35-58 years) and lived with
members of their family who were disturbed by the TM phone
calls. Of the 3 patients, 2 were also working full time. Therefore,
the patients who dropped out may have felt too busy to properly
participate in the TM program, or that the TM program was too
disruptive to their daily lives, as also discussed by Sanders et
al [31]. In addition, the 3 patients who dropped out experienced
TM system issues at the beginning of their enrollment (eg, false
critical 911 alerts, issues returning phone messages, or prior
negative experiences with home care nursing). A study in 2012
corroborates that a major predictor of attrition in users of a TM
system was their experience with it within the first 30 days of
use [32]. In comparison, the patient group who did not drop out
were all relatively older (aged 57-86 years) and experienced no
issues related to TM or home care early on; 2 of 3 patients were
also retired or not working and lived in a household of 2 or less.

All the study participants were followed by a cardiologist
(referring physician to the study), were not already receiving
home care, and were NYHA class II or III (none were class IV).
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This may have indicated that their HF management was already
sufficient. The TM system may be of most benefit to patients
who are not well managed and who have the most severe cases
of HF. Future implementations should consider both
demographic and health management variables when choosing
the target population.

Recruitment Challenges
The project faced significant challenges in recruitment that led
to the low enrollment rate of only 6 patients over 6 months. The
recruitment process did not include the appropriate health care
organizations or partners to facilitate quick recruitment of
patients. The original intent to partner with the local community
care access center to funnel eligible patients into the trial would
have likely resulted in higher enrollment rates. In addition, there
was little response from the local family physicians even after
follow-up. Primary care physicians and cardiologists were
unwilling to participate because of no tangible incentives, such
as financial incentives, and the perceived increased workload.
Successful physician recruitment was only achieved when it
was direct and personalized; in this case, being directly referred
by a colleague or clinical champion of the TM system. These
barriers to physician adoption have also been identified in a
previous study [33].

For a successful future implementation of similar innovations
in home care nursing settings, a clinical champion should be
identified, clinicians should be incentivized to participate, and
a recruitment strategy must be put in place to streamline
enrollment of patients, as described by Luxton et al [34].

Challenges Because of Complicated Workflows
Detailed workflow maps for the home care nurses were
developed, which revealed several complexities to the study.
For example, patients could have different nurses managing
their care, and it was deemed not possible to assign specific
nurses to the patients in the study. Therefore, it was necessary
to train all the home care agency’s nurses and staff (>50) on the
TM system and provide additional information to them for HF
assessment. As another example, to bill the study for a phone
call or home visit, approval from the general nursing supervisor
was necessary, which delayed patient care. Most of these
workflow issues could be addressed through the implementation
of a dedicated TM team at the home care agency.

Perceived Benefits of Telemonitoring
Although the implementation barriers outweighed the perceived
benefits and thus led to the low recruitment rate and high
dropout rate, it should also be noted that both nurses and patients
stated perceived benefits from TM, including improved patient
self-awareness and confidence. In addition, the presence of the
TM system changed the focus of the home visits from gathering
symptoms and physiological measurements to more time spent
on teaching patients how to perform appropriate self-care. Over
the course of this study, nurses were able to better educate
patients on how to self-manage their condition, such as
managing their diet and exercise, and use of compression socks,
which is a key component of patient empowerment and
improved care [35].

The nurses also believed that the TM system provided a greater
awareness of their patients’ health status, information to help
decide on when a visit to the patient’s home was necessary, and
trending information that they could discuss with the patients.
These results are in alignment with what other researchers have
identified when using TM for patients with diabetes [36]. For
half of the home visits, the nurses thought that by using the TM
system, telephone calls could have replaced physical home
visits, which could lead to potential financial savings. However,
other studies have shown that although telephone follow-up can
result in patient empowerment, they do not necessarily reduce
readmissions [37].

Implications of Service Delivery Models
The implementation barriers described above of deploying the
TM system in a home care nursing setting were in contrast to
the relatively seamless deployment of the same TM system in
a large specialty HF clinic using the same technology [38,39].
This was mainly because of the clinical buy-in, clinical mandate
(ie, reduction of rehospitalization), advanced disease severity,
and the infrastructure of the specialty clinic, including salaried
nurse practitioners. During a randomized controlled trial (RCT)
in the specialty clinic, 100 HF patients were recruited in 6
months compared with the 6 patients recruited in 6 months in
the home care nursing setting. Of the patients in the intervention
group of the RCT, only 3 of 50 patients dropped out of the
program compared with 3 of 6 in the home care nursing setting.
The site preparation was also minimal in the specialty clinic
because of the clinical buy-in and single site, compared with
the enormous effort of integrating with the clinical workflows
and training the nonspecialized nurses in the home care nursing
setting. It is evident that the type of service delivery model plays
an important role in the success of a particular innovation.

Research Question 2: Feasibility of a Future
Effectiveness Trial
The second intent of this feasibility trial was to inform whether
the project should proceed to the next phase of an effectiveness
trial. Therefore, it was important to first determine how feasible
it would be to collect and analyze the required data for an
effectiveness trial [40]. This study found that the data that would
be necessary for such an effectiveness trial, including the
questionnaire data and chart review data, could be collected and
analyzed successfully. The nurses were also willing to complete
the data forms after each home visit and telephone call to the
patient, providing insights into how TM could be implemented
by a home care agency. The numerous feasibility challenges of
implementing HF TM into home care nursing discussed above,
including recruitment, physician buy-in and communication,
workflow integration, and retention, must be addressed before
an effectiveness trial.

Limitations
Although much was learned in terms of the feasibility of
implementing a TM system, a larger number of patient and
nurse participants would have provided further insights into
their perceptions of TM. In addition, the same cardiologist
referred all patients who participated in this study. However,
the barriers experienced in recruiting patients and obtaining
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buy-in from physicians in this model was an important finding
in terms of feasibility. Another limitation is that the deployment
involved a single home care agency and some of the workflow
issues experienced may be specific to that agency.

Conclusions
Although the study revealed examples of the perceived benefits
of the TM system to improve care by home care nurses, the
many implementation barriers encountered outweighed the
perceived benefits. These barriers must be resolved to
successfully implement TM in the home care agency. The main
lessons learned from this study included the necessity to have
physician buy-in, as well as streamlined processes to recruit

and manage patients. Although enormous effort was spent to
recruit patients for the study, this was largely unsuccessful. To
promote physician buy-in, incentives to participate must be
developed, which would also mitigate the nurse-physician
communication issues that existed in the trial. The demographics
of the patients should be considered when deploying such a
program to help ensure adherence and reduce dropouts. The
establishment of a core group of TM nurses would help address
the complicated workflow issues identified. The outcomes from
this trial and a previous trial in an HF specialty clinic using the
same intervention emphasize the importance of feasibility trials
when deploying in different service delivery models to identify
context-specific barriers.

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank the ParaMed nurses and the cardiologist, as well as the patients who participated in this study.
In addition, they would like to thank the team at eHealth Innovation who developed and customized the TM system for the study.
The study was funded in part by ParaMed Home Health Care (CR) and CellTrak Technologies Inc (DM and AK). The study was
funded through a grant from the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada Strategic Research Network
Grant entitled Healthcare Support through Information Technology Enhancements and funding support from ParaMed Home
Health Care and CellTrak Technologies Inc.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

References

1. Dharmarajan K, Wang Y, Bernheim S, Lin Z, Horwitz L, Ross J, et al. The Relationship of Changing Hospital Readmission
Rates and Mortality Rates After Hospitalization for Heart Failure, Acute Myocardial Infarction, and Pneumonia. In:
Proceedings of the Quality of Care and Outcomes Research 2017 Scientific Sessions. 2017 Presented at: QCOR'17; April
2-3, 2017; Arlington, VA p. A136.

2. Parizo J, Lin S, Sahay A, Heidenreichvaluation P. Evaluation of Readmission and Survival Rates After Heart Failure
Hospitalization in the Veterans Affairs Health Care System Between 2006 and 2013. In: Proceedings of the Quality of Care
and Outcomes Research 2017 Scientific Sessions. 2017 Presented at: QCOR'17; April 2-3, 2017; Arlington, VA p. A094.

3. Bui AL, Horwich TB, Fonarow GC. Epidemiology and risk profile of heart failure. Nat Rev Cardiol 2011 Jan;8(1):30-41
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1038/nrcardio.2010.165] [Medline: 21060326]

4. Gheorghiade M, Vaduganathan M, Fonarow GC, Bonow RO. Rehospitalization for heart failure: problems and perspectives.
J Am Coll Cardiol 2013 Jan 29;61(4):391-403 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2012.09.038] [Medline: 23219302]

5. Kitsiou S, Paré G, Jaana M. Effects of home telemonitoring interventions on patients with chronic heart failure: an overview
of systematic reviews. J Med Internet Res 2015 Mar 12;17(3):e63 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.4174] [Medline:
25768664]

6. Bashi N, Karunanithi M, Fatehi F, Ding H, Walters D. Remote monitoring of patients with heart failure: an overview of
systematic reviews. J Med Internet Res 2017 Dec 20;19(1):e18 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.6571] [Medline:
28108430]

7. Yun JE, Park JE, Park HY, Lee HY, Park DA. Comparative effectiveness of telemonitoring versus usual care for heart
failure: a systematic review and meta-analysis. J Card Fail 2018 Dec;24(1):19-28. [doi: 10.1016/j.cardfail.2017.09.006]
[Medline: 28939459]

8. Chaudhry SI, Mattera JA, Curtis JP, Spertus JA, Herrin J, Lin Z, et al. Telemonitoring in patients with heart failure. N Engl
J Med 2010 Dec 9;363(24):2301-2309 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa1010029] [Medline: 21080835]

9. Koehler F, Winkler S, Schieber M, Sechtem U, Stangl K, Böhm M, Telemedical Interventional Monitoring in Heart Failure
Investigators. Impact of remote telemedical management on mortality and hospitalizations in ambulatory patients with
chronic heart failure: the telemedical interventional monitoring in heart failure study. Circulation 2011 May
3;123(17):1873-1880. [doi: 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.111.018473] [Medline: 21444883]

10. Ong MK, Romano PS, Edgington S, Aronow HU, Auerbach AD, Black JT, Better Effectiveness After Transition–Heart
Failure (BEAT-HF) Research Group. Effectiveness of remote patient monitoring after discharge of hospitalized patients
with heart failure: the better effectiveness after transition -- heart failure (BEAT-HF) randomized clinical trial. JAMA Intern
Med 2016 Mar;176(3):310-318 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1001/jamainternmed.2015.7712] [Medline: 26857383]

11. Riegel B, Carlson B. Facilitators and barriers to heart failure self-care. Patient Educ Couns 2002 Apr;46(4):287-295.
[Medline: 11932128]

JMIR Med Inform 2019 | vol. 7 | iss. 3 | e11722 | p. 9http://medinform.jmir.org/2019/3/e11722/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Seto et alJMIR MEDICAL INFORMATICS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/21060326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrcardio.2010.165
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21060326&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0735-1097(12)05296-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2012.09.038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23219302&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2015/3/e63/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.4174
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25768664&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2017/1/e18/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.6571
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28108430&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cardfail.2017.09.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28939459&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/21080835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1010029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21080835&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.111.018473
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21444883&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/26857383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2015.7712
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26857383&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11932128&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


12. Carlson B, Riegel B, Moser DK. Self-care abilities of patients with heart failure. Heart Lung 2001;30(5):351-359. [doi:
10.1067/mhl.2001.118611] [Medline: 11604977]

13. Jaarsma T, Abu-Saad HH, Dracup K, Halfens R. Self-care behaviour of patients with heart failure. Scand J Caring Sci
2000;14(2):112-119. [doi: 10.1111/j.1471-6712.2000.tb00571.x] [Medline: 12035274]

14. Sun W, Doran DM, Wodchis WP, Peter E. Examining the relationship between therapeutic self-care and adverse events
for home care clients in Ontario, Canada: a retrospective cohort study. BMC Health Serv Res 2017 Dec 14;17(1):206 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s12913-017-2103-9] [Medline: 28292301]

15. Veilleux RP, Wight JN, Cannon A, Whalen M, Bachman D. Home diuretic protocol for heart failure: partnering with home
health to improve outcomes and reduce readmissions. Perm J 2014;18(3):44-48 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.7812/TPP/14-013]
[Medline: 25102518]

16. Moore JM. Evaluation of the efficacy of a nurse practitioner-led home-based congestive heart failure clinical pathway.
Home Health Care Serv Q 2016;35(1):39-51. [doi: 10.1080/01621424.2016.1175992] [Medline: 27064361]

17. Pekmezaris R, Mitzner I, Pecinka KR, Nouryan CN, Lesser ML, Siegel M, et al. The impact of remote patient monitoring
(telehealth) upon medicare beneficiaries with heart failure. Telemed J E Health 2012 Mar;18(2):101-108. [doi:
10.1089/tmj.2011.0095] [Medline: 22283360]

18. Radhakrishnan K, Xie B, Berkley A, Kim M. Barriers and facilitators for sustainability of tele-homecare programs: a
systematic review. Health Serv Res 2016 Feb;51(1):48-75 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/1475-6773.12327] [Medline:
26119048]

19. Kim E, Gellis Z, Brennan R. Perception and utilization of telehealth services among home health care agencies: a national
survey. Innov Aging 2017;1(Suppl 1):1193. [doi: 10.1093/geroni/igx004.4342]

20. Wodchis WP, Ma X, Mondor L, White P, Purdy I, Iron K, et al. ICES. 2014. Health Outcomes for Better Information and
Care (HOBIC): Acute Care and Home Care in Ontario 2013 URL: https://www.ices.on.ca/Publications/Atlases-and-Reports/
2014/HOBIC-2013 [accessed 2019-07-02]

21. Gagnon MP, Orruño E, Asua J, Abdeljelil AB, Emparanza J. Using a modified technology acceptance model to evaluate
healthcare professionals' adoption of a new telemonitoring system. Telemed J E Health 2012;18(1):54-59 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1089/tmj.2011.0066] [Medline: 22082108]

22. Riegel B, Carlson B, Moser DD, Sebern M, Hicks FF, Roland V. Psychometric testing of the self-care of heart failure index.
J Card Fail 2004 Aug;10(4):350-360. [doi: 10.1002/nur.21554] [Medline: 15309704]

23. Riegel B, Lee CS, Dickson VV, Carlson B. An update on the self-care of heart failure index. J Cardiovasc Nurs
2009;24(6):485-497 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1097/JCN.0b013e3181b4baa0] [Medline: 19786884]

24. David D, Howard E, Mazor M, Dalton J, Brittingh L, Wallgagen M. Identifying factors influencing heart failure self-care
with the integrated theory of health behavior change. Self Care 2017;8(4):1-12 [FREE Full text]

25. Rector T, Cohn J. American Thoracic Society - Quality of Life Resource. 2005. Minnesota Living with Heart Failure
Questionnaire URL: http://qol.thoracic.org/sections/instruments/ko/pages/mlwhfq.html

26. Heo S, Moser D, Riegel B, Hall L, Christman N. Testing the psychometric properties of the Minnesota living with heart
failure questionnaire. Nurs Res 2005;54(4):265-272. [Medline: 16027569]

27. Napier R, McNulty S, Eton DT, Redfield MM, AbouEzzeddine O, Dunlay SM. Comparing measures to assess health-related
quality of life in patients with heartfailure with preserved ejection fraction. J Card Fail 2017 Aug;23(8):S100 [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1016/j.cardfail.2017.07.295]

28. Radhakrishnan K, Xie B, Jacelon CS. Unsustainable home telehealth: a Texas qualitative study. Gerontologist 2016
Dec;56(5):830-840. [doi: 10.1093/geront/gnv050] [Medline: 26035878]

29. Barr N, Vania D, Randall G, Mulvale G. Impact of information and communication technology on interprofessional
collaboration for chronic disease management: a systematic review. J Health Serv Res Policy 2017 Dec;22(4):250-257.
[doi: 10.1177/1355819617714292] [Medline: 28587494]

30. Scotten M, Manos EL, Malicoat A, Paolo AM. Minding the gap: interprofessional communication during inpatient and
post discharge chasm care. Patient Educ Couns 2015 Jul;98(7):895-900 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.pec.2015.03.009]
[Medline: 25862470]

31. Sanders C, Rogers A, Bowen R, Bower P, Hirani S, Cartwright M, et al. Exploring barriers to participation and adoption
of telehealth and telecare within the whole system demonstrator trial: a qualitative study. BMC Health Serv Res 2012 Jul
26;12:220 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1472-6963-12-220] [Medline: 22834978]

32. Juretic M, Hill R, Hicken B, Luptak M, Rupper R, Bair B. Predictors of attrition in older users of a home-based monitoring
and health information delivery system. Telemed J E Health 2012 Nov;18(9):709-712. [doi: 10.1089/tmj.2011.0185]
[Medline: 23046241]

33. Seto E, Leonard KJ, Masino C, Cafazzo JA, Barnsley J, Ross HJ. Attitudes of heart failure patients and health care providers
towards mobile phone-based remote monitoring. J Med Internet Res 2010 Nov 29;12(4):e55 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/jmir.1627] [Medline: 21115435]

34. Luxton DD, June JD, Chalker SA. Mobile health technologies for suicide prevention: feature review and recommendations
for use in clinical care. Curr Treat Options Psychiatry 2015 Sep 26;2(4):349-362. [doi: 10.1007/s40501-015-0057-2]

JMIR Med Inform 2019 | vol. 7 | iss. 3 | e11722 | p. 10http://medinform.jmir.org/2019/3/e11722/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Seto et alJMIR MEDICAL INFORMATICS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mhl.2001.118611
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11604977&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6712.2000.tb00571.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12035274&dopt=Abstract
https://bmchealthservres.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12913-017-2103-9
https://bmchealthservres.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12913-017-2103-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-017-2103-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28292301&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25102518
http://dx.doi.org/10.7812/TPP/14-013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25102518&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01621424.2016.1175992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27064361&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/tmj.2011.0095
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22283360&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/26119048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1475-6773.12327
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26119048&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geroni/igx004.4342
https://www.ices.on.ca/Publications/Atlases-and-Reports/2014/HOBIC-2013
https://www.ices.on.ca/Publications/Atlases-and-Reports/2014/HOBIC-2013
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22082108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/tmj.2011.0066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22082108&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/nur.21554
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15309704&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19786884
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/JCN.0b013e3181b4baa0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19786884&dopt=Abstract
http://selfcarejournal.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/David-et-al-8.4.1-12.pdf
http://qol.thoracic.org/sections/instruments/ko/pages/mlwhfq.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16027569&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2213-1779(18)30148-3
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S2213-1779(18)30148-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cardfail.2017.07.295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnv050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26035878&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1355819617714292
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28587494&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0738-3991(15)00100-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2015.03.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25862470&dopt=Abstract
https://bmchealthservres.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1472-6963-12-220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1472-6963-12-220
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22834978&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/tmj.2011.0185
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23046241&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2010/4/e55/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1627
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21115435&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40501-015-0057-2
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


35. Hoving C, Visser A, Mullen PD, van den Borne B. A history of patient education by health professionals in Europe and
North America: from authority to shared decision making education. Patient Educ Couns 2010 Mar;78(3):275-281. [doi:
10.1016/j.pec.2010.01.015] [Medline: 20189746]

36. Vest BM, Hall VM, Kahn LS, Heider AR, Maloney N, Singh R. Nurse perspectives on the implementation of routine
telemonitoring for high-risk diabetes patients in a primary care setting. Prim Health Care Res Dev 2017 Dec;18(1):3-13.
[doi: 10.1017/S1463423616000190] [Medline: 27269513]

37. Lavesen M, Ladelund S, Frederiksen AJ, Lindhardt B, Overgaard D. Nurse-initiated telephone follow-up on patients with
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease improves patient empowerment, but cannot prevent readmissions. Dan Med J 2016
Oct;63(10):pii: A5276. [Medline: 27697128]

38. Seto E, Leonard KJ, Cafazzo JA, Barnsley J, Masino C, Ross HJ. Mobile phone-based telemonitoring for heart failure
management: a randomized controlled trial. J Med Internet Res 2012 Feb 16;14(1):e31 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/jmir.1909] [Medline: 22356799]

39. Seto E, Leonard KJ, Cafazzo JA, Barnsley J, Masino C, Ross HJ. Perceptions and experiences of heart failure patients and
clinicians on the use of mobile phone-based telemonitoring. J Med Internet Res 2012 Feb 10;14(1):e25 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.2196/jmir.1912] [Medline: 22328237]

40. Eldridge SM, Lancaster GA, Campbell MJ, Thabane L, Hopewell S, Coleman CL, et al. Defining feasibility and pilot
studies in preparation for randomised controlled trials: development of a conceptual framework. PLoS One
2016;11(3):e0150205 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0150205] [Medline: 26978655]

Abbreviations
HF: heart failure
HOBIC: Health Outcomes for Better Information and Care
MLHFQ: Minnesota Living with Heart Failure Questionnaire
MRP: most responsible physician
NYHA: New York Heart Association
RCT: randomized controlled trial
SCHFI: Self-Care of Heart Failure Index
TAM: technology acceptance model
TM: telemonitoring

Edited by C Lovis; submitted 21.08.18; peer-reviewed by B Xie, F Fatehi, M Gonzale Garcia; comments to author 27.10.18; revised
version received 29.11.18; accepted 11.06.19; published 26.07.19

Please cite as:
Seto E, Morita PP, Tomkun J, Lee TM, Ross H, Reid-Haughian C, Kaboff A, Mulholland D, Cafazzo JA
Implementation of a Heart Failure Telemonitoring System in Home Care Nursing: Feasibility Study
JMIR Med Inform 2019;7(3):e11722
URL: http://medinform.jmir.org/2019/3/e11722/
doi: 10.2196/11722
PMID: 31350841

©Emily Seto, Plinio Pelegrini Morita, Jonathan Tomkun, Theresa M Lee, Heather Ross, Cheryl Reid-Haughian, Andrew Kaboff,
Deb Mulholland, Joseph A Cafazzo. Originally published in JMIR Medical Informatics (http://medinform.jmir.org), 26.07.2019.
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original work, first published in JMIR Medical Informatics, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic information,
a link to the original publication on http://medinform.jmir.org/, as well as this copyright and license information must be included.

JMIR Med Inform 2019 | vol. 7 | iss. 3 | e11722 | p. 11http://medinform.jmir.org/2019/3/e11722/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Seto et alJMIR MEDICAL INFORMATICS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2010.01.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20189746&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1463423616000190
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27269513&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27697128&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2012/1/e31/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1909
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22356799&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2012/1/e25/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1912
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22328237&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0150205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0150205
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26978655&dopt=Abstract
http://medinform.jmir.org/2019/3/e11722/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/11722
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31350841&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

