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Abstract

Background: The number of women participating in the labor market in Europe has increased over the last several decades.
At the same time, there is growing evidence that certain conditions of employment during pregnancy may have a negative influence
on pregnancy outcomes. In order to better inform pregnant women, we aim to develop an app to help assess the health risk as a
result of personal and work-related factors and provide personal advice for these women and their health care providers.

Objective: The aim of this study was to compose a thematic overview of the perceived facilitators and barriers according to
pregnant women, medical professionals, and employers for the use of a mobile app in obstetrical care to prevent occupational-related
pregnancy complications.

Methods: Two multidisciplinary focus group meetings with in total 14 participants were conducted with pregnant women,
occupational physicians, general practitioners, midwives, obstetricians, and representatives of trade unions and employer
organizations. Transcripts were analyzed by qualitatively coding procedures and constant comparative methods.

Results: We identified 24 potential facilitators and 12 potential barriers for the use of the app in 4 categories: content of the
app, the app as a mean to provide information, ease of use, and external factors. The 3 main facilitators identified were the need
for a good interaction between the app and the user, apps were viewed as a more practical source of information, and the information
should be understandable, according to the existing guidelines, and well-dosed. The 2 main barriers for use were extensive battery
and memory use of the smartphone and sending frequent push notifications.

Conclusions: The results of this study are important considerations in the developing process of a medical app implementing
a guideline or evidence-based information in practice.

(JMIR Res Protoc 2017;6(8):e163) doi: 10.2196/resprot.7224
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Introduction

Currently the employment rate among women aged 20 to 64
years is 64% in Europe [1]. Around 57% of women in the labor
force in the Netherlands are of childbearing age [2]. At the same
time, there is growing evidence that certain conditions in
employment during pregnancy may have a negative influence
on pregnancy outcomes. For instance, working long hours in a
day or working night shifts, physically demanding work, stress,
and chemical, pharmaceutical, or biological exposure can
potentially cause preterm birth, low birthweight, spontaneous
abortion, stillbirth, and fetal abnormalities [3-9].

Pregnant women are often unaware of potential work-related
risks to their pregnancy [10]. Estimations are that only 25% of
employed pregnant women receive adequate counseling on
work-related risks during their pregnancy [11]. Furthermore,
van Beukering et al [12] concluded in a literature study that
around 25% of pregnant women in the Netherlands come in
contact with above mentioned work-related risks.

If pregnant women would receive more information about
potential risks in their work situation, this could lead to better
work adjustments. In the Netherlands, occupational physicians
developed a guideline for healthy working conditions during
pregnancy and the postpartum period [13]. This guideline
provides clear advice on necessary adjustments to potential
harmful working conditions. With these work adjustments, a
healthy working environment can be created and prevent
negative pregnancy outcomes in certain cases.

Mobile health (mHealth) was defined by the World Health
Organization as the use of mobile devices (mobile phones,
patient monitoring devices, and personal digital assistants) for
medical and public health practice [14]. The benefits of mHealth
interventions include that they can be delivered anywhere at
any time and they provide opportunities for interactivity and
tailoring to specific groups [15]. Mobile apps and smartphones
are increasingly used in health care by both health care workers
and the general public. In 2015, about 94% of the population
in the age category of 25 to 45 years owned a smartphone with
Internet access in the Netherlands [16]. Although these data
were not specified by gender, it is likely that the use of
smartphones is comparable between men and women in this
age category. The promising research results of apps in health
care, combined with the fact that smartphones are widely used
by many women of childbearing age, gives smartphones the
potential to further improve maternity care as an addition to the
traditional health care system [17].

For pregnant women, several mHealth interventions or apps
were previously developed for the care of diabetes [18-21],
achieving less gestational weight gain [22-24], and support of
smoking cessation [25-27]. The effectiveness of these
interventions showed promising results, although most of these
studies did not show significant effects on health outcomes
mainly due to small sample sizes [18-23,25,27]. A recent large
study in the Netherlands, however, did show significant
improvement of nutrition and lifestyle due to an mHealth
platform in 603 pregnant women and 1275 couples
contemplating pregnancy [28].

Previous research has shown that the user satisfaction of an app
or mHealth intervention is high among active users, and most
are viewed as helpful, useful, and convenient [25,27,29-31].
However, continued use lagged behind and drop-out rates were
high [22,32,33]. For instance, in a large nationwide email-based
health promotion program for pregnant women in the
Netherlands, 45% ceased participating or never opened an email.
Only 16% opened all emails received and were considered very
active [32]. Therefore, it is important to evaluate potential
facilitators and barriers for the use of an app during the
development phase to achieve good and continued use of such
an app.

In order to better inform pregnant women, we wanted to develop
an app to help assess health risk as a result of personal and
work-related factors and provide personal advice for women
and their health care providers. In doing so we wished to create
awareness of work-related risks and empower pregnant women
to discuss necessary work adjustments with their supervisor and
potentially prevent negative pregnancy outcomes. To our
knowledge, there is no literature on the use of an app that
provides personal advice for pregnant women addressing
work-related risks and relevant work adjustments.

This study was the first phase of a 3-phase pilot study. After
this phase, the prototype of the app will be tested for usability
during a think-aloud study among pregnant women. The third
phase will consist of a powered study comparing the app as an
addition to standard care with standard care alone. These phases
are based on models for developing new tools as studied by
Elwyn et al [34] and Shorten et al [35].

The aim of this study was to compose a thematic overview of
the perceived facilitators and barriers by pregnant women,
professionals, and employers for the use of an app in obstetrical
care to reduce occupational-related pregnancy complications.

Methods

Overview
We performed qualitative research by conducting 2
multidisciplinary focus group meetings with a total of 14
participants. We decided to conduct multidisciplinary focus
groups to involve all the stakeholders and thereby evaluate a
variety of opinions of both the end-users and professionals. The
methods and results were reported according to the Consolidated
Criteria for Reporting Qualitative Research [36]. The ethics
board of the Academic Medical Center confirmed that the
Medical Research–Involved Human Subjects Act did not apply
to this study.

Participants
Participants were selected by purposive sampling of stakeholders
involved in occupational health and obstetrical care and
contacted by email and telephone. The inclusion criteria were
that the participants were either pregnant women, occupational
physicians, general practitioners, midwives, obstetricians, or
representatives of trade unions and employer organizations.
Participants who did not speak the Dutch language fluently were
excluded. In total, we invited 30 potential candidates, between
4 and 6 from each stakeholder category, to ensure an adequate
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number and variety of stakeholders in both focus groups.
Invitations were only declined because of previous engagements,
not because of unwillingness to participate.

Procedure
Two focus group meetings were conducted in 2015 to identify
potential facilitators and barriers for the use of an app for
pregnant women to prevent work-related risks during pregnancy.
Prior to the meeting, confidentiality was assured and the process
of the focus group was explained to the participants. All
participants signed an informed consent form. Both meetings
were audiotaped and fully transcribed afterwards. The focus
group meetings were both facilitated by FS (female,
occupational physician, senior researcher at a Dutch academic
medical center, experienced in facilitating focus group). MvB
(female, researcher on this project, occupational physician) and
SD (female, coordinator of the regional network of birth care)
took field notes. The duration of each meeting was planned for
2 hours; meetings were conducted in Dutch.

During the first part of the meeting, participants were briefly
introduced to the background and aims of the project. Next, the
participants were asked to respond to several questions about
their knowledge and experience with pregnancy and work. We
also asked about their knowledge of the Dutch guideline on
pregnancy and work [13] and about experiences with health
apps, mainly focused on lifestyle adjustments in general.

Subsequently, several examples of existing health apps were
presented, followed by a discussion based on 5 predetermined
statements (all questions, topics, and statements are shown in
Multimedia Appendix 1).

Data Analysis
The transcriptions of the focus groups were structured and
analyzed with MAXQDA (VERBI GmbH), a software program
to assist qualitative data analysis. For the analyses of focus
group transcripts, coding procedures and the constant
comparative method developed by Strauss [37] were used.

Coding was divided into 3 phases starting with open coding,
axial coding, and selective coding. This is a frequently used
inductive, bottom-up method for analyzing qualitative data
without a predetermined theoretical framework [38].

First, each of the 2 researchers (AV, MvB) started with an open
coding process by examining the transcripts of the focus groups
in order to assign a series of codes that were then grouped into
similar concepts [39]. To ensure consistency and intercoder
reliability, the 2 focus group transcripts were independently
coded by the 2 researchers. Discussions between the 2
researchers resulted in a consensus list of preliminary codes. In
case of discussion on the interpretation of the codes, a third
researcher (FS) was involved in the process. Second, according
to the axial coding process, recurrent themes within the
transcripts were selected, and text fragments were sorted
according to the thematic framework that appeared during the
axial coding process, divided in main and subcodes. All codes
were analyzed for influencing the use of the app, either in a
positive way by stimulating the usage of the app coded as a
facilitator or in a negative way coded as a barrier. Some citations
could be interpreted as both a facilitator and a barrier. Consensus
meetings between researchers led to the final categorization of
themes as described in the section below.

Results

Overview
Each focus group consisted of 7 participants. The basic
demographics of the participants are shown in Table 1. We
successfully achieved the aim that in both meetings all different
stakeholders were represented.

During the focus group meetings, the participants identified 24
potential facilitators and 12 potential barriers for the use of our
app which were classified into 4 main themes: content of the
app, the app as a means for providing information, ease of use,
and external factors of influence. The barriers and facilitators
in each main theme will be discussed below.

Table 1. Basic demographics (N=14).

n (%)Characteristics

Gender

2 (14)Male

12 (86)Female

Occupation

2 (14)Midwife

1 (7)Obstetrician

3 (21)Occupational physician

2 (14)General practitioner

2 (14)Employer

1 (7)Labor union

1 (7)Physician at unemployment insurance agency

2 (14)Pregnant woman
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Theme 1: Content of the App

Overview
The facilitators and barriers regarding content of the app can
be divided in 2 subcategories: the content of provided
information and provided advice and the added value of the app
compared to existing apps. The 2 categories given most value
by the participants are the content of the provided information
and advice. Both categories can also be subdivided into personal
information and advice specified to the individual user based
on her previous responses about her work situation and a more
general information and advice which applies to every working
pregnant woman.

Content of the Provided Information and Advice
Participants agreed on the fact that facilitators related to general
information and advice content are keeping the advice clear and
simple and to mainly indicate the urgency or importance to
follow the advice instead of going into too many details and
background.

All information should be easily understandable for all users,
and the information and advice should be in line with the
existing guideline [13].

A second strong facilitator is the ability to provide specific
personal information and advice by using selective questions.
This way, it is possible to determine if the user is at risk for a
certain complication and synchronize the advice with the
gestational age.

You wanted a start question, how did you call it, a
selective question?...Do you work in one of the
following occupations, you should do that. [MB,
insurance physician, FG2]

You should actually be able to turn off information
that is irrelevant to you. I do not work with toxic
agents, so everything about that is irrelevant to me...I
tune out if there are, say, two pages about that. [MH,
employer and pregnant woman, FG1]

Informing the pregnant woman about the changes in her body
and the development of the fetus will improve her understanding
of the effects the pregnancy may have on her work situation
and vice versa. Possible adverse outcomes of the pregnancy are
also important to mention in the app. Women with high-risk
pregnancies could particularly benefit from specific and more
personalized advice for their situation.

A potential barrier is the risk of users interpreting the
information themselves without seeking further professional
advice. One participant pointed out that a risk profile based on
a questionnaire in the app cannot be compared with an actual
conversation between a physician and a pregnant woman
because the app only works with the input of the user herself.
This makes the reliability of personal advice difficult to interpret
and could become a barrier related to the content of the app.

Refer really fast to a gynecologist or midwife or
indeed the occupational physician. Otherwise you
will indeed risk that the pregnant woman herself will

interpret medical information or interpret risk factors.
[FM, occuptational physician, FG 1]

Added Value of the App Compared to Existing Apps
Participants considered it a facilitator if the new app had added
value with respect to other existing apps. Examples mentioned
in the focus groups to create added value were (1) develop an
app based on medical knowledge and guidelines, (2) cover the
preconception and postpartum periods in addition to the
pregnancy period, and (3) make the app noncommercial.

Theme 2: App as a Means for Providing Information
In this category, the focus groups reported mainly facilitators
in relation to the app, most importantly the practical aspects.
Moreover, apps were viewed as faster and easier in searching
for information and the information was available at every place
and every time.

Always at hand. Since that is the power of an app.
You always have it on you. You can consult it anytime.
[AR, labor union, FG 1]

The fact that pregnant women already receive a large amount
of information regarding their pregnancy can be interpreted
both as a facilitator and as a barrier for the app. One point of
view, as reported by the participants, is that the app is more
easily accessible than printed information and therefore a
facilitator for use. On the other hand, a few participants
mentioned that the app provides more information and there is
already enough information available.

Theme 3: Ease of Use

Overview
The facilitators and barriers for the ease of use of an app can
be divided into 3 subcategories: technical aspects of the app,
feedback and interaction between app and user, and reaching
the target users by the mode of delivering the information to
the user.

Technical Aspects
Participants described as facilitators the fact that games and
quizzes make an app more fun to use. Another important
facilitator for the use of the app was that it is only applicable
for a set period of time and you can delete it after 9 months
because apps that are not used frequently will be deleted,
according to our participants.

Potential barriers that should be kept in mind are that there are
numerous existing operating systems, apps that use a lot of
battery and memory are unpopular, and the information provided
should be readable on a smartphone.

What kind of apps do you delete? [FS, facilitator, FG
2]

[Apps that use] lots of memory, lots of power. Apps
that are very active, in that case your battery goes
down... [HB, general practitioner]

Feedback and Interaction Between App and User
Overall consensus was that interaction between the user and the
app strongly stimulates the use of an app. But the opinions on
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interaction also showed some inconsistencies between
participants, and sometimes in participants their opinions seemed
to vary. Several participants emphasized that messages about
the development of the fetus and changes in the female pregnant
body are informative and entertaining and facilitate the use of
the app. Also, reminders of specific personalized advice based
on an earlier risk analysis in the app were evaluated as helpful
and welcome.

On the other hand, every participant criticized push notifications
defined as frequent uncalled-for messages. One participant also
mentioned that these push notifications can be risky when users
have an adverse pregnancy outcome. Suggested solutions to
this issue were to offer the option to sign out of the app in case
of adverse pregnancy outcome or only show new general
notifications when the user opens the app itself.

I fully recognize that. Because I do not have an app,
but I do receive emails from an organization. And
then you see the changes in your body and of the baby
week by week, and say, and those of the baby. So in
that respect I think receiving it through an app is
useful. So you see the growth, and like, we are now
in week 34; this is happening with your child. And
you should adjust your health to your work et cetera.
So I believe that would be very good. [DD, pregnant
woman, FG 1]

But do you delete apps that for instance send very
many push notifications? [FS, facilitator, FG 1]

Yes, I always turn them off immediately. [CvW,
employer]

Those are very irritating. [MP, gynecologist]

Yes, those are very irritating. [AR, labor union]

Reaching Target Users by the Mode of Delivering the
Information
Three main facilitators were identified related to the mode of
delivering information: the content of the app must be
understandable, the information should be well-ordered, and
the information should be supplemented with illustrations, video
fragments, and icons to improve clarification.

If you reduce the text and do not use extensive
amounts of text and work with icons that already
helps. [CdG, pregnant woman, FG 2]

The comprehensiveness of the app was considered an important
facilitator and as such subject of long debate. Several
suggestions were given to achieve a comprehensive app on
pregnancy and work. For instance, participants felt that offering
the app in multiple languages (Dutch, English, Spanish, and
Polish were named as important; Moroccan and Turkish were
questioned if they were still necessary), using plain language,
and having a text-to-speech function can improve accessibility
of the app for all users.

Providing too much information was viewed as a barrier by the
participants, risking less usage of the app. Options to avoid this
barrier could be to create a hyperlink in the app for further
information and give users the option to read more if desired.

On the other hand, the app should not be needlessly complicated
with too many hyperlinks.

Theme 4: External Factors

Obstetrical Caregivers
Obstetrical caregivers such as gynecologists and midwives are
facilitators by supporting the app, according to the participants.
They work according to the occupational physician practice
guideline [13] and believe in screening for work-related risks
as part of the standard care. For it to become standard care, this
knowledge should be implemented in the education for
midwives. A second option could be to actively involve the
obstetrical caregivers or create an extra app for the caregivers
to use.

Employer, Supervisor, or Company
The employers can potentially be very strong facilitators for
the use of the app. Unfortunately the participants in the focus
groups mainly identified barriers for the app. The participants
thought that employers may have a negative prejudice about
work adjustments for pregnant women. Work adjustments can
be seen as more bothersome than sick leave, and the entire
organization, including colleagues, might not understand fully
the need for adjustments. Employers have little knowledge about
work-related risk factors for pregnant women, and many may
not see that it is in their own best interest to implement
well-timed work adjustment that could lower the risk of sick
leave. Therefore, they may not stimulate the use of the app.
Participants also pointed out that the app might cause a
disturbance in the relationship between a pregnant woman and
her employer. To prevent occupational conflicts, the advice in
the app should be formulated cautiously and should emphasize
stimulating a constructive dialogue.

Yes, I have experienced that myself, so to speak. That
I basically did not dare to step up to my employer,
when the last 2 weeks were quite heavy. I was aware
that I was entitled to extra breaks, et cetera, but
somehow I was afraid to speak up. So I do understand
the story you just told, that when an employee shows
up with solely an app, and the employer is not
informed that this situation might give some, well,
disruption, so to speak. [CvW, employer, FG 1]

A significant factor in preventing these barriers is informing
and involving the employers and organizations. If employers
see the usefulness of the app itself and the importance of
sustainable work during pregnancy, they may become more
involved as facilitators for the use of the app by their employees.

The fact that there is a large variety in type and size of
employers and companies is neither a facilitator nor a barrier
for the use of the app. A footnote was placed by some
participants that the app should be developed irrespective of
the willingness of employers to participate. It cannot be expected
that an app will change the entire culture of companies.

Government
One participant suggested that a television commercial from
the ministry of health might facilitate the use of the app.
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Table 2. Development of a mobile app: thematic overview of facilitators and barriers.

BarriersFacilitatorsTheme and subcategory

Theme 1: Content of the app

Content of the provided information and advice

Understandable information (general)

Information and advice according to the existing
guidelines (general)

Keeping advice clear and simple (general)

Reliable personal advice is difficult when the risk profile
is based only on a questionnaire (personal)

Showing only relevant and personal information to the
user (personal)

It’s important to provide some general advice to every
user; the app shouldn’t become too personal (personal)

Providing information on the changes in the pregnant
body and development of the baby to better understand
the impact on her work situation (personal)

Using a selective question to determine if the user is at
risk for a certain risk factor (personal)

Synchronizing the advice with the gestational age (per-
sonal)

Providing specific advice in case of adverse pregnancy
outcome (personal)

Added value compared to existing mobile apps

App should be based on medical knowledge and the
guideline

Cover the preconception and postpartum periods in ad-
dition to the pregnancy period

Make the app noncommercial

Theme 2: App as a means for providing information

Practical aspects

App is easier and faster for searching for information
and is always available

Pregnant women already receive a lot of information regarding their pregnancy

App provides even more information when there is al-
ready enough

App is more accessible than printed information

Theme 3: Ease of use

Technical aspects

There are several different operating systemGames and quizzes make the app more fun to use

Creating an app that uses a lot of battery and memory
of the smartphone

The app is only useful for 9 months and can be deleted
afterwards

Information should be readable in a smartphone; no pdf
documents

Feedback and interaction between app and user

Push notifications are unwantedProviding messages about the development of the fetus
and the pregnant body

Push notifications are risky in case of adverse pregnancy
outcomes

Providing reminder messages of specific and personal
advice based on earlier risk analyses

Reaching the target users by mode of delivering the information

Providing too much informationContent of the app should be understandable for every
user

Information should be well-ordered

Illustration, icons, and videos can provide clarification
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BarriersFacilitatorsTheme and subcategory

Offer the possibility of linking to more information if
desired

Theme 4: External factors

Obstetrical caregivers

Obstetrical caregivers support the app

Employer, supervisor, or company

Employers have little knowledge about work-related
risk factors for pregnant women and don’t see the benefit
for themselves

Employers are important for the app to succeed

Employers might have a negative prejudice about work
adjustments for pregnant women

App can cause disturbance

Government

A television commercial might stimulate the app

Discussion

Principal Findings
In this study we aimed to compose a thematic overview of the
perceived facilitators and barriers for pregnant women,
professionals, and employers for the use of a mobile app in
obstetrical care to prevent occupational-related pregnancy
complications.

We identified 24 facilitators and 12 barriers within 4 categorical
themes, of which we identified 3 main facilitators and 2 main
barriers to the successful implementation of our app in
obstetrical care to reduce occupational-related pregnancy
complications. The most important facilitator, in the opinion of
our participants, is the need for good interaction between the
app and the user to make the app personal to the user. The
second facilitator is the fact that apps are viewed as a more
practical source of information compared to traditional printed
information. The third main facilitator is that the information
should be understandable, according to the existing guidelines,
and well-dosed. Additional information should be hyperlinked.

As barriers, several technical aspects may have negative
influences on the use of the app according to our participants.
Extensive battery and memory use of the smartphone are
considered barriers. The second important barrier mentioned
by the participants was sending frequent push notifications.

Comparison With Prior Work
Previous qualitative health studies on mHealth and eHealth in
obstetrical health care mainly investigated (personalized) text
messages [27,40-42] or Internet-based programs [35,43]. Most
of our findings are comparable to these studies, especially the
interactive and personalized aspects; our participants emphasize
that a personalized tool which provides only relevant and
specific information for the user is a very strong facilitator for
the use of the tool [35,40-43]. Tripp et al [17] also showed that
apps with interaction between the app and the user were shown
to be the most popular kind of apps in obstetrical care.
Furthermore, findings from the qualitative research of Naughton
et al [27] on attitudes toward text message smoking cessation

support suggests that maximizing personalization and personal
relevance can increase the value of text message support and
reduce the risk of disengagement.

Since the main purpose of our app is to provide detailed
information and advice on work adjustments in certain specific
work-related risks in pregnancy, the personal and interactive
aspects of the app could be of strong positive influence for our
app.

The fact that apps are viewed as faster and easier in searching
for information and the information is always available at every
place and every time has been pointed out in previous research
as well [41,44].

Feedback from the app to the user is a complex outcome in our
results since it can potentially be a strong facilitator; however,
there exists a delicate balance between important stimulating
reminders of advice and frequent uncalled-for push notifications,
which can be experienced as a barrier. This delicate balance has
also been recognized in previous studies. Two studies reported
that text messages could stimulate positive behavioral changes
[40,42], and one study reported that even more frequent
messages would be appreciated [30]. On the other hand, our
participants expressed frequent messages as a point of concern.
These concerns are in line with the results in the study by
Dennison et al [44]. Reminders of advice are well accepted and
considered useful, which is also supported by other studies
[30,40,42,44]. The mixed method qualitative study of
Knight-Agarwall [30] showed participants using an app to
monitor gestational weight gain wanted pop-up messages as a
reminder to undertake certain activities [30].

Strengths and Limitations
A strength of our study is the proper qualitative health method
we used for the focus group meetings and the analysis of the
data. Furthermore, both focus group meetings were facilitated
by the same experienced facilitator. Both meetings were
audiotaped and fully transcribed and were independently coded
by 2 researchers, resulting in negligible intercoder variance. In
case of discussion on the interpretation of the codes, a third
researcher was involved in the process.
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Other strengths of our study are that in both focus group
meetings all different stakeholders were represented, which
created the aimed interaction between stakeholders. Such group
dynamic and diversity stimulated a broad view on the topics
discussed and did not prevent reaching consensus on important
issues [45].

In line with previous literature on qualitative health research,
our number of participants is considered sufficient [46]. Besides
the sufficient number of participants, the results in both meetings
were comparable and we therefore believe we have achieved
data saturation.

A disadvantage of conducting focus group meetings with
different stakeholders together may be reluctance to be
completely honest because of possible hierarchy between the
different participants. Therefore, this method might lead to
potential loss of important information. The fact that in our
study we chose to mix professionals and pregnant women could
be considered a limitation to our study. Since the discussed

subject in our study, the development of an app, is not a delicate
matter and is in the best interest of all the participants, we
decided that this risk was small and therefore acceptable. The
active participation of all participants during the meetings also
indicated no reluctance of participants to share their opinions
and experiences.

Conclusion
We have identified clear facilitators and barriers for the use of
an app in obstetrical care. The correct content and dosage of
interaction with the end user is a complex aspect to consider in
the development of an app. These outcomes will contribute to
the further developmental phases of an app. The results of this
study are especially of interest to medical professionals in
several areas who aim to develop an app implementing a
guideline or evidence-based information in practice.

In future research we aim to evaluate the usability of the app in
a think-aloud study among pregnant women. Subsequently we
aim to evaluate the effectiveness of the app in a controlled trial.

Acknowledgments
We would like to thank all the stakeholders who participated in the focus group meetings and the regional network of birth care.
This pilot study has received funding from ZonMW, the Netherlands Organization for Health Research and Development.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Topics and statements of the focus group meetings.

[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 32KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

References

1. Eurostat employment rates for selected population groups, 2004-2015. URL: http://eceuropa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/
images/3/37/Employment_rates_for_selected_population_groups%2C_2005%E2%80%932015_%28%25%29_YB16_III.
png [accessed 2017-08-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6slx36JOu]

2. Central Statistics Office, the Netherlands. Employment participation. URL: http://statlinecbs.nl/StatWeb/publication/
?VW=T&DM=SLnl&PA=71738ned&LA=nl [accessed 2016-11-01]

3. Salihu HM, Myers J, August EM. Pregnancy in the workplace. Occup Med (Lond) 2012 Mar;62(2):88-97. [doi:
10.1093/occmed/kqr198] [Medline: 22355087]

4. Katz VL. Work and work-related stress in pregnancy. Clin Obstet Gynecol 2012 Sep;55(3):765-773. [doi:
10.1097/GRF.0b013e318253b192] [Medline: 22828109]

5. Runge SB, Pedersen JK, Svendsen SW, Juhl M, Bonde JP, Nybo AA. Occupational lifting of heavy loads and preterm
birth: a study within the Danish National Birth Cohort. Occup Environ Med 2013 Nov;70(11):782-788. [doi:
10.1136/oemed-2012-101173] [Medline: 23839660]

6. Bonde JP, Jørgensen KT, Bonzini M, Palmer KT. Miscarriage and occupational activity: a systematic review and meta-analysis
regarding shift work, working hours, lifting, standing, and physical workload. Scand J Work Environ Health 2013
Jul;39(4):325-334 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.5271/sjweh.3337] [Medline: 23235838]

7. Vrijkotte TGM, van der Wal MF, van Eijsden M, Bonsel GJ. First-trimester working conditions and birthweight: a prospective
cohort study. Am J Public Health 2009 Aug;99(8):1409-1416. [doi: 10.2105/AJPH.2008.138412] [Medline: 19542045]

8. Snijder CA, Brand T, Jaddoe V, Hofman A, Mackenbach JP, Steegers EAP, et al. Physically demanding work, fetal growth
and the risk of adverse birth outcomes. The Generation R Study. Occup Environ Med 2012 Aug;69(8):543-550. [doi:
10.1136/oemed-2011-100615] [Medline: 22744766]

9. van Beukering MDM, van Melick MJGJ, Mol BW, Frings-Dresen MHW, Hulshof CTJ. Physically demanding work and
preterm delivery: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Int Arch Occup Environ Health 2014 Nov;87(8):809-834. [doi:
10.1007/s00420-013-0924-3] [Medline: 24390632]

JMIR Res Protoc 2017 | vol. 6 | iss. 8 | e163 | p. 8http://www.researchprotocols.org/2017/8/e163/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Velu et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v6i8e163_app1.pdf&filename=72acdb3c57417814d893dc9b7ea4ca83.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v6i8e163_app1.pdf&filename=72acdb3c57417814d893dc9b7ea4ca83.pdf
http://eceuropa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/images/3/37/Employment_rates_for_selected_population_groups%2C_2005%E2%80%932015_%28%25%29_YB16_III.png
http://eceuropa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/images/3/37/Employment_rates_for_selected_population_groups%2C_2005%E2%80%932015_%28%25%29_YB16_III.png
http://eceuropa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/images/3/37/Employment_rates_for_selected_population_groups%2C_2005%E2%80%932015_%28%25%29_YB16_III.png
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6slx36JOu
http://statlinecbs.nl/StatWeb/publication/?VW=T&DM=SLnl&PA=71738ned&LA=nl
http://statlinecbs.nl/StatWeb/publication/?VW=T&DM=SLnl&PA=71738ned&LA=nl
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/occmed/kqr198
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22355087&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/GRF.0b013e318253b192
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22828109&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/oemed-2012-101173
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23839660&dopt=Abstract
http://www.sjweh.fi/show_abstract.php?abstract_id=3337
http://dx.doi.org/10.5271/sjweh.3337
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23235838&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2008.138412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19542045&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/oemed-2011-100615
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22744766&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00420-013-0924-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24390632&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


10. van Beukering M. Cooperation document Occupational Physicians—Obstetricians. URL: https://www.nvab-online.nl/sites/
default/files/bestanden-webpaginas/NVAB_-_Samenvatting_Samenwerking_bedrijfsartsen-verloskundigen_07_febr_2012.
pdf [accessed 2017-08-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6slxIJXD1]

11. Hooftman WVDBS, van den Bossche SNJ. Pregnancy and work: counseling, measures and sick leave. URL: http://www.
monitorarbeidtno.nl/dynamics/modules/SPUB0102/viewphp?pub_Id=100111&att_Id=4911 [accessed 2016-11-01]

12. van Beukering M, Brand T. [Gezond werken tijdens de zwangerschap: Wat leveren preventieve maatregelen op? In het
kader van arbocuratieve samenwerking tijdens de zwangerschap]. Literature research ZonMw 2014.

13. van Beukering M. Practice guideline: pregnancy, postpartum period, and work: advice and guidance by the occupational
physician. URL: https://www.nvab-online.nl/sites/default/files/bestanden-webpaginas/
Guideline_Pregnancy_Postpartum_Period_and_Work.pdf [accessed 2017-08-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6slxSRaqM]

14. World Health Organization. New horizons for health through mobile technologies. URL: http://www.who.int/goe/publications/
goe_mhealth_web.pdf [accessed 2017-08-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6slxWgC7y]

15. Thomairy NA, Mummaneni M, Alsalamah S, Moussa N, Coustasse A. Use of smartphones in hospitals. Health Care Manag
(Frederick) 2015;34(4):297-307. [doi: 10.1097/HCM.0000000000000080] [Medline: 26506291]

16. General Statistics Office, the Netherlands. Internet access, use, and facilities. URL: http://statlinecbs.nl/Statweb/publication/
?DM=SLNL&PA=83429ned&D1=5&D2=0,3-6&D3=0&D4=a&VW=T [accessed 2016-10-01]

17. Tripp N, Hainey K, Liu A, Poulton A, Peek M, Kim J, et al. An emerging model of maternity care: smartphone, midwife,
doctor? Women Birth 2014 Mar;27(1):64-67. [doi: 10.1016/j.wombi.2013.11.001] [Medline: 24295598]

18. Carral F, Ayala MDC, Fernández JJ, González C, Piñero A, García G, et al. Web-based telemedicine system is useful for
monitoring glucose control in pregnant women with diabetes. Diabetes Technol Ther 2015 May;17(5):349-354. [doi:
10.1089/dia.2014.0223] [Medline: 25629547]

19. Homko CJ, Deeb LC, Rohrbacher K, Mulla W, Mastrogiannis D, Gaughan J, et al. Impact of a telemedicine system with
automated reminders on outcomes in women with gestational diabetes mellitus. Diabetes Technol Ther 2012 Jul;14(7):624-669
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1089/dia.2012.0010] [Medline: 22512287]

20. Homko CJ, Santamore WP, Whiteman V, Bower M, Berger P, Geifman-Holtzman O, et al. Use of an internet-based
telemedicine system to manage underserved women with gestational diabetes mellitus. Diabetes Technol Ther 2007
Jun;9(3):297-306. [doi: 10.1089/dia.2006.0034] [Medline: 17561800]

21. Pérez-Ferre N, Galindo M, Fernández MD, Velasco V, Runkle I, Martín RP, et al. The outcomes of gestational diabetes
mellitus after a telecare approach are not inferior to traditional outpatient clinic visits. Int J Endocrinol 2010 [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1155/2010/386941] [Medline: 20628517]

22. Pollak KI, Alexander SC, Bennett G, Lyna P, Coffman CJ, Bilheimer A, et al. Weight-related SMS texts promoting
appropriate pregnancy weight gain: a pilot study. Patient Educ Couns 2014 Nov;97(2):256-260 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/j.pec.2014.07.030] [Medline: 25153313]

23. Soltani H, Duxbury AMS, Arden MA, Dearden A, Furness PJ, Garland C. Maternal obesity management using mobile
technology: a feasibility study to evaluate a text messaging based complex intervention during pregnancy. J Obes
2015;2015:814-830 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1155/2015/814830] [Medline: 25960889]

24. Herring SJ, Cruice JF, Bennett GG, Rose MZ, Davey A, Foster GD. Preventing excessive gestational weight gain among
African American women: A randomized clinical trial. Obesity (Silver Spring) 2016 Jan;24(1):30-36 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1002/oby.21240] [Medline: 26592857]

25. Pollak KI, Lyna P, Bilheimer A, Farrell D, Gao X, Swamy GK, et al. A pilot study testing SMS text delivered scheduled
gradual reduction to pregnant smokers. Nicotine Tob Res 2013 Oct;15(10):1773-1776 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1093/ntr/ntt045] [Medline: 23569007]

26. Fujioka N, Kobayashi T, Turale S. Short-term behavioral changes in pregnant women after a quit-smoking program via
e-learning: a descriptive study from Japan. Nurs Health Sci 2012 Sep;14(3):304-311. [doi: 10.1111/j.1442-2018.2012.00702.x]
[Medline: 22950611]

27. Naughton F, Prevost AT, Gilbert H, Sutton S. Randomized controlled trial evaluation of a tailored leaflet and SMS text
message self-help intervention for pregnant smokers (MiQuit). Nicotine Tob Res 2012 May;14(5):569-577. [doi:
10.1093/ntr/ntr254] [Medline: 22311960]

28. Van Dijk MR, Huijgen NA, Willemsen SP, Laven JS, Steegers EA, Steegers-Theunissen RP. Impact of an mHealth platform
for pregnancy on nutrition and lifestyle of the reproductive population: a survey. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2016;4(2):e53
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.5197] [Medline: 27234926]

29. Abroms LC, Johnson PR, Heminger CL, Leavitt LE, Schindler-Ruwisch JM, Bushar JA. Quit4baby: results from a pilot
test of a mobile smoking cessation program for pregnant women. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2015;3(1):e10 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.2196/mhealth.3846] [Medline: 25650765]

30. Knight-Agarwal C, Davis DL, Williams L, Davey R, Cox R, Clarke A. Development and pilot testing of the Eating4two
mobile phone app to monitor gestational weight gain. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2015;3(2):e44 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/mhealth.4071] [Medline: 26048313]

JMIR Res Protoc 2017 | vol. 6 | iss. 8 | e163 | p. 9http://www.researchprotocols.org/2017/8/e163/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Velu et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://www.nvab-online.nl/sites/default/files/bestanden-webpaginas/NVAB_-_Samenvatting_Samenwerking_bedrijfsartsen-verloskundigen_07_febr_2012.pdf
https://www.nvab-online.nl/sites/default/files/bestanden-webpaginas/NVAB_-_Samenvatting_Samenwerking_bedrijfsartsen-verloskundigen_07_febr_2012.pdf
https://www.nvab-online.nl/sites/default/files/bestanden-webpaginas/NVAB_-_Samenvatting_Samenwerking_bedrijfsartsen-verloskundigen_07_febr_2012.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6slxIJXD1
http://www.monitorarbeidtno.nl/dynamics/modules/SPUB0102/viewphp?pub_Id=100111&att_Id=4911
http://www.monitorarbeidtno.nl/dynamics/modules/SPUB0102/viewphp?pub_Id=100111&att_Id=4911
https://www.nvab-online.nl/sites/default/files/bestanden-webpaginas/Guideline_Pregnancy_Postpartum_Period_and_Work.pdf
https://www.nvab-online.nl/sites/default/files/bestanden-webpaginas/Guideline_Pregnancy_Postpartum_Period_and_Work.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6slxSRaqM
http://www.who.int/goe/publications/goe_mhealth_web.pdf
http://www.who.int/goe/publications/goe_mhealth_web.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6slxWgC7y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/HCM.0000000000000080
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26506291&dopt=Abstract
http://statlinecbs.nl/Statweb/publication/?DM=SLNL&PA=83429ned&D1=5&D2=0,3-6&D3=0&D4=a&VW=T
http://statlinecbs.nl/Statweb/publication/?DM=SLNL&PA=83429ned&D1=5&D2=0,3-6&D3=0&D4=a&VW=T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wombi.2013.11.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24295598&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/dia.2014.0223
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25629547&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22512287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/dia.2012.0010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22512287&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/dia.2006.0034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17561800&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2010/386941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2010/386941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2010/386941
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20628517&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25153313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2014.07.030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25153313&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2015/814830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2015/814830
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25960889&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/oby.21240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/oby.21240
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26592857&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/23569007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ntr/ntt045
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23569007&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-2018.2012.00702.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22950611&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ntr/ntr254
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22311960&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2016/2/e53/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.5197
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27234926&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2015/1/e10/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.3846
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25650765&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2015/2/e44/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.4071
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26048313&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


31. Hirst JE, Mackillop L, Loerup L, Kevat DA, Bartlett K, Gibson O, et al. Acceptability and user satisfaction of a
smartphone-based, interactive blood glucose management system in women with gestational diabetes mellitus. J Diabetes
Sci Technol 2015 Jan;9(1):111-115 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/1932296814556506] [Medline: 25361643]

32. Bot M, Milder IEJ, Bemelmans WJE. Nationwide implementation of Hello World: a Dutch email-based health promotion
program for pregnant women. J Med Internet Res 2009;11(3):e24 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.1183] [Medline:
19674957]

33. Choi J, Lee JH, Vittinghoff E, Fukuoka Y. mHealth physical activity intervention: a randomized pilot study in physically
inactive pregnant women. Matern Child Health J 2016 May;20(5):1091-1101. [doi: 10.1007/s10995-015-1895-7] [Medline:
26649879]

34. Elwyn G, Kreuwel I, Durand MA, Sivell S, Joseph-Williams N, Evans R, et al. How to develop Web-based decision support
interventions for patients: a process map. Patient Educ Couns 2011 Feb;82(2):260-265. [doi: 10.1016/j.pec.2010.04.034]
[Medline: 20627644]

35. Shorten A, Fagerlin A, Illuzzi J, Kennedy HP, Lakehomer H, Pettker CM, et al. Developing an Internet-based decision aid
for women choosing between vaginal birth after cesarean and planned repeat cesarean. J Midwifery Womens Health
2015;60(4):390-400. [doi: 10.1111/jmwh.12298] [Medline: 26059075]

36. Tong A, Sainsbury P, Craig J. Consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative research (COREQ): a 32-item checklist for
interviews and focus groups. Int J Qual Health Care 2007 Dec;19(6):349-357 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/intqhc/mzm042]
[Medline: 17872937]

37. Strauss AL. Qualitative analysis for social scientists. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press; 1987.
38. Boeije H. A purposeful approach to the constant comparative method in the analysis of qualitative interviews. Qual Quant

2002;36(4):391-409 [FREE Full text]
39. Pope C, Ziebland S, Mays N. Qualitative research in health care. Analysing qualitative data. BMJ 2000 Jan

8;320(7227):114-116 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 10625273]
40. Soltani H, Furness PJ, Arden MA, McSeveny K, Garland C, Sustar H, et al. Women's and midwives' perspectives on the

design of a text messaging support for maternal obesity services: an exploratory study. J Obes 2012;2012:835464 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1155/2012/835464] [Medline: 22900153]

41. Naughton F, Jamison J, Sutton S. Attitudes towards SMS text message smoking cessation support: a qualitative study of
pregnant smokers. Health Educ Res 2013 Oct;28(5):911-922 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/her/cyt057] [Medline: 23640985]

42. Kharbanda EO, Vargas CY, Castaño PM, Lara M, Andres R, Stockwell MS. Exploring pregnant women's views on influenza
vaccination and educational text messages. Prev Med 2011 Jan;52(1):75-77. [doi: 10.1016/j.ypmed.2010.10.009] [Medline:
21047526]

43. Berg M, Adolfsson A, Ranerup A, Sparud-Lundin C, University of Gothenburg Centre for Person-Centred Care.
Person-centered Web support to women with type 1 diabetes in pregnancy and early motherhood--the development process.
Diabetes Technol Ther 2013 Jan;15(1):20-25. [doi: 10.1089/dia.2012.0217] [Medline: 23297670]

44. Dennison L, Morrison L, Conway G, Yardley L. Opportunities and challenges for smartphone applications in supporting
health behavior change: qualitative study. J Med Internet Res 2013;15(4):e86 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.2583]
[Medline: 23598614]

45. Mack N, Woodsong C, MacQueen KM, Guest G, Namely E. Qualitative research methods: a data collector's field guide.:
Family Health International URL: https://www.fhi360.org/sites/default/files/media/documents/
Qualitative%20Research%20Methods%20-%20A%20Data%20Collector's%20Field%20Guide.pdf [accessed 2017-08-16]
[WebCite Cache ID 6saS5X1gy]

46. Pope C, Mays N. Qualitative Research in Health Care, 3rd Edition. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing; 2006.

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 27.12.16; peer-reviewed by T Toro-Ramos, J Brinkel; comments to author 16.06.17; revised version
received 01.08.17; accepted 06.08.17; published 22.08.17

Please cite as:
Velu AV, van Beukering MDM, Schaafsma FG, Frings-Dresen MHW, Mol BWJ, van der Post JAM, Kok M
Barriers and Facilitators for the Use of a Medical Mobile App to Prevent Work-Related Risks in Pregnancy: A Qualitative Analysis
JMIR Res Protoc 2017;6(8):e163
URL: http://www.researchprotocols.org/2017/8/e163/
doi: 10.2196/resprot.7224
PMID: 28830851

©Adeline V Velu, Monique DM van Beukering, Frederieke G Schaafsma, Monique HW Frings-Dresen, Ben WJ Mol, Joris AM
van der Post, Marjolein Kok. Originally published in JMIR Research Protocols (http://www.researchprotocols.org), 22.08.2017.
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License

JMIR Res Protoc 2017 | vol. 6 | iss. 8 | e163 | p. 10http://www.researchprotocols.org/2017/8/e163/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Velu et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25361643
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1932296814556506
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25361643&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2009/3/e24/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.1183
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19674957&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10995-015-1895-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26649879&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2010.04.034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20627644&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jmwh.12298
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26059075&dopt=Abstract
http://intqhc.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=17872937
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/intqhc/mzm042
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17872937&dopt=Abstract
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1023/A%3A1020909529486?no-access=true
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/10625273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10625273&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2012/835464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2012/835464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2012/835464
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22900153&dopt=Abstract
http://her.oxfordjournals.org/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=23640985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/her/cyt057
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23640985&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ypmed.2010.10.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21047526&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/dia.2012.0217
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23297670&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2013/4/e86/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.2583
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23598614&dopt=Abstract
https://www.fhi360.org/sites/default/files/media/documents/Qualitative%20Research%20Methods%20-%20A%20Data%20Collector's%20Field%20Guide.pdf
https://www.fhi360.org/sites/default/files/media/documents/Qualitative%20Research%20Methods%20-%20A%20Data%20Collector's%20Field%20Guide.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6saS5X1gy
http://www.researchprotocols.org/2017/8/e163/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/resprot.7224
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28830851&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


(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 Research Protocols, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic information,
a link to the original publication on http://www.researchprotocols.org, as well as this copyright and license information must be
included.

JMIR Res Protoc 2017 | vol. 6 | iss. 8 | e163 | p. 11http://www.researchprotocols.org/2017/8/e163/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Velu et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

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

