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Abstract

Background: Informed consent has considerable clinical, ethical, and legal implications for patient safety and liability. Little
information is available about the use of multimedia patient decision aids (PtDA) in the consent process for therapeutic invasive
procedures such as the peripherally inserted central venous catheter (PICC). In addition, none of the available studies have
designed their multimedia PtDAs based on the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality’'s (AHRQ) comprehensive guide for
informed consent.

Objective: This paper describes a patient-centered, systematic, multidisciplinary approach to develop, implement, and alpha
test a multimedia PtDA to reform the informed consent process of a PICC for patientsin 10 acute and intensive care units.

Methods: The development, implementation, and evaluation processes of the PtDA followed the phases in the Multimedia
Production Framework: preproduction, production, and postproduction. Within thisframework, we applied the criteriafor judging
the quality of PtDAs, the AHRQ's Health Literacy Universal Precautions Toolkit, and the AHRQ's Patient Education Materials
Assessment Tool Guide. The methodology was guided by the Interprofessional Shared Decision-Making Model and the AHRQ's
Making Informed Consent an Informed Choice guide. In the preproduction phase, we (1) reviewed the current consent form; (2)
observed 18 consent processes; (3) surveyed the vascular access team (N=6 nurses) about their perception of the current process,
(4) surveyed 30 patients for knowledge recall and retention, overall satisfaction, and attitude toward using a multimedia PtDA;
and (5) wrote and reviewed the script for the multimedia program. The production phase focused on filming the PtDA in English
and Spanish languages. The postproduction phaseincluded integrating the multimedia programsinto the care processes, developing
amodified workflow for the consent process, and a phatesting of the English and Spanish PtDAs by (1) agroup of 5 patients for
clarity and understandability of the information; (2) nurses using the AHRQ's Patient Education Materials Assessment Tool
Audio and Video; and (3) by the multidisciplinary change team.

Results: Based on the alphatesting, patients indicated that the content was easy to follow and read; nurses provided positive
feedback, and their comments were mainly related to the changes in the workflow in the consent process of the PICC after using
the PtDA; and the multidisciplinary change team suggested edits related to changing afew scenes. The final multimedia program
consisted of 7 min and 37 s demonstrating detailed information about the PICC.
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Conclusions: A systematic development of PtDAS for nonurgent invasive procedures may eliminate many limitations of the
conventional consent process by ensuring comprehensive, standardized, and easy-to-comprehend information and providing
sufficient time for the patients to reflect on the information. To be effective, PtDAs should follow a systematic, patient-centered,
evidence-based, and rigorous approach in the development, implementation, and evaluation processes.
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Introduction

Overview

Informed consent has considerable clinical, ethical, and legal
implications for patient safety, liability, treatment cost and
outcomes, patient-centered care, Hospital Consumer Assessment
of Healthcare Providers and Systems scores, and reimbursement
[1,2]. Patients may sign the consent form without a complete
understanding of the indications, benefits, and risks of treatment
procedures. A culture of safety that embraces patient
engagement in care is required for effective informed consent
process. Thelack of effective communication between the health
care team and the patient is a root cause for informed
consent—related sentinel events[2]. The Joint Commission (JC)
and the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality (AHRQ)
urged hospitalsto provide high-quality decision aidsto support
the informed consent process [1,2]. This paper describes a
systematic approach to develop, implement, and alpha test an
effective multimediadecision aid to reform the informed consent
process of aperipherally inserted central venous catheter (PICC)
procedure.

Background

Patient decision aids (PtDAS) are an integral component of a
shared decision-making model. These evidence-based toolshelp
people make informed decisions congruent with their personal
values and preferences about their treatment options. Extensive
work has been undertaken to test the effectiveness of PtDAs
[3-10]. Ina 2017 Cochrane review of 105 studies with 31,043
participants, the use of PtDASs helped patients feel clear about
their personal values and improved the rate of patient
engagement in the decision making by reducing the proportions
of undecided patients and passive decision makers compared
with usual care[4]. In addition, the use of more detailed PtDAS
and those with expressed risk probabilities resulted in a
significant knowledge improvement and accurate risk perception
compared with basic PtDAs [4].

On the other hand, many of the availabletrialsfailed to provide
sufficient details about the devel opment process of their PtDAs
[11]. Furthermore, little information is available about the
process of integrating PtDAs into routine care. The availability
of PtDAsin different formats, delivery modes, and information
displays, and the varying levels of patient involvement in
development and use introduce challenges in the devel opment,
delivery, and evaluation of such tools and require detailed
description of their development, implementation, and
evauation processes. PtDAs should follow a systematic
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approach for development to judge the effectiveness of these
tools and create reproducible products and replicable
methodol ogies. PtDAs should also include the appropriate level
of details about treatment procedures, taking into consideration
health literacy principlesto help patients make informed choices
about their treatments. Standards for patient comprehension and
effectiveness measures should also be in place[1,2].

Advances in multimedia technology have increased the
utilization of multimedia PtDA programs to supplement the
conventional informed consent process that is solely based on
a face-to-face discussion. Multimedia is the “field concerned
with the computer-controlled integration of text, graphics,
drawings, still and moving images (video), animation, audio,
and any other media where every type of information can be
represented, stored, transmitted and processed digitally” [12].
The majority of the available studies used multimedia tools to
support the informed consent process for surgeries and
consistently found significant effects on reducing patient
anxiety, improving patient understanding of the indications,
risks and benefits of the surgery, and increasing satisfaction
with theinformed consent process[5,9,10,13-17]. Despite these
promising results, little information is available about the use
of multimedia PtDAs in the consent process of therapeutic
invasive procedures such asthe PICCs. In addition, none of the
available studies have designed their multimedia tools based
on the patients information needs and the AHRQ's
comprehensive guide for informed consent, Making Informed
Consent an Informed Choice [1]. To respond to these gapsin
the literature, our systematic process of developing,
implementing, and evaluating the multimedia PtDA program
to reform the informed consent process for the PICC procedure
was based on the AHRQ’s guides for informed consent [1],
health literacy [18], and patient educational materials[19]; the
Interprofessional-Shared Decision-Making (IP-SDM) model
[20]; the PtDAS' quality criteria developed by the International
Patient Decision Aid Standards (IPDAS) Collaboration [21];
and the Multimedia Production Framework [22].

Objective

This paper describes a systematic approach to develop,
implement, and al pha test a multimedia decision aid to reform
theinformed consent process of aPICC procedure. PICCisone
of the most commonly performed invasive procedures in
intensive care units (ICUs) and acute care units (ACUs) and the
only invasive procedure where nurses are the responsible
clinicians to obtain the consent form. At our hospital, 220 to
250 PICCs are inserted monthly by nurses from the vascular
access team—a team of certified nurses for PICC insertion,
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safety, and care. These catheters are inserted when a prolonged
intravenous medication, nutrition or fluids, or blood draw is
required.

Our current PICC consent process lacks the use of any decision
aidstoimprove patient engagement in the process[1,2]. In busy
ICUs and ACUs, patient acuity and workload can hinder
effective patient-health care team member communication and
negatively affect providing informed consent, especially for the
PICC as the most common invasive procedure in these units.
The use of a PICC multimedia PtDA in ICUs and ACUswould
optimize care outcomes and most importantly, engage patients
in care processes by emphasizing the patient role in the safety
of the PICC, an areathat is often ignored in informed consents.

Methods

Overview

This quality improvement project was approved by the
institutional review boards (IRBs) of the University Health
System (setting of the study) and the University of Texas Health
a San Antonio, Texas (the institution of the principal
investigator) as non-regul ated research. After the IRB approval,
the multimedia PtDA program was developed for patients
undergoing aPICC in thefollowing 10 inpatient units: 2 medical
surgical ACUs, 3 surgical ACUs, 1 hematology and oncology
unit, 3surgical ICUs, and 1 medical ICU. The PtDA was created
for competent patients and family members or legal guardians
of all patients, whether competent or incompetent patients. The
development, implementation, and evaluation processes of the
PtDA followed the phases described in the Multimedia
Production Framework (see Figure 1): preproduction (planning),
production (filming), and postproduction (testing and editing)
[22]. This paper focuses on the development, implementation,
and al pha testing processes of the PICC multimedia PtDA. Beta
testing of the product (see Figure 1) will be presented el sewhere.
Within the Multimedia Production Framework, we applied the
Criteria for Judging the Quality of PtDAs developed by the
IPDAS Collaboration [21], the AHRQ's Health Literacy
Universal Precautions Toolkit Guide [18], and the AHRQ's
Patient Education Materials Assessment Tool Guide for Audio
and Video Materials [19]. The methodology to improve the
consent process was guided by the IP-SDM model [20] and the
AHRQ's Making Informed Consent an Informed Choice
comprehensive guide for informed consent [1].

The IP-SDM model extendsthe decision-making process beyond
the patient-provider dyad to include theinterprofessional team.
Patients in ACUs and ICUs usually face decision uncertainty
or conflict related to the complexity of their medical conditions
and the need for multiple therapeutic procedures. Within an
organizational structure and social norms (macro system level),
the IP-SDM model captures the complexity of the decision
making in the daily organizational operations (meso system
level, ie, informed consent process). The model focuses on the
patient-family-interprofessional collaboration and places the
patient at the center to emphasize a patient-centered approach
of care [20]. Each individual in the mode (ie, the patient, the
family, and any member from the health care team) is a micro
system [20]. The patient-centered process to make a decision
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outlined by the model includes the following: (1) understand
the decision to be made and explore related options, (2) obtain
and share information, (3) clarify one’'s own values and
preferences, (4) evaluate thefeasibility of the decision, (5) select
the preferred choice, (6) implement the decision, and (7) assess
the outcomes. It is important to note that these 7 activities are
not only limited to the patient but also apply to al individuals
involved in the shared decision-making process. In this study,
the use of a multimedia PtDA for the PICC to supplement the
consent process aimsto help the patient-interprofessional -family
interaction in the first 5 steps in the process.

Consigtent with the IP-SDM model, the AHRQ'sguideto reform
theinformed consent process creates a shared vision about what
constitutes an effective informed consent at the macro, meso,
and micro system level s and stresses the importance of engaging
all stakeholdersin the process. From that perspective, challenges
to an informed decision might be at the macro (organization),
meso (policies and proceduresrelated to informed consent), and

micro system levels (individuals in the
patient-family-interprofessional team collaboration). For

example, inthe PICC consent process, challengesto aninformed
consent might result from lack of a culture of safety at the
organization level (macro system), lack of clear policies and
procedures for the informed consent, lack of decision support
tools (meso level), ineffective patient-interprofessiona
interaction and communication, lack of family and social
support, lack of knowledge about the available treatment
options, mismatch between treatment options and the patient
values and preference, and the complexity of the medical
condition that hindersreaching apreferred choice (micro system
level).

Phase 1: Preproduction Phase

Guided by the AHRQ's comprehensive guide for informed
consent [1], this phase focused on identifying the consent
process for the PICC as the opportunity for improvement,
assembling an interdisciplinary change team with a change
authority and a clear vision, agreeing on a plan for change,
understanding the limitations of the current consent process,
conducting comprehensive literature search, proposing a plan
for implementation and evaluation, and writing and reviewing
the script for the multimedia program.

Step 1: Formulate an Interdisciplinary Team and
Articulate the Vision

A multidisciplinary change team was assembled to reform the
consent process of the PICC procedure and develop the
multimedia PtDA program to supplement the conventional
process. The team included bedside nurses from the ACUs, a
radiologist, aradiology nurse, nurse educators from the ACUs
and 1CUs, nurses from the vascular access team, the nursing
director of the ACUs, the Vice President and Associate Chief
Nursing Officer for Clinical Excellenceand Ancillary Services,
experts in marketing and communication from the Corporate
Communications department, expert nurses from the Office of
Patient Experience, experts in multimedia production,
Information Technology (IT) department, and expertsin health
informatics. To sustain the change, the change team members
were recruited from different organizational levels to include
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micro (eg, bedside nurses from the unit), meso (eg, Corporate
Communications, IT), and macro system (eg, nurse directors)
and had achange lead role and authority to implement achange.
Consistent with the hospital values to provide a Safe, Timely,
Effective, Efficient, Equitable, and Patient-Centered (in short,
STEEEP) care, the team had a shared vision to make the
informed consent an informed choice.

Step 2: Assess Existing I nformed Consent, Policies, and
Practices

A review of the current informed consent document and policies
was necessary to make sure the information is based on recent
practice guidelinesfor central venous accessand health literacy
universal precautions and to maintain consistent information
across the policies, the consent form, and the multimedia
program. We found that our PICC consent form was created 10
years ago with no revision based on new evidence regarding
risk factors of the PICC and expressed probabilities of its
complications. The form also lacked the definition and details
about the procedure. Therefore, a comprehensive literature
search was conducted to locate and analyze best practice
guidelinesfor central venous access and credible recent studies
[23-33]. All guidelines and studies were summarized in terms
of definition of a PICC; possible insertion sites; the need for
anesthesia; the need for diagnostic equi pment such as ultrasound
or x-ray; indications; benefits; expected time period for having
the catheter; common, less common, and rare risks and
complications; health care team role in the care and safety of a
PICC during hospitalization; patient role in the care and safety
of a PICC during hospitalization; safety tips when a patient
leaves the hospital with a PICC; and other possible treatment
options. The research and change team agreed on the final
document. Expertsfrom the hospital Corporate Communications
department reviewed the summary for fifth grade readability
level and clarity based onthe AHRQ'sHealth Literacy Universa
Precautions Toolkit Guide [18], and necessary changes were
made. On the basis of this summary, the definition of a PICC,
details about the procedure, indications and risk factors, aswell
as expected complications with their probabilities were added
to the consent form.

I n addition to examining the consent form, 3 methods were used
to understand the limitations of the conventional consent process
of a PICC to develop an effective multimedia program. These
methods include observing the current process and assessing
the perceptions of nurses and pati ents about the current process.
The research team reviewed and approved al tools, checklists,
and surveys used for this purpose.

Observing the Consent Process

First, we observed 18 informed consent processes for the PICC
procedure provided by the vascular access team nurses (N=6
nurses, 3 observations per each nurse). Two nurse educators
independently conducted the observations using a standardized
checklist to enhance objectivity. Observationsincluded language
of the discussion, time spent by the vascular access team nurse
to provide patients information about the PICC procedure and
sign the consent form, speed of discussing theinformation, level
of distraction during the discussion, patient level of discomfort,
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type and adequacy of the content discussed by the vascular
access team nurse, and questions asked by the patient during
and after the discussion. The observers used the summary
document created by the research and change team in Step 1 to
guide their observations with regard to the content discussed.
The 2 observers met after each observation session to review
similarities and differences and reach consensus. Below is a
summary of the observation results.

- Language: All consent processeswere discussed in English
language based on the patients’ preferred language.

- Time Nurses from the vascular access team spent on
average 2 to 7 min discussing the procedure to the patient
and obtaining the signature on the consent form, with a
mean of 4.6 min (SD 1.4). Out of 18, 7 procedures took 2
to 3 min of discussion.

- Distraction: The observersreported 8 (out of 18) processes
with distraction because the television was switched on,
the patient’s room door was open, or the patient received
aphone call during the discussion.

- Patient comfort level: According to the observers, only 1
patient did not look comfortable (ie, had pain) during the
discussion.

«  Speed of the discussion: The observers reported very fast
as the speed of discussing 4 (out of 18) observations. All
other observations demonstrated appropriate speed.

- Information provided and adequacy of information: The 2
observers assigned adequateto all content, when discussed.
Table 1 summarizes the number of episodes where nurses
from the vascular access team did not discuss the content.

Questions asked by the patients during the discussion included:

Will | feel the needle going in? (1 patient)

Why you will have a mask? (2 patients)

Will | be covered up? (1 patient)

How long will the vein hurt? (1 patient)

Do | have to stop eating? (1 patient)

Will | get a CAT scan? (1 patient)

| am left-handed; do we have to go in on the left arm? (1
patient)

Are you going to take x-rays before or after? (1 patient)

9. Do | need to remove my necklace? (1 patient)

No ok~wdE

Questions asked by the patients after the discussion included:

1. Isthis going home with me? (1 patient)

2. How to keep the line from coming out and after caught up
on things? (1 patient)

3. What kind of lineisthis? What is this supposed to do? (2
patients)

4. Dol haveto take antibiotic pills? (1 patient)

5. How long will | have this? (3 patients)

6. Will I have the same one throughout the chemotherapy? (1
patient)

7. What are the side effects of this procedure? (1 patient)

Who can removeit? (1 patient)

9. Why are my veins so small? Is it because | am on blood
thinners? (1 patient)

10. Soyou'll check it with the x-ray after? (1 patient)

©
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Figure 1. Process of producing, implementing, and evaluating the multimedia decision aid program for a peripherally inserted central catheter.
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Table 1. Number of consent processes when the content was not discussed (N=18 observations).

Content

Number not discussed, n (%)

Definition of aPICC?

The need for anesthesia

Steps of the procedure itself (preparation, during, and after the procedure)
The need for diagnostic equipment such as ultrasound or x-ray
Indications or reasons

Benefits

Common or less common and rare risks and complications

Verification of patient and family members' understanding of the procedure

Possible insertion sites

Expected period for having the catheter

Health care team rolein care and safety of a PICC? during hospitalization
Other treatment options

Patient role in care and safety of a PICC? during hospitalization

Safety issues when a patient leaves the hospital with a PICC?

0(0)
0(0)
0(0)
1(9)
1(5)
1(9)
1(5)
1(5)
2(12)
8(44)
16 (89)
16 (89)
17 (94)

18 (100)

8PICC: peripherally inserted central catheter.

The results of the observations identified the limitations of the
conventional process. For example, spending 2 to 3 min in the
discussion and obtaining the consent form does not reflect an
effective informed consent process with a teach-back
mechanism. Many of the consent processes also lacked
discussing critical points (ie, patients and health careteam role
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in the safety of a PICC). On the other hand, it is important to
note that some of the questions asked by the patients after the
discussion were already discussed by the vascular access team
nurse during the consent process (ie, What kind of lineisthis?
What is this supposed to do? What are the side effects of this
procedure?). These results support the need for a reliable
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multimedia PtDA to supplement the conventional process to
allow patientsto view the content as many times as needed and
when they are ready to do so (ie, no distraction and no pain).
The program should include necessary details about the
procedure and be recorded with an appropriate speed of
presenting the information.

Nurses Perceptions About the Current Process

Second, we surveyed all nurses from the vascular access team
(N=6) about the limitations of the current PICC consent process
and suggestions for improvement. Nurses from the vascular
accessteam aremaleswith 3to 17 years of experiencein placing
and maintaining PICC lines. All nurses have abachelor’s degree
in nursing science and 1 nurse has an advanced degree asanurse
practitioner. Major issues nurses faced in providing informed
consent for a PICC wererelated to time constraints. When asked
about their opinion to use the multimedia to supplement the
consent process, nurses responded very favorably emphasizing
that the tool should be used to supplement rather than to replace
the discussion between the patients and the health care team
members.

Patients' Perceptions About the Current Process

Third, we surveyed 30 patientswho received the consent process
for the PICC procedure for knowledge recall and knowledge
retention about the procedure, overall patient satisfaction with
the consent process, and attitude toward using a multimedia
PtDA to supplement the consent process. Corporate
Communications reviewed and approved the fina versions of
all patients' surveys for clarity and readability. Moreover, 2
nurse educators administered the surveys. The medical record
number was used to connect patients responses on all
guestionnaires. Out of the 30 patients, 53% (16/30) reported
their level of education as high school and the other 47% (14/30)
reported college or graduate studies. The sample also included
10 (33%, 10/30) male patients and 20 (67%, 20/30) females.
Ethnicity was almost equally distributed among non-Hispanic
white (47%, 14/30) and Hispanic patients (40%, 12/30).
Moreover, 4 patients (13%, 4/30) were black. Patients were
selected from the 10 patient units where a PICC was inserted.
A description of the questionnaires and the results are presented
in Multimedia Appendix 1.

The questionnaire used for knowledge recall and knowledge
retention was created based on recent guidelines for PICC
[23-33] and included 3 select one-answer multiple-choice
questions, 4 select all that apply multiple-choice questions, and
12 true or false questions. The knowledge recall questionnaire
was administered within 4 to 8 hours after the discussion
between the vascular access team nurse and the patient and
obtaining the signed consent. The same questionnaire was
administered to the same patients 24 to 48 hours after the
consent process to measure knowledge retention. Multimedia
Appendix 1 describes the percentages of correct answers
selected by the patients. The correct responses are indicated for
the multiple-choice questions and identified at the end of the
question for true or false questions (see Multimedia Appendix
1, column 1). The mean score of knowledge recall was
significantly lower than the knowledge retention (mean 12.6,
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SD 2.27, compared with mean 14.57, SD 1.9, respectively,
paired samplet test=3.6, P<.001).

Out of the 19 knowledge questions, only 2 itemswere answered
correctly by all patients in the knowledge recall and 3 in the
knowledge retention questionnaires (see M ultimedia A ppendix
1). For ethical purposes, the data collectors corrected thewrong
answers provided by the patients in the knowledge recall
guestionnaire after recording the original responses provided
by the patients. This could explain the higher knowledge
retention scores in comparison with knowledge recall. Items
with the lowest knowledge recall and knowledge retention scores
were related to common and rare risks of a PICC (Items 4 and
5), signs of infection from a PICC that a patient should report
(Item 6), if the patient can move around freely (Item 8), and the
frequency of inspecting the line site by the nurse (Item 9).

Patient satisfaction with theinformed consent process consisted
of 9 items with a 5-point Likert-type scale of agreement and
was created based on the essential elements emphasized in the
AHRQ's comprehensive guide for informed consent [1]. At the
end of the survey, patients were asked to report their overall
level of satisfaction with the informed consent process using a
5-point Likert-type scale that ranged from 5=very satisfied to
1=very unsatisfied, to write any additional comments about the
information they received and to write other information they
would like to know about the procedure to provide an informed
consent. The survey was administered 4 to 8 hours after the
consent process.

Table 2 shows the results of the patient satisfaction with the
informed consent process. Patients' responses were coded as
Agreefor strongly agree and agree and as Disagreefor strongly
disagree and disagree. Neutral responses remained neutral in
the analysis.

Out of the 30 patients, 27 (90%, 27/30) agreed that the
information provided was comprehensive. Missing content
reported by patientswere other treatment options, provider role
in care and safety of a PICC (10%, 3/30), and patient role in
the care and safety of a PICC (7%, 2/30).

The mean patient satisfaction score with the PICC consent
process using a 5-point satisfaction scale was 4.8 (SD 0.37).
Patients added that they would like to know more about their
rolein the PICC (7%, 2/30) and to involve their familiesin the
consent process (7%, 2/30).

In summary, all patients were satisfied with the consent process
and felt that the timing of the discussion was convenient.
Inconsistent with the knowledge recall scores, all patients
reported that they completely understand the common
complications of this procedure. Inconsi stent with the observers
ratings of the process, all patients felt that the speed of
discussing the information was reasonable. Only 2 (7%, 2/30)
patients disagreed to theitem “| understand my role as a patient
in maintaining the safety of the PICC line”

In addition to patient satisfaction, patients attitudes toward
using a multimedia PtDA program to supplement the consent
process survey was created based on the main benefits of using
multimedia PtDAs identified in the literature [5,9,10,13-17].
The survey consisted of 6 items of a 5-point Likert-type
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agreement scale where 5=strongly agree and 1=strongly
disagree. In this survey, we used the term video instead of
multimediato enhance the readability and understandability of
the items by the patients. The survey was administered at the
same time of administering the patient satisfaction survey.
Patients' responses were coded as Agreefor strongly agree and
agree and as Disagreefor strongly disagree and disagree. Neutral
responses remained neutral in the analysis. As shown in Table
3, patients reported a high positive attitude toward the use of
multimedia as a supplement to the conventional process.

In addition to examining the current process, a this stage, a
comprehensive literature search for the use of multimediaas a
supplement to the conventional informed consent process was
conducted. The research and change team also proposed the
method for implementing and evaluating the multimedia PtDA
and discussed the changesin the workflow of the PICC consent
process. Details about the implementation and changes in the
workflow are described in the postproduction phase.

Step 3: Scriptwriting

The principal investigator created the first draft of the script
based on the PICC guidelines, the procedure content identified
in Step 1, the limitations of the current process, the results of
the patients' and nurses’ perceptions about the current process,
the first 5 activities of the patient-centered process to make a
decision outlined by the IP-SDM model, the AHRQ's
comprehensive guide for informed consent [1], the AHRQ's
Health Literacy Universal Precautions Toolkit Guide [18], and
the AHRQ's Patient Education Materials Assessment Tool
Guidefor Audio and Video Materials[19]. The script included
introduction; purpose of the educational program; intended users
of the program; disclaimer; background including a definition
of the PICC and possible insertion sites; purpose of the line;
other treatment options, common, less common, and rare risks
and complications; education; procedure (before, during, and

Table 2. Patient satisfaction with the informed consent process (N=30).

Sowan €t al

after, including the need for diagnostic equipment such as
ultrasound or x-ray); expected time period for having the
catheter; safety issues when a patient leaves the hospital with
aPICC; and aconclusion. Theintroduction encouraged patients
and family members to write down questions they might have
about the procedure. The conclusion emphasized the need to
ask all questions before signing the consent form. There was a
great emphasisin the script on the health care team and patient
roles in the care and safety of a PICC during hospitalization.
The content stressed on clarifying the patient’s values when
considering the decision, that is, “ Your provider discussed with
you al other treatment alternatives of a PICC. Please let us
know if you feel you need further information about these
aternatives” and “Please make sure that you understand the
risks, benefits and complications of the procedure before you
sign the consent form.”

The provider usually discusses other treatment optionswith the
patient before ordering the PICC line, the details of these
treatment options, and associated risks. Treatment options are
individualized based on the patient condition and the reasons
for the PICC and may include having another type of central
line, for example, implanted port in the chest wall, whether an
acceptable substitute for a PICC or changing the medication,
and whether the intended infusion is a medication that has a
potential to damage the peripheral veins. After explaining the
intended treatment plan and all available optionsto the patient,
they should be given the opportunity to agree or disagree with
the plan of care before the provider places a PICC order in the
electronic medical record (EMR). If the patient has questions
about an alternative to the PICC placement, those questions are
referred to the provider. Nurses from the vascular access team
usually accompany the provider in this discussion. However,
they are not qualified to discuss the risks and benefits of the
alternative treatment options with the patient directly; they can
explain the details of the PICC procedure.

Item

Agree, n (%) Neutral, n (%) Disagree, n (%)

The information provided was clear

The information provided was easy to understand
Timing of the discussion was convenient

Speed of information provided was reasonable

Provider attitude was positive during the discussion session

I completely understand the common complications of this procedure and know

when to report them

Disruption during the discussion was minimal

| understand my role as a patient in maintaining the safety of the PICC?

The information provided was comprehensive to include: definition of the PICC; 27 (90)

30 (100) 0(0) 0(0)
30 (100) 0(0) 0(0)
30 (100) 0(0) 0(0)
30 (100) 0(0) 0(0)
30 (100) 0(0) 0(0)
30 (100) 0(0) 0(0)
29 (97) 1(3) 0(0)
28 (93) 0(0) 2(7)

1(3) 2(7)

reasonsfor the PICC; steps of the procedure; common side effects; other treatment
options; patient role in care and safety of the PICC; provider rolein care and
safety of the PICC,; if the provided information was not comprehensive, please

circle the missing content from the contents above

3P| CC: peripherally inserted central catheter.
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Table 3. Patient attitude toward using a multimedia program to supplement the consent process (N=30 patients).

Item

Agree, n (%) Neutral, n (%) Disagree, n (%)

| think the use of arecorded video about the procedure would be beneficial

The use of the video will alow patients to listen to the information as much as

they need

The video will alow a patient to listen to the information about the procedure

when he or sheis ready to do so

The use of the video will better help a patient recall the information about this

procedure

The video will decrease the patient level of anxiety

I highly recommend the use of the video as a supplement to the consent process

29 (97) 1(3) 0(0)
29 (97) 1(3) 0(0)
29 (97) 1(3) 0(0)
29 (97) 1(3) 0(0)
29 (97) 1(3) 0(0)
26 (87) 3(10) 1(3)

The script went through areview process by all members of the
multidisciplinary change team. This process proved to be the
most time consuming. Multiple versions of the draft were
revised to lower the reading level. Some considerations in
scripting included:

« deciding on the narrator and persons in the scenes

« determining the types of the scenes including the
background of shooting, recording setting, the equipment,
and pictures to be shown such as, the vascular access team
picture, hospital logo, and the anatomy of the vascular
system connecting to the heart where the PICC linewill be
inserted and the catheter tip location

« developing bullet points for the worded graphic slides to
help patients understand the important concepts

« determining the sequences of the scenes (ie, sequence
between the narrator, theworded graphic dides, the pictures,
the patient room, etc).

After validating the final version of the script by the research
team, 10 patients reviewed the script for clarity and readability.
Among the 10 patients, 5 were male, 6 were Hispanic, and 7
indicated their educational level as high school, whereas 3
reported college degree. Patients comments were related to
clarifying the terminologies in the complications section of a
PICC, such as blood stream infection and deep tissues and
embolismin the following statement:

If thereis damage to the catheter and the surrounding
deep body tissues, a blood clot could travel into the
blood to the lungs and cause pulmonary embolism.

The statementswere clarified and sent back to the same patients
who indicated that the statements|ook much easier to understand
after the modifications.

A certified company (MasterWord Services) translated the
English script into Spanish for our Spanish-speaking patient
population to ensure medically accurate transl ation of the script.
Moreover, 2 expert nurses from the vascular access team were
approached to voluntarily serve as the narrators. English was
the mother tongue of the nurse who volunteered to record the
English version of the program, and Spanish was the mother
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tongue of the nurse who volunteered to record the Spanish
version of the program. The change team also asked a nurse to
play a patient role during the recording of the vascular access
team-patient encounter to maintain patient privacy.

Phase 2: Production Phase

The hospital contracts with a local videographer and
photographer to produce videos and photography projects. The
team created still photography and devel oped multiple worded
graphic slides to emphasi ze specific messages that we wanted
the patients to remember to improve patient retention of
material. These dlides allow points where patients can pause
the video and better understand warning or complication signs,
their role in care processes, and other treatment options.

The actual production started with arehearsal of the recording
by the narrators and the multimedia experts. Different team
memberswere present to provide feedback. Multimediaexperts
recorded the video in a variety of daylong shoots over several
monthsusing aBlackmagic 2.5K cinemacamera. Therecording
took placein our hospital system video and photography studio
and in a patient room where a bedside nurse played the role of
a patient. Experts used professional lighting to help decrease
the glare from the typical room lighting and made use of agreen
screen backdrop that allowed the research team to drop in neutral
background images during the narration scenes.

The video shooting required multiple angle shotsto provide us
with optionsto tell the story of a PICC lineinsertion. Multiple
video B-roll shots gave us alternatives to best display the nurse
and patient interaction aswell as close-up shots of theinsertion,
washing hands, sterile gowning, and an example of the PICC
line insertion. A Shutterstock graphic showed veins and the
heart to allow patients to see on a line-drawn image exactly
where the PICC line would enter the vein and how it would
approach the heart. A close-up photo of the PICC line not only
allowed our video editing team to cover a cut between camera
angles but also gave an opportunity to show the patient exactly
what the line will look like. We also showed the consent form
interaction exactly asit should happen, with the patient signing
on the tablet.
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Figure2. A modified workflow of the peripherally inserted central venous catheter (PICC) informed consent process.

-

Vascular access team nurse enters the order of PICC multimedia

Vascular access team nurse calls the bedside nurse to inform patient

Vascular access team nurse verifies in the electronic medical record

at multimedi

PtDA was watch

Vascular access team nurse visits the patient for teach back and

answer patients' questions

Vascular access team nurse obtains the consent

Phase 3: Postproduction Phase

The postproduction phase included integrating the multimedia
PtDA program into the care processes, approval of the modified
workflow of the PICC consent process, and alphatesting of the
product. The T department integrated the multimedia program
into the Interactive Patient Care solution GetWell Inpatient.
This solution isapersonalized patient education and entrainment
system that includes many videos and multimedia programs
and is connected to the EMR for the purpose to engage patients
andtheir familiesin their care. Patientsmay al so usethe system
to provide feedback through various surveys, request
housekeeping services, or to sharetheir experience with patient
relations. In addition, patients have access to a variety of
television channels and recently released box office movies.
All health education videos and multimedia programs within
this system that are assigned through an order and watched by
the patients are recorded in the EMR along with the time and
frequency of watching.

The PICC multimedia program was added to the GetWell
Inpatient Health Education Library with an ancillary code that
was also built in the EMR on the patient education order. Health
level 7 (HL7) admission, transfer, and discharge messageswere
sent to GetWell Inpatient through the Cloverleaf Interface
Engine. The patient unit, room, and bed location in the
admission, transfer, and discharge message were stored in the
Interactive GetWell Inpatient system. The PICC PIDA
multimedia program was embedded into the PICC order set
within the EMR. When a PICC is ordered, the PICC education
isordered automatically and sent viaHL 7 order result message
to the GetWell Inpatient system in the patient’s room. Thiswill
lead to a notification display on the room television notifying
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the patient that an educational item has been ordered. When the
education video has been viewed, an HL7 observation result
message is sent back to the EMR with the time viewed and
closes the education order. The EMR medical logic module
writes all education results to the patient education log as well
asto theresults section of the EMR. After theintegration of the
multimedia program into the GetWell Inpatient, the change
team approved the new workflow of informed consent asaresult
of using the PtDA program (see Figure 2).

In addition to the multimedia program, the research team also
created an information sheet that includesthe sameinformation
presented in the program about the PICC. Theinformation sheet
provided another resource for competent patients and family
members.

The English and Spanish multimedia programs integrated into
the EMR went through 3 apha testing or validation phases.
First, each program was tested by a group of 5 patientsfor ease
and clarity of thelanguage, understandability of theinformation
related to the procedure, readability of the font when dideswere
displayed within the video, and clarity of the critical points.
Test patients were selected from different educational levels
and genders. Second, the programswere reviewed by all nurses
from the vascular access team and 7 bedside nurses for logical
sequence of the discussion, quality of the scenes, and adequacy
of theinformation. Nurses used the AHRQ's Patient Education
Materials Assessment Tool Audio and Video to rate the program
[19]. The tool consists of 17 items—13 for understandability
and 4 for actionability [19]. Third, the multidisciplinary change
team reviewed the final product and for the second time applied
the Criteriafor Judging the Quality of PtDAs devel oped by the
IPDAS Collaboration [21].
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Results

Based on the alphatest, (1) the test patients indicated that the
content of the programswas easy to follow and understand, and
thefont was readable; (2) all nurses provided positive feedback
and their comments were mainly related to the changes in the
workflow in the consent process of the PICC after using the
PtDA; and (3) the suggested edits by the change team were
related to changing few scenes (ie, a scene related to a nurse
who played afamily member roletouching the PICC line). The
final multimedia program consisted of 7 min and 37 s
demonstrating detailed information about the PICC.

After the alpha test, the research and change teams created a
plantotrain all nursesfrom the vascular accessteam and bedside
nurses on the new workflow to standardize the informed consent
process. Two nurse champions were selected from each of the
10 ACUs and the ICUstto facilitate the training.

Discussion

Summary of Protocol Findings

This paper described a multidisciplinary, patient-centered,
systematic process to develop, implement, and apha test a
multimedia PtDA program to reform the consent process of the
PICC procedure. Our development, implementation, and
evaluation processes were based on the IP-SDM model [20],
the AHRQ's national guides for informed consent and health
literacy [1,18], PtDAS quality criteriadeveloped by the IPDAS
Collaboration [21], and the M ultimedia Production Framework
[22]. Weare currently in the process of betatesting the program
and will publish the resultsin the near future. The beta testing
will focus on implementing the program and the effect of the
PICC PtDA program on patient knowledge recall, knowledge
retention, satisfaction with the multimedia program, and
satisfaction with the informed consent process.

The preproduction assessment phase of this study identified the
limitations of the conventional PICC informed consent process
and supported the need for a PtDA to supplement the consent
process [10]. Main limitations were related to the use of an
outdated consent form that also did not include necessary
information about the procedure definition, steps of the
procedure, complications, and patient role in the safety of a
PICC. Observing the current informed consent processrevealed
spending ashort period in the process; availability of distraction
during the discussion; not considering the patient comfort level,
which may affect patient readiness to engage in a discussion;
and inadequacy of the information discussed with the patients.
Almost 90% to 95% of the observed processes missed discussing
the health care team role and the patient role in the care and
safety of aPICC during hospitalization. During the observations,
we also found that patients ask questions about content that was
already discussed by the vascular accessteam during the consent
process. This may (1) reflect the shortcomings of the current
process (ie, workload-related factors such as not spending
enough time to discuss the procedure with the patient, or
patient-related factors that affect comprehension such as pain
and discomfort), (2) support the need for a self-paced resource
such as multimedia PtDA available to patients when needed,
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or (3) suggest that the medical conditions of some patients in
the ICUs and ACUs might be a barrier for patient engagement
in the consent process [34], which advocates for the need to
engage a proxy in the informed consent process [35].

Although patientswere satisfied with the current consent process
and believed they have sufficient knowledge about the
procedure, associated risks and their role in the safety of the
procedure and risks and complications about the procedure were
the items with the lowest scores in the knowledge recall
guestionnaire. These results further support the need for a
self-paced tool to better inform patients about the procedure.

MultimediaPtDA tools can be delivered to patientsusing DV Ds,
iPads, or directing the patient to an authenticated or
unauthenticated website or patient portal where theinformation
is stored on the health care setting internet or intranet [36]. In
this study, we delivered the program using the | nteractive Patient
Care solution GetWell Inpatient. The system is integrated into
our workflow since 2014 and is used to push many educational
videos and multimedia programsto patientsin addition to other
purposes. The main benefits of using GetWell Inpatient are the
ability of the patients to review the information at the point of
care, when needed, as many times as needed, and to engage
their familiesin the process, and the ability of the EMR to track
the use of educational videos and multimedia programs by the
patients.

Multimedia PtDAs are effective tool sto engage patientsin care
processes and treatment options. Cost is one of the factors that
may limit the production and utilization of multimedia PtDAs
[3]. The costs associated with producing a multimedia PtDA
vary with some contributing factors to include availability of
expertise, video length, recording location (hospital environment
versus studio), number of still images, and additional graphic
enhancements. The filming time of our PICC PtDA (setting up,
lighting, shooting, breaking down, etc) for both the English and
Spanish versions to include B-roll was a total of 14.5 hours.
Pre- and filming time periods were approximately 30 to 40
hours. The total cost associated with filming the PICC PtDA
was approximately US $7800. The entire project took 15 months
to complete, from January 2017, to March 2018.

Implications

The methodol ogy we used to reform the consent process of the
PICC includes essential steps that can be used to reform the
informed consent process for any therapeutic procedurein other
health care settings. These steps include:

« assembling amultidisciplinary change team with a change
in authority

« articulating aclear vision

« conducting a comprehensive literature search about the
procedure and multimedia apps

« rigorous assessment of the limitations of the current
informed consent process, policies, and practices

« writing ascript that is based on national guides, limitations
of current process, and recent literature

« engaging patients in the evaluation of the current process
and proposed change
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- engaging al cliniciansresponsiblefor obtaining the consent
for the procedure

- using credible guides and frameworks to guide the process

- using credible tools (ie, AHRQ's Patient Education
Materials Assessment Tool Audio and Video) for
assessment

+ maintaining consistency across the informed consent
document, multimedia app, and policies.

The evaluation process we used was robust and comprehensive
to include observing the current process, assessing the
perceptions of the vascular access team members about the
limitations of the current process, ng patients’ satisfaction
with the current process and their attitude toward the use of
multimedia programs, and evaluating patients level of
knowledge recall and retention about the procedure. The group
of patients who was engaged in the eval uation processwas from
different genders, educational levels, and race or ethnic groups.

Many factors may support the success of the betatesting of our
program in the future. First, the improvement opportunity to
make the informed consent an informed choice was a priority
that was supported by the organization leadership. Second, all
stakehol ders (leaders, clinicians, and patients) were engaged in
the change process. Third, the hospital has sufficient
infrastructure for multimedia production. Fourth, GetWell
Inpatient allowed seamless integration of the program and
tracking of its use. Finally, our PtDA empowered patients by
highlighting patients' rolein the safety and care of aPICC line.

The JC requires informed consent to be clear, comprehensive,
and engaging. Time pressureisamajor challengeto provide an
informed consent. Well-designed PtDAs empower patients to
make informed decision about treatment options, reduce
variation in practice; standardize the amount, quality, and clarity
of the information provided; and provide critically ill patients
the choice to review the information at times convenient to
them, taking into consideration their readinessto learn.
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Limitations

Although we followed a rigorous method to assess the need to
reform the PICC consent process and to create and alpha test
the PICC PtDA, there are some limitations that need to be
considered. First, our patient sample used in the preproduction
phase was limited to 30. Engaging more patients might provide
additional insight into the limitations of the current PICC
consent process that need to be considered when reforming the
process. Second, athough ethnicity was amost equally
distributed among non-Hispanic and Hispanic patients for all
patients who participated in the preproduction assessment and
those who reviewed the script, the patients who reviewed the
script indicated English astheir preferred language and therefore
reviewed the English version of the program. The beta testing
may reveal additional insight for the Spanish version of the
program. Third, the IP-SDM model emphasizes the role of
family in the decision-making process; however, only few family
members were engaged in theinitial assessment of this process
because many were not available. Some of our findings suggest
engaging proxy or family members to help patients in the
decision-making processin ICUs and ACUs.

Conclusions

PtDAs are recommended tools to supplement the informed
consent process for treatment procedures. A systematic
development of PtDASs for nonurgent invasive procedures can
eliminate many limitationsin the conventional consent process
by ensuring comprehensive, standardized, and
easy-to-comprehend information about the procedure and
treatment options and by providing sufficient time for the
patients to reflect on the information. To be effective,
multimedia PtDAs should follow a systematic, evidence-based,
and rigorous approach in the devel opment, implementation, and
eva uation processes. Including key stakeholders such asleaders,
clinicians, and patients is fundamental for the success of these
tools.

This project was funded by the University Health System’s Center for Clinical Excellence and the University of Texas Health
School of Nursing. The role of the funding sources was limited to providing financial support for the conduct of the research.
Sponsors were not involved in study design, collection, analysis or interpretation of data, writing of manuscript, or the decision
to submit the paper for publication.

Conflictsof I nterest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Number of patients who correctly answered questions in the knowledge recall and knowledge retention questionnaires (N=30
patients).

[PDE File (Adobe PDF File), 64K B-Multimedia Appendix 1]

References

1.  Shoemaker S, Brach C. AHRQ. Implementation Guide for AHRQ's Making Informed Consent an Informed Choice Training
Modules URL : https://www.ahrg.gov/professional /systems/hospital /inf ormedchoi ce/i nf ormed-impl ementati on-guide.html
[accessed 2018-01-15] [WebCite Cache ID mainframephp]

http://www.researchprotocols.org/2018/12/€10709/ JMIR Res Protoc 2018 | vol. 7 | iss. 12| €10709 | p. 11

(page number not for citation purposes)


https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v7i12e10709_app1.pdf&filename=5909b92006ecfd36ceb8ad8ab55a3ccd.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v7i12e10709_app1.pdf&filename=5909b92006ecfd36ceb8ad8ab55a3ccd.pdf
https://www.ahrq.gov/professionals/systems/hospital/informedchoice/informed-implementation-guide.html
http://www.webcitation.org/

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

JMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS Sowan et &

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

The Joint Commission (2016). Informed consent: More than getting a signature URL : https://www.jointcommission.org/
assets/1/23/Quick_Safety Issue Twenty-One February 2016.pdf[WebCite Cache ID 73ctPT8bp]

Trenaman L, Bryan S, Bansback N. The cost-effectiveness of patient decision aids: a systematic review. Healthc (Amst)
2014 Dec;2(4):251-257. [doi: 10.1016/j.hjdsi.2014.09.002] [Medline: 26250632]

Stacey D, Légaré F, Col NF, Bennett CL, Barry MJ, Eden KB, et al. Decision aids for people facing health treatment or
screening decisions. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2014 Jan 28(1):CD001431. [doi: 10.1002/14651858.CD001431.pub4]
[Medline: 24470076]

Wollinger C, Hirnschall N, Findl O. Computer-based tutorial to enhance the quality and efficiency of theinformed-consent
process for cataract surgery. J Cataract Refract Surg 2012 Apr;38(4):655-659. [doi: 10.1016/j.jcrs.2011.10.038] [Medline:
22440436]

Palmer BW, Harmell AL, Dunn LB, Kim SY, Pinto LL, Golshan S, et al. Multimedia Aided Consent for Alzheimer's
Disease Research. Clin Gerontol 2018;41(1):20-32. [doi: 10.1080/07317115.2017.1373177] [Medline: 29182458]

Antal H, Bunnell HT, McCahan SM, Pennington C, Wysocki T, Blake KV. A cognitive approach for design of amultimedia
informed consent video and website in pediatric research. J Biomed Inform 2017 Dec;66:248-258 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/}.jbi.2017.01.011] [Medline: 28109951]

Elwyn G, O'Connor AM, Bennett C, Newcombe RG, Poaliti M, Durand M, et a. Assessing the quality of decision support
technologies using the International Patient Decision Aid Standards instrument (IPDASI). PL0S One 2009;4(3):e4705
[EREE Full text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0004705] [Medline: 19259269]

Ihrig A, Herzog W, Huber CG, Hadaschik B, Pahernik S, Hohenfellner M, et al. Multimedia support in preoperative patient
education for radical prostatectomy: the physicians point of view. Patient Educ Couns 2012 May;87(2):239-242. [doi:
10.1016/j.pec.2011.08.014] [Medline: 21945598]

Tipotsch-MacaSM, VarsitsRM, Ginzel C, Vecsei-Marlovits PV. Effect of amultimedia-assisted informed consent procedure
on theinformation gain, satisfaction, and anxiety of cataract surgery patients. J Cataract Refract Surg 2016 Jan;42(1):110-116.
[doi: 10.1016/j.jcrs.2015.08.019] [Medline: 26948785]

Coulter A, Stilwell D, Kryworuchko J, Mullen PD, Ng CJ, van der Weijden T. A systematic development processfor patient
decision aids. BMC Med Inform Decis Mak 2013;13(Suppl 2):S2 [EREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1472-6947-13-S2-S2]
[Medline: 24625093]

Marshall D. What is multimedia?. Cardiff, Wales: School of Computer Science & Informatics, Cardiff University; 2001.
URL: https://users.cs.cf.ac.uk/Dave.Marshall/Multimedia/nodel10.html [accessed 2018-01-15] [WebCite Cache ID
6yPEpIABQ]

Batuyong ED, Jowett AJ, Wickramasinghe N, Beischer AD. Using multimedia to enhance the consent process for bunion
correction surgery. ANZ J Surg 2014 Apr;84(4):249-254. [doi: 10.1111/ans.12534] [Medline: 24812709]

Hoppe DJ, Denkers M, Hoppe FM, Wong IH. The use of video before arthroscopic shoulder surgery to enhance patient
recall and satisfaction: arandomized-controlled study. J Shoulder Elbow Surg 2014 Jun;23(6):€134-e139. [doi:
10.1016/j.js2.2013.09.008] [Medline: 24295838]

Lin YK, Chen CW, Lee WC, Cheng YC, Lin TY, Lin CJ, et a. Educational video-assisted versus conventional informed
consent for trauma-rel ated debridement surgery: a parallel group randomized controlled trial. BMC Med Ethics 2018 Mar
09;19(1):23 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s12910-018-0264-7] [Medline: 29523129]

Cornoiu A, Beischer AD, Donnan L, Graves S, de Steiger R. Multimedia patient education to assist the informed consent
process for knee arthroscopy. ANZ J Surg 2011 Mar;81(3):176-180. [doi: 10.1111/j.1445-2197.2010.05487.x] [Medline:
21342392]

Brandel MG, Reid CM, Parmeshwar N, Dobke MK, Gosman AA.. Efficacy of a procedure-specific education module on
informed consent in plastic surgery. Ann Plast Surg 2017 May;78(5):S225-S228. [doi: 10.1097/SAP.0000000000000970]
[Medline: 28118228]

Brega A, Barnard J, Mabachi N. AHRQ. AHRQ health literacy universal precautionstoolkit, Second Edition URL : https:/
/www.ahrg.gov/sites/defaul t/fil es/publications/files/healthlittoolkit2 3.pdf [accessed 2018-01-15] [WebCite Cache ID
6yPFoZddF]

Shoemaker S, Wolf M, Brach C. AHRQ. The Patient Education Materials Assessment Tool (PEMAT) and User's Guide
URL: https://www.ahrg.gov/sites/defaul t/files/publications/files/pemat_guide.pdf [accessed 2018-01-16] [WebCite Cache
ID 6yPG4D2N9]

Légaré F, Stacey D, Pouliot S, Gauvin F, Desroches S, Kryworuchko J, et al. Interprofessionalism and shared decision-making
in primary care: a stepwise approach towards a new model. J Interprof Care 2011 Jan;25(1):18-25 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.3109/13561820.2010.490502] [Medline: 20795835]

International Patient Decision Aid Standards (IPDAS) Collaboration (2005). IPDAS 2005: Criteria for judging the quality
of patient decision aids. URL : http://ipdas.ohri.calipdas _checklist.pdf [accessed 2018-01-16] [WebCite Cache | D 6yPGglBuU]
Sowan AK. Multimedia applications in nursing curriculum: the process of producing streaming videos for medication
administration skills. Int JMed Inform 2014 Jul;83(7):529-535. [doi: 10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2014.04.004] [Medline: 24840676]
American Society of Anesthesiologists Task Force on Central Venous Access, Rupp SM, Apfelbaum JL, Blitt C, Caplan
RA, ConnisRT, et al. Practice guidelines for central venous access: areport by the American Society of Anesthesiologists

http://www.researchprotocols.org/2018/12/€10709/ JMIR Res Protoc 2018 | vol. 7 | iss. 12| 10709 | p. 12

(page number not for citation purposes)


https://www.jointcommission.org/assets/1/23/Quick_Safety_Issue_Twenty-One_February_2016.pdf 
https://www.jointcommission.org/assets/1/23/Quick_Safety_Issue_Twenty-One_February_2016.pdf 
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            73ctPT8bp
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.hjdsi.2014.09.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26250632&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD001431.pub4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24470076&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2011.10.038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22440436&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07317115.2017.1373177
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29182458&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1532-0464(17)30011-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2017.01.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28109951&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0004705
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0004705
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19259269&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2011.08.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21945598&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrs.2015.08.019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26948785&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcmedinformdecismak.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1472-6947-13-S2-S2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1472-6947-13-S2-S2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24625093&dopt=Abstract
https://users.cs.cf.ac.uk/Dave.Marshall/Multimedia/node10.html
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPEpIABQ
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPEpIABQ
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ans.12534
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24812709&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jse.2013.09.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24295838&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcmedethics.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12910-018-0264-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12910-018-0264-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29523129&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1445-2197.2010.05487.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21342392&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/SAP.0000000000000970
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28118228&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ahrq.gov/sites/default/files/publications/files/healthlittoolkit2_3.pdf
https://www.ahrq.gov/sites/default/files/publications/files/healthlittoolkit2_3.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPFoZddF
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPFoZddF
https://www.ahrq.gov/sites/default/files/publications/files/pemat_guide.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPG4D2N9
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPG4D2N9
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/20795835
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/13561820.2010.490502
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20795835&dopt=Abstract
http://ipdas.ohri.ca/ipdas_checklist.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPGgIBuU
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2014.04.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24840676&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS Sowan et &

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

35.

36.

Task Force on Central Venous Access. Anesthesiology 2012 Mar;116(3):539-573. [doi: 10.1097/ALN.0b013e31823c9569]
[Medline: 22307320]

Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologiesin Health. 2015. Extension tubing changes for peripherally inserted central
catheters: areview of the clinical evidence and guidelines URL: https://www.cadth.ca/

extensi on-tubing-changes-peripheral ly-inserted-central -catheters-review-clinical -evidence-and [accessed 2018-01-16)]
[WebCite Cache ID 6yPII5sdh]

Department of Health. 2015. Guideline: Peripherally inserted central venous catheters (PICC) URL: https.//www.
health.qgld.gov.au/publications/clini cal - practi ce/guidelines-procedures/di seases-infecti on/governance/icare-picc-guideline.
pdf [accessed 2018-01-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6yPJOQAPY]

ChopraV, Flanders SA, Saint S, Woller SC, O'Grady NP, Safdar N, Michigan Appropriateness Guide for Intravenouse
Catheters (MAGIC) Panel. The Michigan Appropriateness Guide for Intravenous Catheters (MGIC): results from a
multispecialty panel using the RAND/UCLA appropriateness method. Ann Intern Med 2015 Sep 15;163(6 Suppl):S1-40.
[doi: 10.7326/M15-0744] [Medline: 26369828]

O'Grady N, Alexander M, Burn N. CDC Guidelinesfor the Prevention of Intravascular Catheter-Related I nfections. Atlanta,
GA: Centersfor Disease Control and Prevention; 2011. URL : http://www.cdc.gov/hicpac/pdf/guidelines/bsi-guidelines-2011.
pdf [accessed 2018-01-16] [WebCite Cache ID 6yPJAZG6K]

Gorski L, Hadaway L, Hagle M, McGoldrick M, Orr M, Doellman D. Infusion Therapy standards of practice. J Infus Nurs
2016;39(1S) [FREE Full text]

ChopraV, Kaatz S, Grant P, Swaminathan L, Boldenow T, Conlon A, et al. Risk of venous thromboembolism following
peripherally inserted central catheter exchange: an analysis of 23,000 hospitalized patients. Am JMed 2018
Jun;131(6):651-660. [doi: 10.1016/j.amjmed.2018.01.017] [Medline: 29408616]

Johnston AJ, Bishop SM, Martin L, See TC, Streater CT. Defining peripherally inserted central catheter tip position and
an evaluation of insertions in one unit. Anaesthesia 2013 May;68(5):484-491 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/anae.12188]
[Medline: 23488895]

Herc E, Patel P, Washer LL, Conlon A, Flanders SA, Chopra V. A model to predict central-line-associated bloodstream
infection among patients with peripherally inserted central catheters: the MPC score. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol 2017
Oct;38(10):1155-1166. [doi: 10.1017/ice.2017.167] [Medline: 28807074]

ChopraV, Kaatz S, Conlon A, Paje D, Grant PJ, RogersMA, et al. The Michigan Risk Scoreto predict peripherally inserted
central catheter-associated thrombosis. J Thromb Haemost 2017 Dec;15(10):1951-1962. [doi: 10.1111/jth.13794] [Medline:
28796444]

Grau D, Clarivet B, Lotthé A, Bommart S, Parer S. Complicationswith peripherally inserted central catheters (PICCs) used
in hospitalized patients and outpatients: a prospective cohort study. Antimicrob Resist Infect Control 2017;6:18 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s13756-016-0161-0] [Medline: 28149507]

Chenaud C, Merlani P, Luyasu S, Ricou B. Informed consent for research obtained during the intensive care unit stay. Crit
Care 2006;10(6):R170 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/cc5120] [Medline: 17156444]

Davis N, Pohiman A, Gehlbach B, Kress JB, McAtee J, Herlitz J, et a. Improving the process of informed consent in the
critically ill. JAm Med Assoc 2003 Apr 16;289(15):1963-1968. [doi: 10.1001/jama.289.15.1963] [Medline: 12697799]
Dolan JG, Veazie PJ. Balance sheets versus decision dashboards to support patient treatment choices: acomparative analysis.
Patient 2015 Dec;8(6):499-505 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s40271-015-0111-6] [Medline: 25618789]

Abbreviations

ACUs: acute care units

AHRQ: Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality
EMR: electronic medical record

HL7: hedthlevel 7

ICUs: intensive care units

IPDAS: International Patient Decision Aid Standards
IP-SDM: Interprofessional -Shared Decision-Making
IRB: institutional review board

IT: information technology

JC: Joint Commission

PICC: peripherally inserted central venous catheter
PtDA: patient decision aids

http://www.researchprotocols.org/2018/12/e10709/ JMIR Res Protoc 2018 | vol. 7 | iss. 12| 10709 | p. 13

(page number not for citation purposes)


http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0b013e31823c9569
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22307320&dopt=Abstract
https://www.cadth.ca/extension-tubing-changes-peripherally-inserted-central-catheters-review-clinical-evidence-and
https://www.cadth.ca/extension-tubing-changes-peripherally-inserted-central-catheters-review-clinical-evidence-and
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPIl5sdh
https://www.health.qld.gov.au/publications/clinical-practice/guidelines-procedures/diseases-infection/governance/icare-picc-guideline.pdf
https://www.health.qld.gov.au/publications/clinical-practice/guidelines-procedures/diseases-infection/governance/icare-picc-guideline.pdf
https://www.health.qld.gov.au/publications/clinical-practice/guidelines-procedures/diseases-infection/governance/icare-picc-guideline.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPJ0QAP7
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/M15-0744
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26369828&dopt=Abstract
http://www.cdc.gov/hicpac/pdf/guidelines/bsi-guidelines-2011.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/hicpac/pdf/guidelines/bsi-guidelines-2011.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6yPJAZG6k
https://owa.uthscsa.edu/owa/auth/logon.aspx?url=https%3a%2f%2fowa.uthscsa.edu%2fowa%2fredir.aspx%23REF%3dUyBKDCSqhRHj38T45zetk7118lP0FLdiqusabSqbxyYxk6RRlpnVCAFodHRwOi8vd3d3LndlYmNpdGF0aW9uLm9yZy82eVBQOUNDSXE&reason=0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amjmed.2018.01.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29408616&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/anae.12188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/anae.12188
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23488895&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/ice.2017.167
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28807074&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jth.13794
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28796444&dopt=Abstract
https://aricjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13756-016-0161-0
https://aricjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13756-016-0161-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13756-016-0161-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28149507&dopt=Abstract
https://ccforum.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/cc5120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/cc5120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17156444&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.289.15.1963
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12697799&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25618789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40271-015-0111-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25618789&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

JMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS Sowan et &

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 05.04.18; peer-reviewed by A Hoffman, JD Robinson; commentsto author 03.08.18; revised version
received 23.08.18; accepted 24.09.18; published 18.12.18

Please cite as:

Sowan AK, Beraya AR, Carrola A, Reed CC, Matthews SV, Moodley T

Developing, Implementing, and Evaluating a Multimedia Patient Decision Aid Program to Reform the Informed Consent Process of
a Peripherally Inserted Central Venous Catheter Procedure: Protocol for Quality Improvement

JMIR Res Protoc 2018;7(12):€10709

URL: http://www.researchprotocols.org/2018/12/€10709/

doi: 10.2196/10709

PMID: 30563812

©Azizeh Khaled Sowan, ArlienitaR Beraya, Adrian Carrola, Charles C Reed, Sherrie V Matthews, Tarryn Moodley. Originaly
published in IMIR Research Protocols (http://www.researchprotocols.org), 18.12.2018. Thisis 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 IMIR 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.

http://www.researchprotocols.org/2018/12/€10709/ JMIR Res Protoc 2018 | vol. 7 | iss. 12| 10709 | p. 14
(page number not for citation purposes)

RenderX


http://www.researchprotocols.org/2018/12/e10709/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/10709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30563812&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

