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Abstract

Background: Older adults with cognitive impairment have more emergency department visits and 30-day readmissions and
are more likely to die after visiting the emergency department than people without cognitive impairment. Emergency department
providers frequently do not identify cognitive impairment. Use of cognitive screening tools, along with better understanding of
root causes for emergency department visits, could equip health care teams with the knowledge needed to develop individually
tailored care management strategies for post–emergency department care. By identifying and directly addressing patients’ and
informal caregivers’ (or care partners’) psychosocial and health care needs, such strategies could reduce the need for repeat acute
care. We have used the terms “caregiver” and “care partner” interchangeably.

Objective: We aimed to describe the protocol for a randomized controlled trial of a new care management intervention, the
Program of Intensive Support in Emergency Departments for Care Partners of Cognitively Impaired Patients (POISED) trial,
compared with usual care. We described the research design, intervention, outcome measures, data collection techniques, and
analysis plans.

Methods: Emergency department patients who were aged ≥75 years and screened positive for cognitive impairment via either
the Mini-Cog or the proxy-reported Short Informant Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly, with a planned discharge
to home, were recruited to participate with their identified informal (family or friend) caregiver in the 2-site POISED randomized
controlled trial at New York University Langone Health and Indiana University. The intervention group received 6 months of
care management from the POISED Care Team of registered nurses and specialty-trained paraprofessionals, who perform root
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cause analyses, administer standardized assessments, provide advice, recommend appropriate referrals, and, when applicable,
implement dementia-specific comorbid condition protocols. The control group received care as recommended at emergency
department discharge (usual care) and were given information about resources for further cognitive assessment. The primary
outcome is repeat emergency department use; secondary outcomes include caregiver activation for patient health care management,
caregiver depression, anxiety, and experience of social support as important predisposing and time-varying enabling and need
characteristics. Data were collected from questionnaires and patients’ electronic health records.

Results: Recruitment was conducted between March 2018 and May 2021. Study findings will be published in peer-reviewed
journals and presented to peer audiences, decision makers, stakeholders, and other interested persons.

Conclusions: The POISED intervention is a promising approach to tailoring care management based on root causes for emergency
department admission of patients with cognitive impairment with the aim of reducing readmissions. This trial will provide insights
for caregivers and emergency department and primary care providers on appropriate, personalized, and proactive treatment plans
for older adults with cognitive impairment. The findings will be relevant to audiences concerned with quality of life for individuals
with cognitive impairment and their caregivers.

Trial Registration: ClinicalTrials.gov NCT03325608; https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT03325608

International Registered Report Identifier (IRRID): DERR1-10.2196/36607

(JMIR Res Protoc 2022;11(10):e36607) doi: 10.2196/36607
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Introduction

Background
An emergency department visit can be a “sentinel event” for an
older adult; the need for urgent attention may signal a potentially
serious new problem or failure in managing a chronic condition
[1-3]. Although the presenting symptoms and medically related
precipitation of acute decompensation are the focus for
emergency department care, emergency departments do not
typically deploy standardized strategies to uncover or address
psychosocial and environmental underlying conditions, or
patients’ unmet needs or care process precipitants, including
lifestyle or care factors that may be root causes of the need for
acute care in older people. These root causes can include
unrecognized cognitive impairment (often caused by Alzheimer
disease or Alzheimer disease–related disorders) that increases
the risk or impact of an injury or illness, unmet needs of
caregivers, or an unsatisfactory home situation. We use the term,
“caregiver” for someone (family or friend) we assume is giving
care and “care partner” for someone (family or friend) where
we do not make that assumption. Older adults visit emergency
departments more frequently than younger adults and are more
likely to experience adverse events after discharge [4]. They
tend to present with greater acuity and clinical complexity,
remain longer in the emergency department, and require more
care coordination at discharge [5]. Older adults are also at
greater risk of readmission and death after emergency
department discharge; 20% of the older adults are readmitted
and approximately 20% die within the first 3 months [6-8].
Risks are magnified by cognitive impairment in addition to
age-related influences on symptom presentation and multiple
comorbid conditions [9], polypharmacy [10], and higher risk
of adverse drug events with increasing age [11,12]; presenting
complaints and history may be vague or distorted by its effects
on thinking, memory, and communication. As most emergency
department physicians have little geriatric training, they may
lack the expertise and skills to deal with these challenges and

feel less comfortable caring for older than younger patients [13],
increasing the potential for diagnostic errors and ineffective or
inappropriate discharge plans [6,14]. Typical emergency
department discharge plans do not account for the clinical
complexity that is common in this patient group or organize
effective follow-up for conditions not perceived as directly
related to the visit, nor do they specifically address cognitive
impairment or the help caregivers may need. Attention to
recognizing and mitigating the risk of repeat emergency
department visits is also not usual practice, and widely adopted
care transition programs developed by Coleman [15] and Naylor
[16] have not been adapted specifically for cognitively impaired
patients or for the emergency department. Although some
emergency department discharge approaches, such as follow-up
phone calls, have had some success, they lack specificity for
cognitively impaired individuals, cover only brief periods of
follow-up [17], and do not target root causes [18].

Cognitive impairment is present in an estimated 25% to 40%
of older patients in the emergency department [19-22] and is
grossly underrecognized [20] as it is in primary care practice
[23,24]. Affected individuals are at risk for poor disease
management and accidental injuries that require acute care, and
multiple comorbid conditions are common. In a study of
emergency department use at Eskenazi Health (a site for this
study), people with dementia had the highest mean number of
comorbidities (mean 8, SD 2.5) of any patient subgroup, and
their emergency department presentation was likely to be
conditioned by this complexity [25]. In addition, caregivers
may use the emergency department as a source of respite or
general medical care that would be better provided in a different
setting [26]. Importantly, emergency department use by people
with cognitive impairment can signal unmet needs for treating
ambulatory sensitive conditions or continuous medical
management, for coaching or support for their caregivers at
home, or for deployment of community-based services to sustain
care in the home setting. Emergency departments are typically
not equipped to identify reasons for visits owing to cognitive
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impairment or unmet caregiver needs. Therefore, identifying
cognitive impairment in the emergency department, coupled
with planned postdischarge care management of associated
medical and lifestyle risks, is clinically important and could
mitigate the need for future emergency department care.

Most daily care needs of people with clinically significant
cognitive impairment living in the community are provided for
by unpaid caregivers, usually family or friends [27]. Caregivers
report more emotional [28] and physical stress, more hours per
week spent providing care, less time for themselves and other
families, and had more work-related problems than caregivers
of persons with noncognitive (physical) impairments [29]. In
addition, emergency department use is associated with caregiver
depression and care recipient functional, behavioral, and
psychological symptoms [29,30]. Concerns about the needs of
caregivers of persons with cognitive impairment, including
dementia, have motivated the development of dementia care
management programs [31,32], adult day centers, and
community support services for people living with dementia
and their caregivers. However, such programs do not focus
specifically on high-risk or high-need patients, may not engage
caregivers in health care management or even see them as
partners with clinicians in managing overall medical care, or
recognize the need for emergency department or other acute
care as a possible signal of unmet needs. Although the patient
is in the emergency department, purposeful identification of
caregivers, who play indispensable roles in carrying out
postdischarge care plans and assuring follow-up once the patient
leaves the acute care setting, can occur only if cognitive
impairment is first detected.

Our research team includes experienced investigators (JC, SB,
NRF, KIC, CRG, and MAB) who have conducted trials of
dementia detection and implemented dementia-specific
collaborative care management programs. Our team also
includes emergency department providers and international
experts in psychosocial support for dementia caregivers and
demonstrated an association between caregiver support and
long-term reductions in nursing home placement [33]. We apply
a method initially developed outside of health care—root cause
analysis—to uncover potentially remediable but unrecognized
factors that lead to emergency department visits. The goal is to
inform and implement preventive, person-centered care
strategies that may reduce the need for further emergency
department care. This intervention is the first of its kind to
determine the root causes of emergency department visits for
patients who screen positive for cognitive impairment and
provide tailored support for caregivers and patients (dyads) in
post–emergency department care. In this study, we report the
protocol for a randomized controlled trial of the care
management intervention, Program of Intensive Support in
Emergency Departments for Care Partners of Cognitively
Impaired Patients (POISED) trial. POISED is the first
caregiver-based intervention to look for and intervene on hidden
factors that may contribute to emergency department visits
among older people living with cognitive impairment.

Objectives
We aim to report the protocol for the design, implementation,
and evaluation of a care management intervention, POISED,
compared with usual care. The specific aims of this study are
as follows:

1. To test whether the POISED intervention will reduce
patients’ recurrent acute care use over 6 months when
compared with post–emergency department care for dyads
not receiving POISED. We hypothesize that rates of
recurrent acute care use over 6 months will be lower for
patients whose family caregivers participate in POISED.

2. To test whether the 6-month POISED intervention will
activate family care partners to improve management of
care recipients’ health care at 3 and 6 months compared
with post–emergency department care without POISED.
We hypothesize that POISED will increase family caregiver
activation in managing the health care of patients.

3. To test whether POISED will improve care partner
psychosocial outcomes compared with post–emergency
department care without POISED at 3 and 6 months. We
hypothesize that caregiver depression, anxiety, and
experience of social support will improve more for
caregivers who are enrolled in POISED than for those
referred to other care management programs.

Methods

Trial Design
This is a 2-site single-blind randomized clinical trial. The
randomized trial of the POISED intervention is conducted in 2
cities, New York City, New York, and Indianapolis, Indiana,
and in the emergency departments of their respective academic
institutions: New York University Langone Health and Indiana
University Health and Eskenazi Health. Both emergency
departments are academic teaching facilities used to participate
in clinical trials. Both have multiple sites, which are in
predominantly urban and racially diverse environments.
Although these were the locations for recruitment, study
procedures following consent occurred outside of the emergency
department environment.

The 6-month intervention is led by the POISED Care Team,
consisting of a registered nurse (the care manager) and a
specially trained paraprofessional (care manager associate),
who administer structured assessments and perform root cause
analysis. These initial assessments are used to prepare the care
management team with a comprehensive understanding of the
problems leading to the emergency department visits and are
the basis for creating a personalized, structured dyadic outpatient
care management plan to address the needs of both patients and
caregivers. The intervention is delivered via telephone or in
person.

Participants
Patients in the emergency department, at New York University
Langone Health and Indiana University Health and Eskenazi
Health, aged ≥75 years, who screened positive for cognitive
impairment and had a planned discharge to home, were recruited
to participate with their identified informal care partner.
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Potential participants were excluded if they lacked consent
capacity and had no identified care partner, or were likely to be
admitted to an inpatient service. Care partners were those
persons who self-identified or were identified by the patient in
the emergency department as the person most likely to assist
with day-to-day activities if needed. Care partners had to (1) be
English- or Spanish-speaking, (2) be able to speak by telephone,
(3) have adequate hearing, (4) be at least 21 years old, and (5)
demonstrate capacity to consent. If they did not meet all 5
criteria, they were excluded.

Procedure
This noninvasive health service intervention included cognitive
screening administered by research staff at any point during
their emergency department admission, which was inclusive of
being in an observation unit. Each potential participant was
screened with one of two screening tools: the Mini-Cog [34],
for patients who could be interviewed directly, or the Short
Informant Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly
[35-37], given to their family care partner. A score of ≤3/5 on
the Mini-Cog [38,39] or >3.4 on the Short Informant
Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly (for those
who could not complete the Mini-Cog [35-37]) was used to
identify impairment. After identifying patients with probable
cognitive impairment, the research staff approached them and
offered participation to them and their care partners. When
feasible, the research staff then conducted a baseline assessment
in the emergency department or scheduled a baseline telephone
interview with the care partner as soon as possible after
discharge (preferably within 48 hours). Patients and care partners
(dyads) were the unit of randomization to either POISED or
usual care. Follow-up assessment surveys will occur at 3 and 6
months after baseline.

The POISED Model

Overview
The POISED model is designed to maximize effectiveness,
improve clinical outcomes, enhance family caregivers’ skills
in both self-management and health care management for the
care recipient (ie, both members of the dyad), and to maximize
their coping behaviors. The model is designed to promote
reproducibility and has 3 main overlapping phases: the initial
assessment phase, the collaborative care plan development
phase, and ongoing collaborative care management.

Conceptual Framework
The POISED intervention was adapted from the Behavioral
Model for Vulnerable Populations [40] originating from the
Andersen behavioral model of health service use [41]. We
reframed the “vulnerable” domain characteristics (Figure 1) as
those particularly relevant to individuals with cognitive
impairment that may substantially affect service use. These
include predisposing factors, such as the care partner
relationship (eg, spouse, child, or friend) with the care recipient,
type and severity of cognitive impairment, and behavioral
complications; enabling factors, such as care partner activation
for health care management of the care recipient, in-home
support resources, adequacy of the caregiving social network
of family and friends); and need factors, such as specific
treatment related to the care recipient’s acute health conditions
or lack of access to medication. The POISED intervention
targets these basic factors and dementia-specific factors,
including knowledge about dementia and other chronic comorbid
conditions, social networks (mobilizing family and friends) and
support, and perceptions about health states. Dementia-specific
characteristics we targeted included care partner psychological
factors, effective patient and care partner self-management skills
(the foundation of optimal management of chronic diseases),
health system navigation skills, and health perceptions.

Figure 1. Conceptual model. ADRD: Alzheimer disease/Alzheimer Disease–Related Disorders; CG: caregiver; CR: care recipient; POISED: Program
of Intensive Support in Emergency Departments for Care Partners of Cognitively Impaired Patients. Please refer to Table 1 for a more detailed list of
measured factors within each category.

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 10 | e36607 | p. 4https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
(page number not for citation purposes)

Chodosh et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

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


Core Strategies: Basis for Program Components
The POISED model components were motivated by dementia
care quality standards as developed by the American Medical
Association Physician Consortium for Quality Practice-convened
Dementia Measures Work Group [42] and supplemented with
chronic disease management approaches primarily directed to
family caregivers. POISED components were derived from
several core strategies essential for successful care management:
(1) building connection and trust with dyads to increase
engagement; (2) using a shared decision-making framework to
establish goals that make sense to care partners, care managers,
and paraprofessional care manager associates; (3) using
structured, validated assessments that are comprehensive but
brief enough to limit care partner burden and increase scalability
for future translation; (4) increasing “on-demand” care partner
access to program resources; (5) ensuring flexibility in
relationships with primary care physicians in establishing
allocation of responsibility; and (6) ensuring minimum standards
of expertise that cover the range of biopsychosocial needs of
dyads through the use of interdisciplinary care management
teams.

Collaborative Management of Dementia Care
The burden of dementia can be reduced with collaborative
management of dementia care. In 2002, Boustani et al [43] at
Indiana University conducted a randomized controlled trial to
compare the efficacy of a collaborative care management
program for persons with dementia with the efficacy of
augmented usual care. Using the chronic care model framework
[44,45], this program used guideline-based biopsychosocial
interventions for patients with dementia and their family
caregivers (dyads). Intervention patients had significantly fewer
behavioral symptoms and showed a significant 18-month
improvement in depression [43]. A care management
intervention, Alzheimer’s Disease Collaborative Care for San
Diego Seniors, adapted a similar chronic care model framework
to deliver a collaborative dementia care program within primary
care and reduced dementia burden. On the basis of the mean
percentage of per-patient guideline adherence, care quality for
intervention group participants was better across 21 of the 23
guidelines; more dyads received community agency assistance,
including respite care, than dyads in usual care [31,32]. In
addition, a 3-year pragmatic cluster randomized telephone-only
administered dementia care management trial within a Medicare
Advantage plan improved care quality and caregiver confidence
[46]. These collaborative dementia care programs, with similar
chronic care model core components, were able to improve the
quality of care, quality of life, and the behavioral and
psychological symptoms of dementia among primary care
patients and their family caregivers. The model continues to be
spread in health systems for caregivers of patients already
recognized as having dementia [47-49].

Transitioning From Acute to Postacute Settings
The Care Transitions Intervention, tested and implemented in
>750 health care organizations in 40 states across the United
States [50], was developed to assist vulnerable older adults in
transitioning from acute to postacute settings and support
increasing the capacity of patients and family caregivers in

self-managing their care needs [50-52]. The Care Transitions
Intervention focuses on “Four Pillars” of patient
self-management: (1) medication management, (2) use of a
personal health record, (3) appropriate medical follow-up, and
(4) knowing how to identify and respond to a “red flag”
indicative of a worsening chronic condition. We applied these
strategies to the POISED intervention.

Preparation and Function of Care Manager Associates
Using paraprofessionals who are educated to support care
management activities drives workforce development and
ensures the scalability of the POISED model. Boustani et al
[49] translated the collaborative dementia and depression care
model into the Aging Brain Care Home funded by the Centers
for Medicare and Medicaid Services Innovation Center to serve
older adults in a safety net hospital system using care manager
associate paraprofessionals educated in older adult care and
screened for “caring.” Care manager associates are required to
possess specific attributes to be capable of delivering excellent
care: the ability to express caring, compassion, and empathy to
both care partners and care recipients [53].

POISED Intervention Description
The 6-month POISED care management intervention includes
up to 2 in-person home visits between the dyad and the care
manager and care manager associate (POISED Care Team),
after an in-emergency department or phone call assessment and
during the first 6 weeks after enrollment, supplemented by
weekly care manager associate calls for the first month,
twice-monthly calls during the second and third months, and
monthly calls for the following 3 months. Although home visits
are preferred, dyads remain in the intervention group even if all
contacts are telephonic. Additional phone calls are scheduled
with the care manager or care manager associate, as needed. A
personalized dyadic care plan, “Our Action Plan,” is prepared
and placed in a Care Partner Notebook (3-ring health care
binder) with appropriate disease-specific infographic educational
materials to teach skills for managing the dyad’s health needs
on a day-to-day basis. “Our Action Plan” is a collaborative list
of the care partner’s priority problems or goals (in care partner’s
own words), titles of infographics, and next steps for the care
partner and care manager to do. Care planning steps within the
POISED disease-specific infographic educational sheets are as
follows: (1) assess further; (2) inform by providing materials
and education; (3) teach problem-solving and self-management
or self-care; (4) make a clinical referral or follow-up
appointment with a clinician; and (5) offer resources within
New York University Langone Health or Indiana University
Health and Eskenazi Health, or community social services in
their respective regions. For clarity and usefulness, we prepared
colorful infographics about disease-specific management
designed to reflect the experience of caring for a person with
cognitive impairment and written at an eighth grade reading
level. The notebook also includes an “Introduction Letter,”
“POISED Care Team Contact Sheet,” and other documents such
as log sheets and an Advance Directive form, as appropriate.
Supervision for the POISED Care Team is provided in
twice-monthly team videoconferences with experienced
dementia specialist clinicians who may help clarify root causes
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and make other care management suggestions. Although
POISED is not embedded within the primary care context,
contact is made with the patient’s primary care provider when
necessary (eg, to share information relevant to medical
treatment).

Intervention Group

POISED Initial Assessment Phase
The POISED Care Team is structured to maximize the skill sets
of specialty-trained nurses functioning as care managers and
paraprofessionals in the role of care manager associates in a
collaborative model. The care manager and care manager
associate conduct a biopsychosocial needs assessment by phone
within 48 hours of emergency department discharge if not
possible during the emergency department stay. This assessment
includes a demographic and psychosocial interview focused on
achieving problem identification. The program uses standardized
assessment tools including “Managing Your Loved One’s
Health” for chronic disease management [54]. The care
manager’s interview also uses principles of root cause analysis
to better understand the events and potential causes leading to
the emergency department visit.

The POISED Care Team documents the initial and follow-up
visits, focuses on problem clarification, and reviews the
assessment findings, medical records, medication lists,
emergency department discharge plans, and pharmacist
consultation. The care manager also reviews any diagnostic
testing, any brain imaging results, and functional details of the
assessment to determine the presence or absence of a likely
dementia diagnosis, identifying any reversible and comorbid
conditions and, for complex cases, the need for referral for
further evaluation at either New York University Langone
Health’s or Indiana University Health’s or Eskenazi Health’s
well-developed dementia assessment centers. After reviewing
the findings from prior data and the first encounter, the care
manager and care manager associate create an initial plan and
identify areas needing further assessment at the first home visit
(within 2 weeks after enrollment). This visit enables the POISED
Care Team to conduct additional cognitive and functional
testing. In addition, the care manager uses the time to address
more sensitive issues that the care partner may be uncomfortable
discussing in the presence of the care recipient.

POISED Collaborative Care Plan Development Phase
This phase starts with the emergency department visit and
concludes with the second home visit by the POISED care team.
The goal of this phase is to create an individualized care plan
through the lens of cognitive impairment, which aligns with the
goals and capacities of the family care partner and care recipient.
After the initial assessment is completed, any urgent issues are
addressed, including consulting with the program geriatrician
and primary care physician as needed. The POISED care team
maps out a proposed care plan and schedules a second home
visit to review the findings, discuss identified problems, and
propose a collaborative plan of culturally sensitive interventions.
During the second home visit, this team reviews the identified
problem list, seeks input from the dyad on the continuing
relevance of this list, and prioritizes the most important

problems. From this consensus, the care manager discusses a
proposed plan of care and customizes interventions to the dyad;
explains the diagnosis, natural history, and the prognosis of
dementia as necessary; and implements medical care protocols
and connects patients and care partners to in-home services and
community resources as needed. The POISED care team
prepares and mails a personalized Care Partner 3-ring binder
and follows up with a phone call to explain the binder and
review materials with the care partner and patient, if able and
appropriate.

POISED Follow-up Phase
This phase continues throughout the 6-month intervention or
until the dyad is discharged from the program for reasons
stipulated (see the Criteria for Discharge From the POISED
Intervention section). During the follow-up phase, the POISED
care team (primarily the care manager associate) continues to
interact with the dyad by telephone, by video, by email, by fax,
by mail, or face to face at their home, demonstrating a
commitment to patient-centered care. The minimum amount of
care manager associate contact during this time is weekly for
the first month, twice-monthly calls during the second and third
months, and monthly calls for the final 3 months. Interaction
intensity is dictated by presenting needs and circumstances but
is set at this minimum to reflect an anticipated high level of
need. During these interactions, the care manager or care
manager associate answers questions generated from previous
visits, collects care recipient and care partner feedback, has the
care partner complete a brief assessment to identify the need
for specific care protocols, and facilitates care partner
participation in community services already available in either
the New York or Indianapolis areas. The care manager
reconciles medication and reviews medication adherence at the
initial and second home visit. Medication questions are referred
to the study pharmacist. Throughout the follow-up phase, the
team continues to work with the dyad, with contact with the
patient’s primary care provider as needed, to monitor,
implement, and adjust the individualized care plan. Referrals
are made to local support programs that include caregiver
support groups and respite care.

Root Cause Analysis of the Index Emergency
Department Visit
Both care manager and care manager associate members of the
POISED care team are well-versed in root cause analysis
strategies. Starting with the emergency department visit and
working backward in time, the team explores and identifies
problems or branch-point situations that progress to the need
for emergency department care. Using a logic tree as a
cause-and-effect approach to create a timeline of events leading
to emergency department visits [55] and asking the question,
“How could this occur?” or “Why?” based on the “five whys”
strategy [56], the POISED care team asks “why” for each
successive answer, starting with “Why did you come to the
emergency department?” Answers are applied to medical record
review looking for other possible triggers and opportunities for
intervention.
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POISED Care Team Support
Videoconference calls among the POISED care teams are
regularly scheduled (weekly to biweekly) during the study
period. These calls include at least one physician specializing
in dementia care and a dementia nurse specialist to offer
guidance on root cause analysis discussions of patients’
emergency department visits. The root cause analysis review is
structured across a 5-part domain dementia care model: (1) body
or medical problems, (2) behavior or mental, (3) brain or
cognition, (4) buddy or caregiver, and (5) bank or financial and
social capital and resources. These calls also focus on ideas and
methods to (1) involve the care partner and patient (as able) in
goal setting and making plans to live as well as possible and
(2) maximize collaboration to tailor patient-centered
interventions to increase success for the care partner and patient
throughout the 6-month intervention and the future. Another
purpose for the video calls is to serve as an important collegial
support mechanism within and across the New York University
and Indiana University–based POISED care teams.

Criteria for Discharge From the POISED Intervention
The POISED care team used the following discharge criteria:
(1) death of the patient, (2) patient or care partner declines to
continue in the program, (3) primary care provider requests
patient to be discharged from the program, (4) patient transitions
to another health care system, (5) living situation or environment
becomes unsafe for patient or care partner and therefore requires
long-term skilled nursing home care, or (6) dyad completes the
6-month study.

Control Group
The comparison group are participants randomized to usual
care. They receive referrals to services at the time of enrollment.
The usual care group does not receive the POISED structured
assessment, root cause analysis, or associated strategies for
managing chronic disease in individuals with cognitive
impairment. As for intervention dyads, usual care dyads receive
a laminated card showing the stress thermometer [57] to be
tracked in follow-up interview assessments. Usual care dyads
might be referred to care management programs at New York
University and Indiana University, but such programs are not
focused on issues leading to emergency department care.
Moreover, our experience is that wait times for engagement in
these programs can take ≥2 months and should not reduce our
ability to detect between-group differences should some control
group participants become engaged in an alternate form of care
management support.

Primary Outcome Measure
To assess for potential influence on any emergency department
use after the index emergency department visit (primary
outcome), we will use electronic medical records within each
study site and identify all emergency department visits for 12
months before the index emergency department visit or study
enrollment and 12 months after enrollment. We will also search
all-payer databases in New York and the Indiana State Network
for Patient Care (a fully operational Health Information
Exchange) to identify any episode of ambulatory or acute care
that occurred within the 12 months before and 12 months after

enrollment (6-month intervention and 6-month follow-up).
Finally, a one-item survey question will identify any additional
visits that might have occurred outside the indicated state
regions. For descriptive purposes, the International Classification
of Diseases discharge diagnoses will be included for any
emergency department use. We will structure continuous
variables that describe the number of ambulatory or acute care
episodes.

Secondary Outcome Measures

Specific Aim 2 Measures—Caregiver Activation in
Health Care Management of Care Recipient
After consenting the care partner, we will measure caregiver
activation, a multidimensional construct developed by Borson
et al [54] that includes caregiver knowledge, skills, and
confidence to manage a range of tasks and tackle challenges
common to dementia health care management [54]. For what
may be the central mediating influence on emergency
department use within the domain of “need,” this tool is a
29-item instrument with excellent internal consistency
(Cronbach α=.95); good test-retest reliability, r=0.76; a strong
factor structure; and strong construct validity by Rasch analysis.
Domains include recognizing, anticipating, and managing
day-to-day symptoms and challenges for care recipient health;
managing care recipient medications; recognizing and managing
sudden changes in care recipient health; accessing health
services and advocating for the care recipient in the health care
space; and managing caregiver self-care. Four-level item
responses range from “agree completely” to “disagree
completely” with an additional option, “not my job.” We will
use the total score to measure activation.

Specific Aim 3 Measures—Psychosocial States as
Important Predisposing and Time-Varying Enabling
and Need Characteristics
These include caregiver depression, anxiety, experience of social
support, and stress. We will use the Patient Health
Questionnaire–9 (PHQ-9; [58,59]) and the 7-item Generalized
Anxiety Disorder (GAD-7) scale [60,61] to determine the impact
of the POISED intervention on caregivers’ mood and anxiety
at baseline, 3 months, and 6 months. We have used both
instruments in multiple research studies, including our dementia
collaborative care trials [43,62,63]. The PHQ-9 is a 9-item
depression scale with a total score from 0 to 27, and the GAD-7
is a 7-item anxiety scale with a total score from 0 to 21. Both
scales have good internal consistency and test-retest reliability,
as well as convergent, construct, criterion, procedural, and
factorial validity for the diagnosis of major depression and
general anxiety disorder [58-61]. Experience of social support
will be measured using the Medical Outcomes Study (MOS)
Social Support Survey—Abbreviated [64]. This is a 4-item
survey that uses a 5-point Likert scale. Respondents are asked
how often each kind of support is available if needed. The 4
elements of support are “someone to get together with for
relaxation” (companionate support), “someone to help with
daily chores if you were sick” (instrumental support), “someone
to turn to for suggestions about how to deal with a personal
problem” (informational with support), and “someone to love
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and make you feel wanted” (emotional support). Analyses
comparing the abbreviated version to the original version have
shown strong similarities in performance and good psychometric
properties based on confirmatory factor analyses [65]. The stress
thermometer [57], a visual thermometer with a 5-level analog
scale to indicate the level of stress chosen by the caregiver,
measures caregiver stress. Every enrolled care partner will be
given a laminated card with the stress thermometer at the time
of emergency department discharge for use during interviews.
Lost cards will be replaced. We will use the Healthy Aging
Brain Care (HABC) monitor to adjust for dementia symptom
severity [66]. The HABC monitor is a caregiver survey tool for
monitoring 3 care recipient symptom domains (cognitive,

functional, and behavioral or psychological) and a caregiver
quality of life measure. It has good internal consistency
(0.73-0.92) and construct validity compared with the
Neuropsychiatric Inventory [67], and is sensitive to 3-month
change compared with Neuropsychiatric Inventory “reliable
change” groups [66].

Other Outcome Measures
Additional outcome measures (Table 1), in addition to primary
and secondary measures, cover predisposing, enabling, and need
characteristics and serve as important covariables within the
regression model testing emergency department use as the
primary outcome.
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Table 1. Predisposing, enabling, and need characteristics.

Measures refer to CGa or CRb; as-

sessment times: 0 or BLc, 3, 6, and
12 months

Measure constructionData sourceMeasure

Predisposing fixed characteristics

Basic

CG, CR; 0 months (BL)YearsEHRd or surveyAge

CG, CR; 0 months (BL)Categorical: Male or femaleEHR or surveySex

CG, CR; 0 months (BL)Categorical: White, Black, Hispanic, otherEHR or surveyRace or ethnicity

CG; 0 months (BL)Categorical: <High school, high school, some college,
college graduate+

SurveyEducation

CR; 0 months (BL)Counts: Physician ambulatory visitsEHR or surveyPrior (1-year) nonacute use

CR; 0 months (BL)Counts: EDe, hospital visits or bed daysEHR or surveyPrior (1-year) acute use

AD/ADRDf specific

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCategorical: Including Alzheimer disease, Lewy Body
disease, Parkinson disease, vascular, frontotemporal,
and mixed

EHRDementia type

CG, CR; 0 monthsCategorical: Spouse, child, other relative, friend or
other

SurveyCaregiver relationship to CR

CG, CR; 0, 3, and 6 months14 items: Activities of Daily Living or Instrumental
Activities of Daily Living [68] for CG; within HABC-

Mg [66] for CR

SurveyFunctional state

CG, CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCategorical: Single or never married, married, di-
vorced, widowed

SurveyMarital status

CG, CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCurrent: Yes or no; past history: yes or noSurveySubstance use history

CG, CR; 0 monthsYes or no: depression, schizophrenia, posttraumatic
stress disorder, other

SurveyMental illness history

Enabling time-varying effect characteristics

Basic

CG, CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsMilesCalculatedDistance to hospital (ED)

CG, CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsMilesCalculatedDistance to usual source of
care (USC)

CG, CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsMiles (USC)—distance to hospitalCalculatedDifference in distance ED
vs USC

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsYes or noSurveyChange in PCPh

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsYes or noEHRInsurance

CR; 0, 3, 6, and 12 monthsCounts: physician ambulatory visits, in-home support-
ive services

EHR or surveyCurrent nonacute use

CR; 0, 3, 6, and 12 monthsCounts: physician ambulatory visits, ED, hospital
visits or bed days

EHR or surveyCurrent acute use

AD/ADRD specific

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCategorical: personal car, taxi, train, bus, walkSurveyMode of transportation

CG; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCategorical: Live with subject, close proximity (miles),
other

SurveyCaregiver living arrange-
ment

CG; 0, 3, 6, and 12 monthsStress thermometer (scale), 5-level visual analog scale
[57]

SurveyCaregiver stress

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsHABC-M [66] (measuring severity of CR symptoms)SurveyDementia symptoms

Need characteristics
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Measures refer to CGa or CRb; as-

sessment times: 0 or BLc, 3, 6, and
12 months

Measure constructionData sourceMeasure

Basic

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCounts: episodes by type (classification by study
physicians)

SurveyAcute illness

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCounts: episodes by type (classification by study
physicians)

SurveyFalls, other injuries

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCounts: episodes by type (classification by study
physicians)

SurveyNonacute illness

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCategorical: Yes or noSurveyMedication need for refill

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsCharlson comorbidity index [69]EHRClinical comorbid condi-
tions

CG; 0, 3, and 6 monthsScale: 0-10 (worst possible care to best possible care
[70])

SurveySatisfaction

AD/ADRD specific

CG, CR; 0, 3, and 6 months14 items: Activities of Daily Living or Instrumental
Activities of Daily Living for CG [68]; within HABC-
M [66] for CR

SurveyFunctional state

CR; 0, 3, 6, and 12 monthsMYLOHi Instrument [71]SurveyCaregiver activation

CG; 0, 3, and 6 monthsMOSj Abbreviated Social Support (4-item; 5-point
Likert scale [64,72])

SurveySocial support

CR; 0, 3, and 6 monthsApplication of post hoc adjudication of root causes for
ED use

EHROther root causes

aCG: caregiver.
bCR: care recipient.
cBL: baseline.
dEHR: electronic health record.
eED: emergency department.
fAD/ADRD: Alzheimer disease/Alzheimer Disease–Related Disorders.
gHABC-M: Healthy Aging Brain Care Monitor.
hPCP: primary care physician.
iMYLOH: Managing Your Loved One’s Health.
jMOS: Medical Outcomes Study.

Sample Size Calculations
Using conservative prevalence statistics for cognitive
impairment in patients presenting to the emergency department
at New York University Langone Health, Indiana University
Health, and Eskenazi Health, numbers (6100 patients in 2015)
exceed those needed (Figure 2) to achieve 80% power for
detecting reduction in acute care use in the POISED group
compared with the usual care group in specific aim 1. A previous
study reported a 30-day readmission rate of 58% in patients
with dementia compared with 38% in those without dementia
[26]. Given that our patient sample may include individuals
with less severe cognitive impairment and less emergency
department use, we assume, conservatively, that the rate of
repeat emergency department visits in the usual care group is

40%. With 320 patients enrolled per group, we will have 82%
power to detect an odds ratio of 0.62 for repeat emergency
department visits in the POISED group compared with the usual
care group at the 0.05 significance level. This detectable odds
ratio is equivalent to reducing the emergency department visit
rate to 29% or lower in the POISED group compared with the
40% assumed for the control group. The use of stratified
randomization reduces the variance of the difference between
the 2 group means and results in greater power than simple
randomization [73,74]. Therefore, the actual power for our study
will be higher than that projected here. As we will be using
electronic health records for acute care data and phone follow-up
to supplement out-of-network use, we anticipate complete data
from all study participants for this aim.
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Figure 2. Recruitment or enrollment flowchart. IQ-CODE: Informant Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly; IU: Indiana University; NYU:
New York University; POISED: Program of Intensive Support in Emergency Departments for Care Partners of Cognitively Impaired Patients.

For aims 2 and 3, assuming that 205 (64%) dyads will complete
the 6-month evaluation (Figure 2), we will have 80% power to
detect an effect size ≥0.28 on the caregiver activation score,
PHQ-9, GAD-7, and MOS scores between the POISED group
and the control group using a 2-tailed t test at a .05 significance
level. The detectable effect size of 0.28 used in our power
estimation is reasonable and justified given that previous studies
on collaborative care management of dementia patients have
shown an effect size of 0.45 SD on a number of caregiver
psychosocial outcomes [43]. Previous studies have found a
mean PHQ-9 score of 4.4 (SD 5.6) and a mean GAD-7 score
of 3.2 (SD 3.5 [43,58,59,61]). Thus, our projected effect size

will allow us to detect a change as small as 1.6 on the PHQ-9
and 1 on the GAD-7. As described earlier, the use of stratified
randomization will provide greater power than that projected
here.

Randomization
To produce comparable groups and insure against accidental
bias in treatment assignments, we used a computer-generated
web-based stratified randomization scheme. Dyads were
randomized to intervention or usual care groups in random
blocks of 4 or 6 stratified by site (New York University Langone
Health or Indiana University Health and Eskenazi Health).
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Statistical Methods or Analysis Plan

Overview
We will compare randomization results to the preplanned
schedule to ensure randomization integrity. To verify the
comparability of the randomized groups, we will compare dyads
between the 2 groups to identify differences in their baseline
characteristics (age, sex, race, and education), care recipient
comorbid medical conditions, and the Charlson comorbidity
index [69,75]. We will also look for differences in the number
of primary care visits and acute care use during the year before
enrollment between the POISED group and the usual care group
by using analysis of covariance models for continuous variables
and the Cochran-Mantel-Hansel statistic for categorical variables
controlling for the stratification variable of recruitment site. We
will examine the distributions of continuous variables and use
transformation or nonparametric methods in cases of violation
to the normal distribution assumption. We will also examine
the frequency distribution of all categorical variables and use
exact inference procedures in cases of 0 or small cell size. We
will use SAS (version 9.4; SAS Institute) for all the analyses.

Specific Aim 1
We will use logistic regression models to compare the rates of
emergency department admission during the 6-month
intervention period following the index (recruitment) emergency
department visit. Emergency department readmission within 6
months will be used as a binary outcome in the logistic model,
and the randomization group will be the independent variable
while adjusting for site. Baseline characteristics that are shown
to be unbalanced in univariate comparisons between the 2 groups
will also be adjusted. Although not a primary outcome, we will
also examine 12-month emergency department use data.

Specific Aim 2
We will use mixed effects models with caregiver activation
scores at 3 months and 6 months as the outcome measure and
randomization group as the independent variable while
controlling for baseline activation score and site. We will
conduct post hoc comparisons of the activation scores between
the POISED group and the usual care group at 3 and 6 months
using linear contrast from the mixed effects model following a
significant group effect. To explore what changes are responsive
to the POISED intervention, we will also use the mixed effects
model to examine differences in activation domain scores
between the 2 groups. The mixed effects model will account
for potential correlations between repeated measures from the
same individual and deal with missing data appropriately when
the probability of missing data is unrelated to the missing
observation.

Specific Aim 3
We will use mixed effects models with repeatedly measured
PHQ-9, GAD-7, and MOS social support scores collected at 3
and 6 months as dependent variables. The independent variable
for the mixed effects model will be the indicator variable for
the randomization group while controlling for baseline scores
and site. We will use post hoc analysis to determine group
differences in these measures between the 2 groups at the 3- or

6-month evaluations. The modeling approach resembles that
for aim 2.

Sensitivity Analysis for Missing Data
The analysis plan outlined above assumes that outcome
measures at follow-up are missing at random with respect to
demographic characteristics and baseline results. We will
compare baseline characteristics of participants with missing
outcomes because of death or withdrawal to detect potential
violations of the missing-at-random assumption. Further
sensitivity analyses will involve various imputation methods or
a full parametric likelihood approach that assumes various
patterns of missing data [58].

Data Monitoring
To proactively maintain high quality in data collection, data are
routinely checked as they are stored within study databases.
Data are quality-checked before analysis.

Data Collection
Data will come from 3 sources. First, the web-based tracking
system of data entered by the POISED Care Team will use a
REDCap (Research Electronic Data Capture; Vanderbilt
University) database [76]. These data will provide us with
extensive information on the process and content of care for
those randomized to the POISED. This system is designed to
support and monitor clinical care delivered by the POISED Care
Team. We have fields to support the POISED intervention care
processes, including results of assessment instruments, content
of the tailored intervention, and clinical observations such as
dyads’ level of participation. Second, we will obtain data on
health services use including all diagnostic testing and
medication use and use of inpatient and outpatient services from
1 year before study enrollment to 1 year after enrollment (2-year
duration) from the New York University Langone Health’s Epic
system and the Indiana Network for Patient Care [77]. Data are
obtained from electronic medical records by a team of data
managers employed by New York University (DataCore) and
the Regenstrief Institute in support of clinical research. Third,
the primary outcome measure data will come from telephone
interviews and are entered in a separate REDCap database. A
research interviewer collects complete telephone survey data
from caregivers at baseline, 3 months, and 6 months using a
30-minute survey, blinded to randomization assignment. Care
manager associates collect much briefer 12-month follow-up
data (6 months after the intervention) from intervention and
control caregivers as a measure of treatment effect sustainability.
The interviewer enters deidentified survey data from each survey
wave into a Health Insurance Portability and Accountability
Act–compliant REDCap electronic database hosted at New
York University [76]. REDCap baseline data are available to
the POISED Care Team so that specific relevant data can inform
care manager previsit data and limit redundancy in questions
and caregiver interview burden.

Data Management
DataCore, a resource launched by the New York University
Langone School of Medicine, housed within its Information
Technology Department and formed in collaboration with the
Clinical and Translational Science Institute, the Biomedical
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Informatics and Translational Library Programs, and the
Department of Population Health, will provide enterprise level
support to ensure the integrity of electronic data during its
capture, storage, management, extraction, and sharing. DataCore
will merge these 3 data streams using unique identifiers assigned
to the study participants and provide regular backups onto a
secure server.

Ethical Considerations and Data Confidentiality
The Institutional Review Boards of New York University
Langone Health and Indiana University Health provided
permission on February 24, 2017, and April 27, 2017,
respectively, to conduct the POISED study (approval number:
i16-01473_CR2). The clinical trial registration (NCT03325608)
was listed on October 30, 2017. At enrollment, we obtained
consent from patients (or assent with care partner proxy consent
when the patient lacked the capacity to consent) to enable the
review of their medical records. The proxy consent was the next
of kin using a defined hierarchy in the absence of a Durable
Power of Attorney or by consenting the proxy who is the
Durable Power of Attorney. Participants completed an
“education session” during the consent process regarding the
potential risks and benefits of participating in a noninvasive
health services research study for valid informed consent.
Electronic data are stored in password-protected files on secure
servers at New York University and Indiana University.
Research staff are trained in the institutional review
board–approved methods for collecting, recording, storing, and
reporting research data to protect the privacy of participants and
maintain the confidentiality of data.

Results

Data collection began in March 2018 and was completed in
February 2022. We have recruited 643 dyads (patients and care
partners). Data are currently being analyzed. The study results
will be published in peer-reviewed journals and presented to
peer conferences, decision makers at the participating university
medical centers, and other interested audiences.

Discussion

Potential Impact
Studying care management for older adults living with cognitive
impairment and possible undetected dementia who are identified
at emergency department visits may lead to low-cost strategies
to reduce high-cost acute care. It may also improve caregivers’
ability to optimally assist patients in the management of chronic
disease that is particularly challenging in older adults with
cognitive impairment. Related impacts may be improved health
outcomes of patients and psychosocial well-being of caregivers.

Limitations (Threats to Validity)
The most significant limitation will be the dependence on one
care management team at each site, as findings may reflect the

personal qualities of the care manager and care manager
associate. However, a clearly communicated and structured
intervention protocol and standardized education and training
program will limit the quality and reproducibility concerns. We
may find no change in caregiver activation while demonstrating
reductions in acute care use. An absence of change (aim 2) may
reflect an inadequate measure or a factor that is not in the
pathway of health service use. However, the opportunity to
demonstrate a causal relationship between activation and use
for this population is profoundly important. Given that usual
care participants may receive dementia-specific resources given
well-developed programs at both institutions, the comparative
between-group differences might be diminished. However,
engagement for usual care participants is not likely to occur for
at least 2 months after the index emergency department visit
and will not be focused on management strategies that reflect
an applied root cause analysis for that visit. Although some
emergency department patients will have a diagnosis of
Alzheimer disease or Alzheimer disease–related dementia before
their emergency department visit, some patients may not have
Alzheimer disease or related dementia (even after a positive
screen) and generalizability to future Alzheimer disease or
related dementia patients might be questioned. However, the
cognitive screener and older age group for inclusion should
limit false positives, and diagnostic errors should be equivalent
across groups.

Dissemination
Cognitive impairment is prevalent among older adults who visit
the emergency department, but often this is unrecognized. Root
cause analysis linked to care management strategies may better
focus the intervention resulting in more reductions in acute care
use while more directly addressing care partners’ needs. This
study may provide effective low-cost approaches for reducing
high-cost acute care use and related improvements in care
partners’ abilities to optimize management of chronic diseases
particularly challenging for care recipients with cognitive
impairment. Moreover, this highly standardized and reproducible
approach has the potential for direct application in large multisite
clinical intervention trials. The use of paraprofessionals as care
management assistants increases the scalability of this work
and provides opportunities for large-scale implementation and
dissemination if proven efficacious.

Conclusions
The POISED program is a promising approach to address the
root causes for emergency department admission in older adults
with cognitive impairment and prevent repeated readmissions.
The results from this trial will provide insights for care partners
and medical staff on proactive treatment plans with appropriate
and personalized management plans for these older adults and
for care partners themselves. These findings will be relevant to
both professionals and nonprofessionals concerned with the
quality of life for individuals with cognitive problems and their
care partners.

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 10 | e36607 | p. 13https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
(page number not for citation purposes)

Chodosh et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

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


Acknowledgments
The authors would like to acknowledge the support of Sneha Manoharan, Arlenis Ferreiras, and Shelley Suarez (registered nurse),
and Lena Finucane (registered nurse).

Data Availability
Data will be available upon request after the analyses are completed and the data are properly deidentified.

Conflicts of Interest
Several measures used in this research were developed by coauthors and were used without conditions in this study.

References

1. Kasper J, Freedman V, Spillman B. Disability and care needs of older Americans by dementia status: an analysis of the
2011 national health and aging trends study. ASPE. 2016. URL: https://aspe.hhs.gov/reports/
disability-care-needs-older-americans-dementia-status-analysis-2011-national-health-aging-trends-1 [accessed 2016-01-10]

2. Gillespie R, Mullan J, Harrison L. Managing medications: the role of informal caregivers of older adults and people living
with dementia. A review of the literature. J Clin Nurs 2014 Dec;23(23-24):3296-3308. [doi: 10.1111/jocn.12519] [Medline:
24354583]

3. Lowthian J, Straney LD, Brand CA, Barker AL, Smit PD, Newnham H, et al. Unplanned early return to the emergency
department by older patients: the Safe Elderly Emergency Department Discharge (SEED) project. Age Ageing 2016
Mar;45(2):255-261. [doi: 10.1093/ageing/afv198] [Medline: 26764254]

4. Pines JM, Mullins PM, Cooper JK, Feng LB, Roth KE. National trends in emergency department use, care patterns, and
quality of care of older adults in the United States. J Am Geriatr Soc 2013 Jan;61(1):12-17. [doi: 10.1111/jgs.12072]
[Medline: 23311549]

5. Schumacher JG. Emergency medicine and older adults: continuing challenges and opportunities. Am J Emerg Med 2005
Jul;23(4):556-560. [doi: 10.1016/j.ajem.2004.12.011] [Medline: 16032631]

6. McCusker J, Roberge D, Vadeboncoeur A, Verdon J. Safety of discharge of seniors from the emergency department to the
community. Healthc Q 2009;12 Spec No Patient:24-32 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.12927/hcq.2009.20963] [Medline:
19667774]

7. Hastings SN, Schmader KE, Sloane RJ, Weinberger M, Goldberg KC, Oddone EZ. Adverse health outcomes after discharge
from the emergency department--incidence and risk factors in a veteran population. J Gen Intern Med 2007
Nov;22(11):1527-1531 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s11606-007-0343-9] [Medline: 17828432]

8. McCusker J, Cardin S, Bellavance F, Belzile E. Return to the emergency department among elders: patterns and predictors.
Acad Emerg Med 2000 Mar;7(3):249-259 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/j.1553-2712.2000.tb01070.x] [Medline: 10730832]

9. Aminzadeh F, Dalziel W. Older adults in the emergency department: a systematic review of patterns of use, adverse
outcomes, and effectiveness of interventions. Ann Emerg Med 2002 Mar;39(3):238-247. [doi: 10.1067/mem.2002.121523]
[Medline: 11867975]

10. Banerjee A, Mbamalu D, Ebrahimi S, Khan A, Chan T. The prevalence of polypharmacy in elderly attenders to an emergency
department - a problem with a need for an effective solution. Int J Emerg Med 2011 Jun 02;4(1):22 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/1865-1380-4-22] [Medline: 21635734]

11. Hohl CM, Dankoff J, Colacone A, Afilalo M. Polypharmacy, adverse drug-related events, and potential adverse drug
interactions in elderly patients presenting to an emergency department. Ann Emerg Med 2001 Dec;38(6):666-671. [doi:
10.1067/mem.2001.119456] [Medline: 11719747]

12. Brown JD, Hutchison LC, Li C, Painter JT, Martin BC. Predictive validity of the beers and screening tool of older persons'
potentially inappropriate prescriptions (STOPP) criteria to detect adverse drug events, hospitalizations, and emergency
department visits in the United States. J Am Geriatr Soc 2016 Jan;64(1):22-30 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/jgs.13884]
[Medline: 26782849]

13. Grief C. Patterns of ED use and perceptions of the elderly regarding their emergency care: a synthesis of recent research.
J Emerg Nurs 2003 Apr;29(2):122-126. [doi: 10.1067/men.2003.65] [Medline: 12660693]

14. Meurer W, Potti T, Kerber K, Sasson C, Macy M, West B, et al. Potentially inappropriate medication utilization in the
emergency department visits by older adults: analysis from a nationally representative sample. Acad Emerg Med 2010
Mar;17(3):231-237 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/j.1553-2712.2010.00667.x] [Medline: 20370754]

15. Coleman EA, Parry C, Chalmers S, Min S. The care transitions intervention: results of a randomized controlled trial. Arch
Intern Med 2006 Sep 25;166(17):1822-1828. [doi: 10.1001/archinte.166.17.1822] [Medline: 17000937]

16. Naylor MD, Hirschman KB, Hanlon AL, Bowles KH, Bradway C, McCauley KM, et al. Effects of alternative interventions
among hospitalized, cognitively impaired older adults. J Comp Eff Res 2016 May;5(3):259-272 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2217/cer-2015-0009] [Medline: 27146416]

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 10 | e36607 | p. 14https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
(page number not for citation purposes)

Chodosh et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://aspe.hhs.gov/reports/disability-care-needs-older-americans-dementia-status-analysis-2011-national-health-aging-trends-1
https://aspe.hhs.gov/reports/disability-care-needs-older-americans-dementia-status-analysis-2011-national-health-aging-trends-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jocn.12519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24354583&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ageing/afv198
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26764254&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.12072
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23311549&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajem.2004.12.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16032631&dopt=Abstract
http://www.longwoods.com/product.php?productid=20963
http://dx.doi.org/10.12927/hcq.2009.20963
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19667774&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/17828432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11606-007-0343-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17828432&dopt=Abstract
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/resolve/openurl?genre=article&sid=nlm:pubmed&issn=1069-6563&date=2000&volume=7&issue=3&spage=249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1553-2712.2000.tb01070.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10730832&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mem.2002.121523
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11867975&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/1865-1380-4-22
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1865-1380-4-22
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21635734&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mem.2001.119456
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11719747&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/26782849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.13884
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26782849&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/men.2003.65
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12660693&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1553-2712.2010.00667.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1553-2712.2010.00667.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20370754&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archinte.166.17.1822
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17000937&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/27146416
http://dx.doi.org/10.2217/cer-2015-0009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27146416&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


17. Guttman A, Afilalo M, Guttman R, Colacone A, Robitaille C, Lang E, et al. An emergency department-based nurse discharge
coordinator for elder patients: does it make a difference? Acad Emerg Med 2004 Dec;11(12):1318-1327 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1197/j.aem.2004.07.006] [Medline: 15576523]

18. Biese K, Lamantia M, Shofer F, McCall B, Roberts E, Stearns SC, et al. A randomized trial exploring the effect of a
telephone call follow-up on care plan compliance among older adults discharged home from the emergency department.
Acad Emerg Med 2014 Feb;21(2):188-195 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/acem.12308] [Medline: 24673675]

19. Hustey F, Meldon S. Prevalence and documentation of impaired mental status in elderly emergency department patients.
Acad Emerg Med 2000 Oct;7(10):1166 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 11015259]

20. Hustey FM, Meldon SW, Smith MD, Lex CK. The effect of mental status screening on the care of elderly emergency
department patients. Ann Emerg Med 2003 May;41(5):678-684. [doi: 10.1067/mem.2003.152] [Medline: 12712035]

21. Salen P, Heller M, Oller C, Reed J. The impact of routine cognitive screening by using the clock drawing task in the
evaluation of elderly patients in the emergency department. J Emerg Med 2009 Jul;37(1):8-12. [doi:
10.1016/j.jemermed.2007.06.031] [Medline: 18065185]

22. Fonseca JA, Ducksbury R, Rodda J, Whitfield T, Nagaraj C, Suresh K, et al. Factors that predict cognitive decline in patients
with subjective cognitive impairment. Int Psychogeriatr 2015 Oct;27(10):1671-1677. [doi: 10.1017/S1041610215000356]
[Medline: 25812703]

23. Chodosh J, Petitti D, Elliott M, Hays R, Crooks V, Reuben D, et al. Physician recognition of cognitive impairment: evaluating
the need for improvement. J Am Geriatr Soc 2004 Jul;52(7):1051-1059. [doi: 10.1111/j.1532-5415.2004.52301.x] [Medline:
15209641]

24. Callahan CM, Hendrie HC, Tierney WM. Documentation and evaluation of cognitive impairment in elderly primary care
patients. Ann Intern Med 1995 Mar 15;122(6):422-429. [doi: 10.7326/0003-4819-122-6-199503150-00004] [Medline:
7856990]

25. LaMantia MA, Stump TE, Messina FC, Miller DK, Callahan CM. Emergency department use among older adults with
dementia. Alzheimer Dis Assoc Disord 2016;30(1):35-40 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1097/WAD.0000000000000118]
[Medline: 26523710]

26. Oliveira D, Zarit SH, Orrell M. Health-promoting self-care in family caregivers of people with dementia: the views of
multiple stakeholders. Gerontologist 2019 Sep 17;59(5):e501-e511. [doi: 10.1093/geront/gnz029] [Medline: 30953585]

27. Schulz R, Martire LM. Family caregiving of persons with dementia: prevalence, health effects, and support strategies. Am
J Geriatr Psychiatry 2004;12(3):240-249. [Medline: 15126224]

28. Cuijpers P. Depressive disorders in caregivers of dementia patients: a systematic review. Aging Ment Health 2005
Jul;9(4):325-330. [doi: 10.1080/13607860500090078] [Medline: 16019288]

29. Schubert CC, Boustani M, Callahan CM, Perkins AJ, Hui S, Hendrie HC. Acute care utilization by dementia caregivers
within urban primary care practices. J Gen Intern Med 2008 Nov;23(11):1736-1740 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1007/s11606-008-0711-0] [Medline: 18690489]

30. Beck A, Jacobsohn G, Hollander M, Gilmore-Bykovskyi A, Werner N, Shah M. Features of primary care practice influence
emergency care-seeking behaviors by caregivers of persons with dementia: a multiple-perspective qualitative study. Dementia
(London) 2021 Feb;20(2):613-632 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1177/1471301220905233] [Medline: 32050779]

31. Vickrey B, Mittman B, Connor K, Pearson M, Della Penna RD, Ganiats T, et al. The effect of a disease management
intervention on quality and outcomes of dementia care: a randomized, controlled trial. Ann Intern Med 2006 Nov
21;145(10):713-726. [doi: 10.7326/0003-4819-145-10-200611210-00004] [Medline: 17116916]

32. Chodosh J, Mittman BS, Connor KI, Vassar SD, Lee ML, DeMonte RW, et al. Caring for patients with dementia: how
good is the quality of care? Results from three health systems. J Am Geriatr Soc 2007 Aug;55(8):1260-1268. [doi:
10.1111/j.1532-5415.2007.01249.x] [Medline: 17661967]

33. Gaugler JE, Reese M, Mittelman MS. Effects of the NYU caregiver intervention-adult child on residential care placement.
Gerontologist 2013 Dec;53(6):985-997 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1093/geront/gns193] [Medline: 23339050]

34. Borson S, Scanlan J, Brush M, Vitaliano P, Dokmak A. The mini-cog: a cognitive 'vital signs' measure for dementia screening
in multi-lingual elderly. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry 2000 Nov;15(11):1021-1027. [doi:
10.1002/1099-1166(200011)15:11<1021::aid-gps234>3.0.co;2-6] [Medline: 11113982]

35. Jorm AF, Jacomb PA. The Informant Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly (IQCODE): socio-demographic
correlates, reliability, validity and some norms. Psychol Med 1989 Nov;19(4):1015-1022. [doi: 10.1017/s0033291700005742]
[Medline: 2594878]

36. Jorm A. The Informant Questionnaire on cognitive decline in the elderly (IQCODE): a review. Int Psychogeriatr 2004
Sep;16(3):275-293. [doi: 10.1017/s1041610204000390] [Medline: 15559753]

37. Jorm A. A short form of the Informant Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly (IQCODE): development and
cross-validation. Psychol Med 1994 Feb;24(1):145-153. [doi: 10.1017/s003329170002691x] [Medline: 8208879]

38. McCarten JR, Anderson P, Kuskowski MA, McPherson SE, Borson S, Dysken MW. Finding dementia in primary care:
the results of a clinical demonstration project. J Am Geriatr Soc 2012 Feb;60(2):210-217. [doi:
10.1111/j.1532-5415.2011.03841.x] [Medline: 22332672]

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 10 | e36607 | p. 15https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
(page number not for citation purposes)

Chodosh et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/resolve/openurl?genre=article&sid=nlm:pubmed&issn=1069-6563&date=2004&volume=11&issue=12&spage=1318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1197/j.aem.2004.07.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15576523&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/acem.12308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/acem.12308
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24673675&dopt=Abstract
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/resolve/openurl?genre=article&sid=nlm:pubmed&issn=1069-6563&date=2000&volume=7&issue=10&spage=1166
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11015259&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mem.2003.152
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12712035&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jemermed.2007.06.031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18065185&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1041610215000356
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25812703&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2004.52301.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15209641&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-122-6-199503150-00004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=7856990&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/26523710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/WAD.0000000000000118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26523710&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnz029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30953585&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15126224&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607860500090078
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16019288&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/18690489
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11606-008-0711-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18690489&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/32050779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1471301220905233
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32050779&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-145-10-200611210-00004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17116916&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2007.01249.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17661967&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/23339050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geront/gns193
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23339050&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1099-1166(200011)15:11<1021::aid-gps234>3.0.co;2-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11113982&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s0033291700005742
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2594878&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s1041610204000390
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15559753&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s003329170002691x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=8208879&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2011.03841.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22332672&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


39. Rosenbloom M, Barclay TR, Borson S, Werner AM, Erickson LO, Crow JM, et al. Screening positive for cognitive
impairment: impact on healthcare utilization and provider action in primary and specialty care practices. J Gen Intern Med
2018 Oct;33(10):1746-1751 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1007/s11606-018-4606-4] [Medline: 30097978]

40. Gelberg L, Andersen R, Leake B. The Behavioral Model for Vulnerable Populations: application to medical care use and
outcomes for homeless people. Health Serv Res 2000 Feb;34(6):1273-1302 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 10654830]

41. Andersen RM. Revisiting the behavioral model and access to medical care: does it matter? J Health Social Behav 1995
Mar;36(1):1. [doi: 10.2307/2137284]

42. Odenheimer G, Borson S, Sanders AE, Swain-Eng RJ, Kyomen HH, Tierney S, et al. Quality improvement in neurology:
dementia management quality measures. Neurology 2013 Oct 22;81(17):1545-1549 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1212/WNL.0b013e3182a956bf] [Medline: 24068786]

43. Callahan C, Boustani M, Unverzagt F, Austrom M, Damush T, Perkins A, et al. Effectiveness of collaborative care for
older adults with Alzheimer disease in primary care: a randomized controlled trial. JAMA 2006 May 10;295(18):2148-2157.
[doi: 10.1001/jama.295.18.2148] [Medline: 16684985]

44. Bodenheimer T, Wagner EH, Grumbach K. Improving primary care for patients with chronic illness. JAMA 2002 Oct
09;288(14):1775-1779. [doi: 10.1001/jama.288.14.1775] [Medline: 12365965]

45. Williams JW, Plassman BL, Burke J, Benjamin S. Preventing Alzheimer's disease and cognitive decline. Evid Rep Technol
Assess (Full Rep) 2010 Apr(193):1-727. [Medline: 21500874]

46. Chodosh J, Connor K, Vassar S, Pearson M, Lee M, Mittman B, et al. Implementing dementia care management in a
Medicare managed care plan: a randomized controlled trial. J Am Geriatr Soc 2015;63.

47. Tan ZS, Jennings L, Reuben D. Coordinated care management for dementia in a large academic health system. Health Aff
(Millwood) 2014 Apr;33(4):619-625 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1377/hlthaff.2013.1294] [Medline: 24711323]

48. Reuben DB, Evertson LC, Wenger NS, Serrano K, Chodosh J, Ercoli L, et al. The University of California at Los Angeles
Alzheimer's and Dementia Care program for comprehensive, coordinated, patient-centered care: preliminary data. J Am
Geriatr Soc 2013 Dec;61(12):2214-2218 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/jgs.12562] [Medline: 24329821]

49. Callahan CM, Sachs GA, Lamantia MA, Unroe KT, Arling G, Boustani MA. Redesigning systems of care for older adults
with Alzheimer's disease. Health Aff (Millwood) 2014 Apr;33(4):626-632 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1377/hlthaff.2013.1260]
[Medline: 24711324]

50. Coleman EA, Smith JD, Frank JC, Min S, Parry C, Kramer AM. Preparing patients and caregivers to participate in care
delivered across settings: the Care Transitions Intervention. J Am Geriatr Soc 2004 Nov;52(11):1817-1825. [doi:
10.1111/j.1532-5415.2004.52504.x] [Medline: 15507057]

51. Parry C, Coleman E, Smith J, Frank J, Kramer A. The care transitions intervention: a patient-centered approach to ensuring
effective transfers between sites of geriatric care. Home Health Care Serv Q 2003;22(3):1-17. [doi: 10.1300/J027v22n03_01]
[Medline: 14629081]

52. Coleman EA, Roman SP, Hall KA, Min S. Enhancing the care transitions intervention protocol to better address the needs
of family caregivers. J Healthc Qual 2015;37(1):2-11. [doi: 10.1097/01.JHQ.0000460118.60567.fe] [Medline: 26042372]

53. Cottingham AH, Alder C, Austrom MG, Johnson CS, Boustani MA, Litzelman DK. New workforce development in
dementia care: screening for "caring": preliminary data. J Am Geriatr Soc 2014 Jul;62(7):1364-1368. [doi: 10.1111/jgs.12886]
[Medline: 24916743]

54. Sadak T, Korpak A, Borson S. Measuring caregiver activation for health care: validation of PBH-LCI:D. Geriatr Nurs
2015;36(4):284-292. [doi: 10.1016/j.gerinurse.2015.03.003] [Medline: 25959036]

55. Latino R. Patient Safety The PROACT Root Cause Analysis Approach. Boca Raton, FL: Taylor and Francis; 2008.
56. The five whys technique. Asian Development Bank. 2016. URL: http://www.adb.org/publications/five-whys-technique

[accessed 2016-01-25]
57. Borson S, Scanlan J, Sadak T, Lessig M, Vitaliano P. Dementia Services Mini-Screen: a simple method to identify patients

and caregivers in need of enhanced dementia care services. Am J Geriatr Psychiatry 2014 Aug;22(8):746-755 [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jagp.2013.11.001] [Medline: 24315560]

58. Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JB. The PHQ-9: validity of a brief depression severity measure. J Gen Intern Med 2001
Sep;16(9):606-613 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x] [Medline: 11556941]

59. Löwe B, Unützer J, Callahan CM, Perkins AJ, Kroenke K. Monitoring depression treatment outcomes with the patient
health questionnaire-9. Med Care 2004 Dec;42(12):1194-1201. [doi: 10.1097/00005650-200412000-00006] [Medline:
15550799]

60. Spitzer RL, Kroenke K, Williams JB, Löwe B. A brief measure for assessing generalized anxiety disorder: the GAD-7.
Arch Intern Med 2006 May 22;166(10):1092-1097. [doi: 10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092] [Medline: 16717171]

61. Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JB, Monahan PO, Löwe B. Anxiety disorders in primary care: prevalence, impairment,
comorbidity, and detection. Ann Intern Med 2007 Mar 06;146(5):317-325. [doi: 10.7326/0003-4819-146-5-200703060-00004]
[Medline: 17339617]

62. Callahan CM, Boustani MA, Weiner M, Beck RA, Livin LR, Kellams JJ, et al. Implementing dementia care models in
primary care settings: The Aging Brain Care Medical Home. Aging Ment Health 2011 Jan;15(1):5-12 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1080/13607861003801052] [Medline: 20945236]

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 10 | e36607 | p. 16https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
(page number not for citation purposes)

Chodosh et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/30097978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11606-018-4606-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30097978&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/10654830
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10654830&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2137284
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24068786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0b013e3182a956bf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24068786&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.295.18.2148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16684985&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.288.14.1775
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12365965&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21500874&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24711323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2013.1294
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24711323&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24329821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.12562
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24329821&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24711324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.2013.1260
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24711324&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2004.52504.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15507057&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1300/J027v22n03_01
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=14629081&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.JHQ.0000460118.60567.fe
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26042372&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.12886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24916743&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gerinurse.2015.03.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25959036&dopt=Abstract
http://www.adb.org/publications/five-whys-technique
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24315560
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24315560
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jagp.2013.11.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24315560&dopt=Abstract
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/resolve/openurl?genre=article&sid=nlm:pubmed&issn=0884-8734&date=2001&volume=16&issue=9&spage=606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11556941&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005650-200412000-00006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15550799&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archinte.166.10.1092
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16717171&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-146-5-200703060-00004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17339617&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/20945236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607861003801052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20945236&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


63. Boustani MA, Sachs GA, Alder CA, Munger S, Schubert CC, Guerriero Austrom M, et al. Implementing innovative models
of dementia care: The Healthy Aging Brain Center. Aging Ment Health 2011 Jan;15(1):13-22 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1080/13607863.2010.496445] [Medline: 21271387]

64. Sherbourne CD, Stewart AL. The MOS social support survey. Soc Sci Med 1991;32(6):705-714. [doi:
10.1016/0277-9536(91)90150-b] [Medline: 2035047]

65. Gjesfjeld C, Greeno CG, Kim KH. A confirmatory factor analysis of an abbreviated social support instrument: the MOS-SSS.
Res Social Work Pract 2007 Nov 29;18(3):231-237. [doi: 10.1177/1049731507309830]

66. Monahan PO, Boustani MA, Alder C, Galvin JE, Perkins AJ, Healey P, et al. Practical clinical tool to monitor dementia
symptoms: the HABC-Monitor. Clin Interv Aging 2012;7:143-157 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2147/CIA.S30663] [Medline:
22791987]

67. Cummings JL, Mega M, Gray K, Rosenberg-Thompson S, Carusi DA, Gornbein J. The Neuropsychiatric Inventory:
comprehensive assessment of psychopathology in dementia. Neurology 1994 Dec;44(12):2308-2314. [doi:
10.1212/wnl.44.12.2308] [Medline: 7991117]

68. Katz S. Assessing self-maintenance: activities of daily living, mobility, and instrumental activities of daily living. J Am
Geriatr Soc 1983 Dec;31(12):721-727. [doi: 10.1111/j.1532-5415.1983.tb03391.x] [Medline: 6418786]

69. Charlson ME, Pompei P, Ales KL, MacKenzie CR. A new method of classifying prognostic comorbidity in longitudinal
studies: development and validation. J Chronic Dis 1987;40(5):373-383. [doi: 10.1016/0021-9681(87)90171-8] [Medline:
3558716]

70. HCAHPS Survey. HCAHPS. URL: https://hcahpsonline.org/globalassets/hcahps/survey-instruments/mail/
effective-july-1-2020-and-forward-discharges/2020_survey-instruments_english_mail.pdf [accessed 2022-01-09]

71. Sadak T, Wright J, Borson S. Managing your loved one's health: development of a new care management measure for
dementia family caregivers. J Appl Gerontol 2018 May;37(5):620-643. [doi: 10.1177/0733464816657472] [Medline:
27384048]

72. Dour HJ, Wiley JF, Roy-Byrne P, Stein MB, Sullivan G, Sherbourne CD, et al. Perceived social support mediates anxiety
and depressive symptom changes following primary care intervention. Depress Anxiety 2014 May;31(5):436-442 [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.1002/da.22216] [Medline: 24338947]

73. Green SB, Byar DP. The effect of stratified randomization on size and power of statistical tests in clinical trials. J Chronic
Dis 1978;31(6-7):445-454. [doi: 10.1016/0021-9681(78)90008-5] [Medline: 711836]

74. Kernan WN, Viscoli CM, Makuch RW, Brass LM, Horwitz RI. Stratified randomization for clinical trials. J Clin Epidemiol
1999 Jan;52(1):19-26. [doi: 10.1016/s0895-4356(98)00138-3] [Medline: 9973070]

75. Deyo RA, Cherkin DC, Ciol MA. Adapting a clinical comorbidity index for use with ICD-9-CM administrative databases.
J Clin Epidemiol 1992 Jun;45(6):613-619. [doi: 10.1016/0895-4356(92)90133-8] [Medline: 1607900]

76. Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research electronic data capture (REDCap)--a
metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for providing translational research informatics support. J Biomed
Inform 2009 Apr;42(2):377-381 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010] [Medline: 18929686]

77. McDonald C, Overhage J, Barnes M, Schadow G, Blevins L, Dexter P, INPC Management Committee. The Indiana network
for patient care: a working local health information infrastructure. An example of a working infrastructure collaboration
that links data from five health systems and hundreds of millions of entries. Health Aff (Millwood) 2005;24(5):1214-1220.
[doi: 10.1377/hlthaff.24.5.1214] [Medline: 16162565]

Abbreviations
GAD-7: 7-item Generalized Anxiety Disorder
HABC: Healthy Aging Brain Care
MOS: Medical Outcomes Study
PHQ-9: Patient Health Questionnaire–9
POISED: Program of Intensive Support in Emergency Departments for Care Partners of Cognitively Impaired
Patients
REDCap: Research Electronic Data Capture

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 10 | e36607 | p. 17https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
(page number not for citation purposes)

Chodosh et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/21271387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13607863.2010.496445
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21271387&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0277-9536(91)90150-b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2035047&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1049731507309830
https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/CIA.S30663
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/CIA.S30663
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22791987&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1212/wnl.44.12.2308
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=7991117&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.1983.tb03391.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=6418786&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-9681(87)90171-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3558716&dopt=Abstract
https://hcahpsonline.org/globalassets/hcahps/survey-instruments/mail/effective-july-1-2020-and-forward-discharges/2020_survey-instruments_english_mail.pdf
https://hcahpsonline.org/globalassets/hcahps/survey-instruments/mail/effective-july-1-2020-and-forward-discharges/2020_survey-instruments_english_mail.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0733464816657472
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27384048&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24338947
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24338947
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/da.22216
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24338947&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-9681(78)90008-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=711836&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0895-4356(98)00138-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9973070&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0895-4356(92)90133-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1607900&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S1532-0464(08)00122-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18929686&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1377/hlthaff.24.5.1214
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16162565&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Edited by T Leung; submitted 20.01.22; peer-reviewed by C Podgorski, PhD, MPH, MS,; comments to author 20.07.22; revised version
received 15.08.22; accepted 18.08.22; published 20.10.22

Please cite as:
Chodosh J, Connor K, Fowler N, Gao S, Perkins A, Grudzen C, Messina F, Mangold M, Smilowitz J, Boustani M, Borson S
Program of Intensive Support in Emergency Departments for Care Partners of Cognitively Impaired Patients: Protocol for a Multisite
Randomized Controlled Trial
JMIR Res Protoc 2022;11(10):e36607
URL: https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
doi: 10.2196/36607
PMID:

©Joshua Chodosh, Karen Connor, Nicole Fowler, Sujuan Gao, Anthony Perkins, Corita Grudzen, Frank Messina, Michael
Mangold, Jessica Smilowitz, Malaz Boustani, Soo Borson. Originally published in JMIR Research Protocols
(https://www.researchprotocols.org), 20.10.2022. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Research Protocols, is properly cited. The
complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https://www.researchprotocols.org, as well as this
copyright and license information must be included.

JMIR Res Protoc 2022 | vol. 11 | iss. 10 | e36607 | p. 18https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
(page number not for citation purposes)

Chodosh et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://www.researchprotocols.org/2022/10/e36607
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/36607
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

