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Thus, patient-engagement can be formally
measured at the end of a research project.
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reported regarding the use of patient- Cochrane and Scopus.
engagement tools in LTC research.

From our initial searches, it became clear that Thus, it becomes clear that a
there is a lack of a consistent evaluation standardized national
structure for patient-engagement ° framework to measure
Consequently, our ability to "ensure integrity patient-engagement in
between principles and practices, learn across research could improve
projects, identify common areas for research outcomes and make
1mprovement and assess the impacts of it easier to assess the benefits
° becomes limited. of engagement.

engagement

Citations

1. Tupper et al., 2020. Family Presence in Long-Term Care During the COVID-19 Pandenic: Call to Acton for Policy,

Conclusions

the Practical, Robust Implementation and Si
el contextual factors to help plan, implemer

4. The Public and Patient Engagement iation Tool has been licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-
NonCommercial-Share Alik ernational License. ©2018, Julia Abelson and the PPEET Research-Practice
Collaborative aster v 1l nﬂ]\h reserv

a. Hamil

. L’Espérance et al., De upmguCunudmns‘vuluuuun framework for patient and public engagement in resear
study protocol. Springer Link.




