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STUDY PROTOCOL Open Access

Effectiveness of sensor monitoring in an
occupational therapy rehabilitation
program for older individuals after hip
fracture, the SO-HIP trial: study protocol of
a three-arm stepped wedge cluster
randomized trial
Margriet C. Pol1*, Gerben ter Riet2, Margo van Hartingsveldt1, Ben Kröse3, Sophia E. de Rooij4

and Bianca M. Buurman5

Abstract

Background: The performance of activities of daily living (ADL) at home is important for the recovery of older
individuals after hip fracture. However, 20–90% of these individuals lose ADL function and never fully recover. It is
currently unknown to what extent occupational therapy (OT) with coaching based on cognitive behavioral
treatment (CBT) improves recovery. The same holds for sensor monitoring-based coaching in addition to OT. Here,
we describe the design of a study investigating the effect of sensor monitoring embedded in an OT rehabilitation
program on the recovery of ADL among older individuals after hip fracture.

Methods/ Design: Six nursing homes will be randomized in a three-arm stepped wedge cluster randomized trial.
All nursing homes will initially provide standard care. At designated time points, nursing homes, successively and in
random order, will cross over to the provision of OT and at the next time point, to sensor monitoring-enhanced OT.
A total of 288 older individuals, previously living alone in the community, who after a hip fracture were admitted to
a geriatric rehabilitation ward for a short-term rehabilitation, will be enrolled.
Individuals in the first intervention group (OTc) will participate in an OT rehabilitation program with coaching based
on cognitive behavioral therapy (CBT) principles. In the sensor monitoring group, sensor monitoring is added to the
OT intervention (OTcsm). Participants will receive a sensor monitoring system consisting of (i) an activity monitor
during nursing home stay, (ii) a sensor monitoring system at home and a (iii) a web-based feedback application.
These components will be embedded in the OT. The OT consists of a weekly session with an occupational therapist
during the nursing home stay followed by four home visits and four telephone consultations. The primary outcome
is patient-perceived daily functioning at 6 months, assessed using the Canadian Occupational Performance Measure
(COPM).
(Continued on next page)
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Discussion: As far as we know, this study is the first large-scale stepped wedge trial, studying the effect of sensor
monitoring embedded in an OT coaching program. The study will provide new knowledge on the combined
intervention of sensor monitoring and coaching in OT as a part of a rehabilitation program to enable older
individuals to perform everyday activities and to remain living independently after hip fracture.

Trial registration number: Netherlands National Trial Register, NTR 5716
Date registered: April 1 2016

Keywords: Sensor monitoring, Hip fracture, Occupational therapy, Coaching, Effectiveness, Stepped wedge
randomized trial, Activities of daily living

Background
Each year in the Netherlands, 17,000 people are admit-
ted to a hospital after a hip fracture. The effects of a hip
fracture are serious; one year after a hip fracture, 25% of
patients have died and 20–90% of older individuals have
new Activities of Daily Living (ADL) disabilities, defined
as a functional decline [1–3]. Risk factors for functional
decline after hip fracture can be divided into non-
modifiable and modifiable risk factors. Non-modifiable
risk factors are older age, female gender, living alone,
cognitive impairment (dementia) and comorbidities. The
modifiable risk factors are activities of daily living
(ADL), walking ability, and depression [4–6]. Psycho-
logical factors such as low levels of self-efficacy and fear
of falling have also been associated with functional
decline after hip fracture in older individuals [7, 8].
Currently, most multidisciplinary rehabilitation pro-

grams for patients after hip fracture concentrate on im-
proving mobility and ADL function but not fear of
falling [7]. The evidence on the effectiveness of these
rehabilitation programs on the recovery of ADL function
is mixed. Exercise interventions have been used to
improve physical function (e.g., gait speed, mobilization,
balance, and strength), but despite an improvement in
physical function, many older persons do not achieve a
full recovery of ADL function [9, 10]. High-intensity
(e.g., 4 times a week physical therapy) and intensive
extended supervised exercise programs (e.g., during
12 month) had a significant impact on various physical
functions, but the cost-effectiveness of these extended
programs is unclear [11]. The main component of effect-
ive studies is ‘home-based functional task exercises’ (e.g.,
walking stairs, transferring), which results in a modest
improvement in physical function post-discharge or at
one year after discharge [12].
Fear of falling may have an important influence on

functional recovery after hip fracture [7]. Because of the
fear of falling, people feel insecure while moving and
performing activities of daily living, and as a conse-
quence, they do less and less. However, for good recov-
ery, performing ADLs is essential [7, 8, 13, 14].
Therefore, for older individuals, mobility is an essential

aspect of quality of life and crucial for the preservation
of independence [15]. Fifty percent or more of patients
with hip fracture suffer from a fear of falling, resulting in
a reduction in physical activities [7]. Therefore, in order
to be successful, rehabilitation programs may need to
focus on increasing self-efficacy concerning falls and fear
of falling. Additionally, programs should focus on setting
realistic goals for increasing the performance of daily
activities, change the environment to reduce the fall risk
and promote physical activity to increase strength and
balance [13].
To coach patients in modifying their patterns of

thoughts (cognition) and activities (behavior) that
contribute to the fear of falling, CBT principles can be
used, consisting of five steps, which together have been
proven effective [13, 16–18]: 1) to educate individuals
about being physically active and to stimulate physical
activity and exercise, 2) to ascertain the amount of
movement and physical activity during the day and give
feedback, 3) to set realistic goals for the performance of
daily activities, 4) to plan these activities, and 5) to
evaluate progress.
New healthcare technologies, such as sensor monitor-

ing, can assist healthcare professionals in coaching more
effectively without increasing their time expenditure.
The sensors provide an objective continuous measure-
ment of daily functioning and provide automatic
feedback via a web-based application [19]. This can be
combined with the coaching of the daily functions of the
client [20, 21]. Older individuals who had a sensor
system in their home during a long period of time
appreciated having sensors at home and indicated that
the technology supported their ability to live an
independent life and contributed to their sense of safety
[22–25]. However, as far as we know, sensor technolo-
gies have not yet been used in the rehabilitation of older
patients after hip fracture.
The aim of the present study is to investigate the effect

of sensor monitoring, embedded in a multidimensional
OT rehabilitation program, on the recovery of physical
ADL function among community-dwelling participants
after hip fracture 6 months after the start of the
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rehabilitation in the nursing home compared to OT
without sensor monitoring and to standard care.

Methods
Design and setting
The study is a three-phase, cross-sectional, complete
design (data are collected from each cluster throughout
the trial), stepped wedge, cluster randomized trial (SW-
CRT). Clusters are nursing homes, which are the units
of randomization. Table 1 shows the design matrix of
the trial.
Six clusters (nursing homes) will be randomized to

one of three fixed sequences, each containing the three
interventions. All clusters will start with providing
standard care (control condition) at the beginning of the
study. At predetermined time points, two clusters cross
over from the control condition (C) to the first interven-
tion, the OT intervention with coaching based on CBT
(OTc). At other predetermined time points, two clusters
crosses over to sensor monitoring embedded in an OT
intervention based on CBT (OTcsm). The interval
between the different time points will be 2 months. One
advantage in terms of the willingness to participate
applicability of the trial to the nursing homes is that all
of the nursing homes will have implemented the inter-
vention at the end of the study.
The feasibility study started October 20, 2015 with the

Amaris Health group in two locations in Laren and
Hilversum and will end September 2016. The methods

and procedures are feasible. We made minor improve-
ments to some of the procedures for the main study.
The main study has started April 1, 2016 and will end
September 2017. The following nursing homes, situated
in the Northwest and Midwest part of the Netherlands,
are involved in the main study: the Omring with loca-
tions in Hoorn and Lutjebroek, Magentazorg with loca-
tions in Alkmaar and Bergen, Amstelring with locations
in Amstelveen and Hoofddorp, Zorgbalans with loca-
tions in Ijmuiden and Haarlem, Careyn with locations in
Utrecht and Vinkeveen and Evean with a location in
Zaandam and two locations in Amsterdam.

Study population/eligibility
Nursing homes were invited to participate if they fulfill
all of the following criteria: 1) have a geriatric rehabilita-
tion ward for hip fracture rehabilitation, with a multidis-
ciplinary team that consists of at least two OT
professionals; 2) community-based occupational treat-
ment is provided by the nursing home or can be pro-
vided by a community-based OT; and 3) are able to
enroll at least 48 patients (8 patients per step) in total.
Participants are eligible if they meet the following

criteria: 1) are admitted to a geriatric rehabilitation ward
in a nursing home after hip surgery and have an indica-
tion for short term rehabilitation; 2) are at least 65 years
old; 3) are living alone in the community or in a senior
residence; 4) have a minimal-mental state examination
(MMSE) score of 15 or higher (cognitive functioning).

Table 1 Design of the three-phase stepped wedge cluster randomized trial

C Care as usual, OTc Occupational therapy with coaching, OTcsm Occupational therapy with coaching and sensor monitoring, NH = Cluster = Nursing home
Trial duration =12 months (recruitment), 18 months (including exposure and measurements
Number of clusters = 6. Number of groups =3. Number of clusters per group =2 (cross over simultaneously)
Pre-rollout period = 2 months. Rollout period = 8 months. Post-rollout period = 2 months
Step length (intervention 1-2) = 2 months. Number of participants per step = 8
Reporting following Copas et al 2015 (Trials, Fig. 1) [58]
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Participants are excluded if at least one of the follow-
ing applies: 1) terminal illness; 2) awaiting permanent
placement in a nursing home; 3) no written informed
consent.

Recruitment of patients
After admission to the nursing home, the nursing home
physicians will identify potential patients on the basis of
the inclusion criteria. A research assistant will provide
oral and written study information. The research assist-
ant will contact interested patients and their caregiver(s)
to provide further detailed information on the study and
to check the inclusion criteria. Written informed
consent obtained in the presence of the research assist-
ant will be required prior to enrollment. A copy of the
signed informed consent form will be given to the
participant. The original signed consent document will
be retained by the investigator. Then, baseline measure-
ments will be performed.
All recruitment procedures will comply the Dutch

Medical Research Involving Human Subjects Act and
the WMA Declaration of Helsinki [26].

Randomization procedure
Randomization was performed, 4 weeks before the
start of the study, by the second author, who was
not involved in the day to day logistics of care deliv-
ery. A dedicated program was written using the sam-
ple command in Stata version 13.1 (Stata Corp LP,
College Station, TX) applying the following princi-
ples: (i) centers were ranked as to their size and
likely patient recruitment potential; (ii) three strata
were formed, 2 largest, 2 intermediate-sized and the
2 smallest centers; (iii) these were allocated in a way
that would enhance the likelihood of collecting
similar amounts of information the 3 strata across
the 6 time periods; (iv) in particular, we forced the
intermediate-sized centers in the 2-2-2 months
periods; (v) we randomized the remaining 4 centers
such that 1 large and 1 small center followed the 1-
2-3 months periods and the other pair the 3-2-1
months periods, respectively.
Figure 1 shows the flow of clusters and participants

through the trial using an adapted CONSORT
diagram [27].

Fig. 1 Flow of clusters and participants
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The intervention
Table 2 shows the components of the standard care
group (C) and the two intervention groups – OTc and
OTcsm.

Care as usual (C): rehabilitation provided to all patients
included in the study
After admission to the nursing home, a multidisciplinary
assessment including a consultation of the different dis-
ciplines begins. The multidisciplinary team in the nurs-
ing homes will comprise a nursing home physician, a
nurse, a physical therapist (PT) and an occupational
therapist (OT). If required, other professionals, such as a
dietician or psychologist, will be consulted. Within 48 h
after admission to the nursing home, the nursing home
physician, together with the nurse, will conduct a com-
prehensive geriatric assessment and also coordinates
wound care, pain management and the mobilization
plan. S/he will also coordinate the patient’s multidiscip-
linary care and treatment team. The PT assessment will
focus on mobility, muscle strength, balance transfer and
walking. The OT assessment will focus on the perform-
ance of daily functions and safety at home. After the as-
sessments, a multidisciplinary care and treatment plan
will be made together with the patient. All patients will
follow the evidence-based multidisciplinary rehabilita-
tion program. Currently, in the Netherlands, the focus of
rehabilitation after hip fracture is PT. Patients will be
discharged after 3–6 weeks, as soon as they are able to
function independently or with the assistance of formal
or informal care at home. If needed, some of the patients

receive rehabilitation at home or at a rehabilitation ward
outside of the nursing home, but this is provided to a
minority of patients.

Intervention arm 1: OT with coaching without sensor
monitoring (OTc)
On top of the multidisciplinary rehabilitation, partici-
pants in this intervention group will receive an OT
intervention with coaching (OTc). The primary role of
OT is to optimize performance and engagement in
meaningful activities and to improve participation. The
OT interventions will focus on individual patients’ needs
and include teaching patients strategies to improve task
performance [28–31].
The coaching is based on evidence-based principles of

a cognitive behavioral therapy (CBT) program concern-
ing fear of falling [13, 22]. As fear of falling is very com-
mon in patients after hip fracture, a main aim is to
reduce that fear and improve recovery. To coach pa-
tients in modifying their patterns of thought (cognition)
and activities (behavior) that contribute to the fear of
falling, the occupational therapist integrates the follow-
ing five CBT principles (which have proven to improve
fear of falling) in the rehabilitation: 1) to give informa-
tion and education about the importance of physical
activity and daily exercise; 2) to ascertain the amount of
movement and physical activity during the day and give
feedback 3) to define, together with the patient, realistic
goals for the performance of daily activities; 4) to make
an activity plan together with the patient and, if needed,
practice exercises and daily activities in a safe manner

Table 2 Components of the control arm care as usual, OT with coaching and OT with coaching and sensor monitoring

Time frame Intervention component Professional involved Control arm OTc OTcsm

Nursing home <48 h after admission Geriatric assessment
Preliminary care and treatment plan

Elderly care physician/Nurse X X X

Week 1 Multidisciplinary assessments Nurse, PT, OT X X X

Week 2 Multidisciplinary care and treatment plan Multidisciplinary team X X X

During NH Multidisciplinary rehabilitation Multidisciplinary team X X X

During NH Wearing of the activity sensor OT X

During NH Once a week coaching by the sensor data OT X

During NH Once a week coaching OT X

Home <1 day after NH discharge Installing sensor system and wearing
activity monitor

Sensor installer X

Week 1 H1 Coaching OT X X

Week 2 H2 Coaching OT X X

Week 3 H3 Coaching OT X X

Week 4 H4 Coaching OT X X

Week 5, 6,
Week 8, 10

Telephone consult
Telephone consult

OT
OT

X
X

X
X

Week 12 Removal of the sensor system Sensor installer X

OTc Occupational therapy with coaching, OTcsm Occupational therapy with coaching and sensor monitoring, NH Nursing home, PT Physical therapist,
OT Occupational therapist, H1 Home visit 1, H2 Home visit 2, H3 Home visit 3, H4 Home visit 4
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accompanied by the occupational therapist. Patients will
select the activities in which fear of falls are experienced
that they consider relevant and important to practice;
5) to evaluate progress.
OT will take place once a week while a patient is still

in nursing home. After discharge, the participants
receive four home visits by an occupational therapist in
the first 4 weeks after discharge, followed by four tele-
phone consultations.
The first home visit takes place within 2 days after

discharge from the nursing home and will cover chan-
ging to the environment to reduce fall risk and setting
realistic goals for increasing daily physical activities. The
duration of this first home-visit will be approximately
60 min.
The next, 45–60 min home visits in weeks 2, 3 and 4

will address the same five steps.
After the last visits in weeks 5, 6, 8, and 10 a 15-min

telephone consultation is planned along the same lines.

Intervention arm II: OT with CBT-coaching using sensor
monitoring as a coaching tool (OTcsm)
Participants in intervention arm II receive an OT inter-
vention in which sensor monitoring is used to enhance
coaching. The occupational therapist will use sensor
monitoring as a tool to coach the patient during
rehabilitation in the nursing home and as a ‘transitional
care program’, focusing on the transition from the nurs-
ing home to the home during the post-discharge period.

Technical details of sensor monitoring using the SO-HIP
tool
The SO-HIP tool consists of two different sensor sys-
tems: 1) a wearable activity monitor, and 2) a sensor
monitoring system placed in the home of the participant
(environmental sensor system). The development of the
SO-HIP tool is based on the experiences in a preceding
proof-of-concept by the University of Amsterdam and
Amsterdam University of Applied Science (AUAS) that
was started in 2011 [23, 32, 33].
1) The wearable activity monitor (Pam) (http://

www.pamcoach.com) consists of a 3-dimensional accel-
erometer, 68 x 33 x 10 mm, wirelessly connected to a
base unit from which the data are sent to a secure data-
base and a web-based application (see Fig. 2). The Pam
is worn on the hip and measures the time of all daily ac-
tivities in minutes per day. We tested the feasibility.
Older individuals experienced the pam is extremely easy
to use: e.g. easy to clip on a waistband, comfortable to
wear during the day and individuals don’t have to adjust
anything to the device. The Pam measures the acceler-
ation of the body movements and expresses the mea-
sured movements in the pam score. The Pam score is an

index representing the ratio of energy expended through
physical activity to resting metabolism [34].
The occupational therapist monitors these activities

via a secure website and uses the sensor data as feedback
for coaching the participant by following the five steps
of CBT once a week during one of the rehabilitation
sessions. In each visit, the progress with regard to phys-
ical daily activities will be discussed. A new goal will be
set, and a discussion what happened during the week
will take place, addressing what was easy, what were dif-
ficult activities, and why. (See further coaching details
regarding the use of sensor monitoring).
2) The sensor monitoring system consists of a wireless

sensor network with a base unit with 16 simple Benext
sensors, covering the main spaces in a house. This sys-
tem will be placed in the home when the participant is
discharged from the nursing home. The sensors are pas-
sive infrared motion sensors (to detect motion in a spe-
cific area), contact switches (reed) on doors and cabinets
(to measure whether doors are opened or closed), energy
switch sensors (to measure the use of appliances such as
the TV or washing machine), and one float sensor in the
toilet (to measure the flushing of the toilet). The activity
patterns of the daily functioning of participants are mon-
itored using the wireless sensor monitoring system and
are sent to a local base unit and stored in a secured
database. These sensor data are analyzed by a computer
program, which looks for activities of daily functioning
and daily patterns in the data. (e.g., toileting or bathing
can be recognized, but more complex activities such as
preparing a breakfast, and other kitchen activities will
also be recognized by the sensor system). A sequence of
binary sensor data indicates the activity with the help of
a recognition algorithm. The occupational therapist can
use the reports of the sensor data via a secure web appli-
cation to evaluate the daily functioning of the patient
and by doing so appropriately coach the patient in per-
forming daily functions and exercises following the same
five steps learned during the nursing home rehabilitation
(see Fig. 2).
The participants in the intervention OTcsm group re-

ceive information about the sensor monitoring at the
start of the rehabilitation in the nursing home. This in-
formation includes a short manual and daily instruction
on how to wear the activity monitor. In the week of dis-
charge, the patients receive further information pertain-
ing to the sensor monitoring at home.

Details for the use of sensor monitoring embedded in the
OT intervention with coaching
From the start of the rehabilitation in the nursing home,
the patient will wear an activity monitor (see technical
details of the SO-HIP tool). The occupational therapist
monitors the activities via a secure website and uses the
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sensor data as feedback for coaching the participant by
following the five steps once a week during a coaching
session. The sensor data reports can be used in the

coaching as objective information about the current
state of the amount of movement and activities per-
formed during the day. The sensor data reports form a

a) b) c)

d) e) 

f) 

22

20

18

16

14

12

10

Fig. 2 Sensor monitoring system and web application. a Pam sensor. b Pam sensor worn on a waist band. c Motion sensor, data box, pam
sensor. d Measured movements per day expressed in a pam score. e The number of minutes active movements per day. f Visualization of an
activity pattern measured by the wireless sensor monitoring system during one month. The different colors correspond with the different
locations where activities took place. Each line corresponds with one day
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starting point for discussion about the daily patterns and
activities that are important to practice and for making
new realistic plans for activities based on the objective
reports. The daily and weekly reports of the sensor
data can also be used to evaluate progress of the
rehabilitation.
During the rehabilitation in the nursing home, the pa-

tient learns, with the help of the occupational therapist,
to make use of the sensor monitoring by following the
five consequent steps of CBT.
As a tool for the ‘follow-up care’ at home, a wire-

less sensor monitoring system (see technical details of
the SO-HIP tool) will be installed in the home of the
participant on the first day after discharge from the
nursing home for a period of 3 months. After being
discharged, the participants also receive four home
visits by an occupational therapist, which are then
followed by four consultations by telephone, and in
doing so, following the five steps mentioned above
with the input of the sensor data, according to the
same structure.
The contents of the different sessions are described in

a manual for the occupational therapist.

Training and education of the trial occupational therapists
All occupational therapists of the two intervention
groups in the nursing homes will receive information
about the study, including a manual with the procedures
and a two-day training session (first day before the start
of OTc and the second day before the start of OTcsm)
regarding how to make use of the CBT principles in
coaching the participant and how to make use of the
SO-HIP tool in instructing and coaching the patient
(face to face and by telephone), following the five steps
of CBT. Along with the coaching on the use of the sen-
sor data, the occupational therapists will be instructed
about the technical aspects of the SO-HIP tool and the
use of the web-based application. Details of the training
program can be found at www.sohipstudie.nl. The occu-
pational therapists are all registered, have a bachelor’s
degree and have experience in the rehabilitation of pa-
tients after hip fracture.

Use of co-interventions
Patients are allowed to receive concurrent interventions
during the study period (e.g., medications, dietician). De-
tails of the concurrent intervention(s) will be registered.

Outcome and measurements
Table 3 gives a detailed overview of outcome measures
at each time point.

Medical and demographic variables
The self-reporting questionnaire that participants fill out
at baseline and T4 contains determinants of functional
decline (e.g. comorbidities) and the elements of a min-
imal data set (www.topics-mds.eu) consisting of demo-
graphic data (e.g. age, gender, marital status), physical
functioning, self-perceived health status, psychological
and social functioning, health-related quality of life and
health care utilization.

Primary outcome measure
The primary outcome measure is the perceived daily
functioning 6 months after the start of rehabilitation

Table 3 Variables and outcome measures and time points of
assessment in the SO-HIP study

Measures Baseline
NH1

T1
NH2

T3
H1

T6
H2

Primary outcome measure

Daily functioning; self perceived
performance in daily activities:

o COPM X X X X

Secondary outcome measures

Physical functioning;

o Performance oriented mobility: POMA X X X X

o Functional mobility and balance: TUG X X X X

Independence in Activities of Daily Living
(ADL) and Instrumental Activities of Daily
Living (IADL;

o Katz-15 index X X X X

Sense of safety;

o VAS-SAFE X X X X

Fear of falling;

o VAS-FOF X X X X

o FES-I X X X X

Health related quality of life;

o EQ 5D X X X X

Additional measures

Information gathered of determinants of
functional decline (e.g., comorbidities) and
a minimal data set (MDS) consisting of;

o Demographic data, X

o Psychological and social functioning;
subscale Rand 36

X X X X

o Cognitive functioning; MMSE X X

o Healthcare utilization X X X

Baseline, NH1 = within 1 week after admission nursing home; T1, NH2 = before
discharge from nursing home; T3, H1 4 months (post-intervention) at home;
T6, H2 = 6 months after the start rehabilitation. COPM Canadian Occupational
Performance Measure, POMA Performance Oriented Mobility Assessment, TUG
Timed Up and Go, Katz 15 index Modified Katz 15 index, VAS-SAFE Visual
analogue scale for sense of safety, VAS-FOF Visual analogue scale for fear of
falling, FES-I Falls Efficacy Scale International, EQ5D EuroQol health related
quality of life, MDS Minimal Dataset, MMSE Mini Mental State Examination
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compared to baseline functioning (the first week after
admission). The primary outcome measure will be mea-
sured using the Canadian Occupational Performance
Measure (COPM) [35]. The COPM is a client-centered,
occupation-focused outcome measure for the detection
of change in perceived occupational performance over
time. It is a generic measure suitable for all clients with
perceived problems in daily activities. It uses a semi-
structured interview format and a structured scoring
method. The COPM results in two main scores,
Performance and Satisfaction, each out of total of 10.
The patient prioritizes up to five problems s/he deems
that are the most urgent or important and rates the
problems on an ordinary 10-point scale regarding per-
formance (1 = not able to do at all and 10 = able to do
extremely well) and satisfaction (1 = not satisfied at all
and 10 = extremely satisfied). The mean scores will be
obtained by summing the ratings for performance and
satisfaction and dividing them by the number of priori-
tized problems. Change in scores can be calculated after
a reassessment interval to measure the change in the
perception of occupational performance. For evaluation
at a later time, the patient rates the performance regard-
ing the prioritized problems outlined in the first inter-
view. The COPM is a standardized instrument, with
specific instructions and methods for administering and
scoring. The reliability and validity of the COPM have
been shown in many studies, and the COPM is widely
used as an outcome measure for individuals and inter-
ventions [36–40]. A 1.3-point difference between pre-
and post-measurement indicates a minimally clinically
important difference [39, 40].
In this study, a trained research assistant will do the

COPM interview and score the results.

Secondary outcome measures
The secondary outcome measures are the level of phys-
ical activity and independence in activities of daily living,
the level of sense of safety, fear of falling, self-rated
health and the use of healthcare resources at 1, 4 and
6 months after start of the rehabilitation, compared to
functioning at baseline at the beginning of rehabilitation
in the nursing home.
Physical functioning will be measured based on the

following:

1) Performance oriented mobility will be measured
using the Tinetti Performance Oriented Mobility
Assessment (POMA). The POMA is an easily
administered, generic and widely used task-oriented
test that measures the gait and balance abilities of
older adults and their association with the risk of
falling (high risk of falls (Tinetti score ≤18 points),
moderate risk of falls (Tinetti score between 19 and

23 points), and low risk of falls (Tinetti score ≥24
points) [41]. It is clinically used to determine the
mobility status of older adults or to evaluate changes
over time. The POMA score ranges from 0 to 28,
with a higher score indicating better balance and
walking ability [41]. The inter-rater and test–retest
reliability of the POMA is excellent, and the
correlation with reference performance tests
indicates the satisfactory construct validity of the
POMA [42].

2) Functional mobility and balance will be measured
by the Timed Up and Go (TUG). The amount of
time to rise from a chair with arm rests, walk 3
meters, cross a line on the floor, turn, walk back,
and sit down again will be measured [43]. The test
will be performed twice, and the mean time will be
used as the outcome [44]. The TUG range for
people aged 80 to 99 years expressed as the mean
has been estimated to be 11.3 ((95% confidence
interval10.0-12.7) seconds [45] and 11 to 20 s in
frail elderly and disabled patients [43]. The TUG
is well validated and has been used in several
studies on hip fracture patients to predict falls, to
assess functional mobility and to assess the effects
of home-based therapy and comprehensive geriatric
care [3, 43, 46–48].

3) Independence in Activities of Daily Living (ADL) and
Instrumental Activities of Daily Living (IADL) will
be measured using the modified Katz-ADL 15
index score. This index is based on six basic
ADLs and nine IADL items. Each item is scored 0
(independent) or 1 (dependent), with an overall
score ranging from zero to 15; a higher score
indicates a higher dependence in ADL and IADL
[49, 50].

Sense of safety
The visual analogue scale for sense of safety (VAS-SAFE)
will be used to measure sense of safety levels. The re-
spondents answer the question “How safe do you feel at
home?” The participants are instructed to select the
number that best reflects their perceived sense of safety,
with 1 representing feeling safe and 10 representing feel-
ing extremely unsafe.
Fear of falling will be measured with the visual

analogue scale for fear of falling (VAS-FOF) and the
Falls Efficacy Scale International (FES-I).

1) The VAS-FOF is a simple and easy-to-use instrument
that uses a numeric scale (1–10) to measure the
perceived FOF. The participants are instructed to
select the number that best reflects the intensity
of FOF experienced, with 1 representing no FOF
and 10 representing an extreme FOF [51].
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2) The Falls Efficacy Scale-International (FES-I) is a
short, easy-to-administer tool that measures the level
of fear of falling during social and physical activities
inside and outside the home, whether or not the
person actually does the activity. The level of concern
is measured on a four-point Likert scale (1 = not at all
concerned to 4 = very concerned) [52].

The reliability and structural validity of the FES-I in
patients after a hip fracture are good [53]. The Falls
Efficacy Scale-International (FES-I) is commonly used to
the measure fear of falling in community-dwelling older
adults but can also be used to assess the fear of falling in
patients after hip fracture [38].

Health-related quality of life
Self-reported health-related quality of life will be mea-
sured with the EQ 5D (EuroQol), comprising a visual
analogue scale (VAS) and a health status instrument.
EQ-5D is a validated, generalized and standardized instru-
ment for use as a measure of health outcome. The EQ 5d
compromises the following 5 dimensions: mobility, self-
care, activities, pain/ discomfort and anxiety/depression,
and one question about cognition. Each dimension has
three levels: no problems, some problems or extreme
problems [54]. A respondent’s EQ-VAS indicates self-
rated health on a scale in which the endpoints are labeled
‘best imaginable health state’ (100) and ‘worst imaginable
health state’ (0).
It was found that the EQ-5D could be used to measure

outcomes for patients recovering from hip fracture, in-
cluding those with cognitive impairment [55].

Process evaluation
In addition to the primary and secondary outcomes,
additional qualitative data will be collected, which will
give insight into the feasibility of the SO-HIP tool at the
level of both the older participants after hip fracture and
the professionals using this intervention. Participants’
experiences and opinions with the standard care, OTc
and OTcsm will be evaluated in a qualitative study,
which will be done alongside the feasibility study of the
SO-HIP study. From the professionals we will collect
data using standardized evaluation forms. For each
participant, each therapist will record the content of
their intervention, the number of sessions, time spent
and their views of effectiveness of the intervention. At
the end of the study we will conduct a focus group with
all professionals involved in the study exploring their
experiences and opinions regarding the use of coach-
ing and the use of coaching combined with sensor
monitoring.

Sample size calculation
Stepped wedge designs with more than two interven-
tions have, to our knowledge, never been reported. The
methodology for sample size and power calculations are
still being developed. Dr. Steven Teerenstra, PhD
(Biostatistics, Radboud University Medical Center) per-
formed a simulation-based power calculation based on
the primary outcome – the COPM performance out-
come. Specifically, with 8 patients per cluster (nursing
home) per step (six steps of 2 months duration each), an
assumed treatment effect 1 (occupational therapy
without sensor monitoring (OTc) versus usual care
(control, C) of 1.5*SD) and an assumed treatment effect
2 (occupational therapy with sensor monitoring (OTcsm)
versus OTc of 0.75*SD), and an intracluster correlation
coefficient of 0.05, we will collect observations on 288
patients and achieve a power of 100% for treatment ef-
fect 1 and a power of 85% for treatment effect 2. We
expressed the treatment effect sizes relative to the stand-
ard deviations (SD) because similar data are currently
lacking.

Data entry and quality control
We will collect the data using standardized forms and
measurements. A trained research assistant will collect
data at baseline (T0), before discharge from the nursing
home (T1), 4 months (post-intervention) (T3) and at
6 months (follow-up) (T4). All data will be entered into
a database (Castor, http://castoredc.com), according to
Academic Medical Centre Good Clinical Practice
Guidelines with an identification code for each patient.
The sensor monitoring data of the patient will be kept

under the identification code and stored in a secured
database.
According to the good clinical practice guidelines, data

will be stored for 15 years and archived according to the
regulations of the Netherlands Federation of University
Medical Centers (NFU) (http://www.nfu.nl).

Statistical analysis
An adapted CONSORT flow diagram will detail the flow
of clusters and patients through the trial (see Fig. 1).
Baseline comparability at the level of clusters (immedi-
ately after randomization) and patients (at recruitment)
will be assessed. Descriptive data will be used to assess
any time trends of patient characteristics at recruitment
since patient selection bias is a threat in cluster trials
that cannot be blinded for allocation.
The treatment effects (OTc vs control, OTcsm vs OTc,

and OTcsm vs control) on the various outcomes will be
estimated with mixed linear models using dummy vari-
ables for the two treatments, random intercepts for the
clusters, and time as a fixed effect. For each outcome,
the baseline values of that outcome will be used as a
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covariable [56]. The trial will have limited power to ex-
plore treatment by time or treatment by cluster interac-
tions. If feasible, we will explore these. Two sided 95%
confidence intervals will be calculated.
An intention-to-treat analysis will be the primary ana-

lysis. Per-protocol analyses based on degree of compli-
ance with the study protocol will be used in an
exploratory fashion.
A descriptive qualitative and quantitative analysis will

be conducted on the data from the evaluation forms of
the participants and the assessors and the data from the
therapists of a given intervention. We will analyze the
qualitative data based on the constant comparative
method [57].

Discussion
The present three-arm stepped wedge randomized trial
combines CBT principles that have been successful in
the treatment of fear of falling and the multidisciplinary
rehabilitation of older adults with hip fracture with the
incorporation of sensor monitoring in the intervention
as a coaching tool (monitoring and feedback tool) to im-
prove daily functioning, physical activities, sense of safety
and reduce the fear of falling at home. To our knowledge,
this is a first trial evaluating the effectiveness of these in-
terventions in older individuals after hip fracture.
Stepped wedge designs with more than two interven-

tions have, as far as we know, never been used. Because
we make use of restricted randomization we will reduce
the between-cluster variation and improve balance,
which is advisable when there are few clusters [58].
The use of a stepped wedge design provides us some

methodological and practical advantages. First, the inter-
vention effect can be estimated using between and
within cluster comparisons and the professionals are
their own controls in the interventions [59]. Second,
each participating nursing home will have implemented
both interventions at the end of the study while in a
traditional cluster randomized trial some clusters will
have received only a control intervention. This increased
nursing homes’ willingness to participate. Third, in order
to provide training in each cluster before the start of the
interventions, the staggered start of the interventions
makes a better time allowance. The same accounts for
the technical support of the tool if needed. Last, because
of the crossover from control to OTc and OTcsm and
each participant receives only one condition, we may as-
sume that there are no carryover effects [58].
For older adults, the ability to remain mobile is an es-

sential aspect of quality of life and is crucial for the pres-
ervation of independence [15]. An important aspect of
the intervention using sensor monitoring is to apply
CBT principles. Sensor monitoring embedded in the OT
intervention with CBT coaching is expected to have an

impact directly at the level of the patient’s ability to per-
form activities in his or her own context. A characteris-
tic of the use of sensor monitoring in an OT
intervention is that goals related to daily activities are
formulated that are relevant and important to the person
and are based on the objective measurement of daily
functioning by sensors. The coaching by the occupa-
tional therapist will target these particular issues. Our
hypothesis is that the person’s self-perceived perform-
ance in daily activities, measured using the COPM, will
alter as a result of the intervention.
This study will provide new knowledge regarding the

combined intervention of CBT coaching by occupational
therapists and CBT coaching by occupational therapists
using sensor monitoring, enabling older individuals to
perform everyday activities and to remain living inde-
pendently after hip fracture.

Abbreviations
ADL: Activities of daily living; CBT: Cognitive behavioral treatment;
COPM: Canadian Occupational Performance Measure; EQ5D: Euroquol,
instrument for assessing health related quality of life; FES-I: Falls Efficacy
Scale-International; IADL: Instrumental Activities of Daily Living; Katz-15: Katz
Index of Independence in Activities of Daily Living; MDS: Minimal dataset;
MMSE: Mini Mental State Examination; OT: Occupational therapy;
OTc: Occupational Therapy with Coaching; OTcsm: Occupational therapy
with coaching and sensor monitoring; PAM: Physical Activity Monitor;
POMA: Performance Oriented Mobility Assessment; PT: Physical therapy;
SO-HIP: Sensor monitoring embedded in Occupational therapy rehabilitation
for patients after Hip-fracture; SO-HIP tool: Sensor monitoring system used
for hip rehabilitation; VAS-SAFE: Visual Analogue Scale for Fear of Falling;
WMO: Medical research involving human subjects act

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by the Netherlands organization Fonds Nuts Ohra,
grant number 1401-057, date of registration April 1 2016.

Availability of data and materials
The data we will collect in this randomized controlled trial will be made
available, from the corresponding author on reasonable request, within the
acceptable and existing privacy legislations. Further information is available
at www.sohipstudie.nl.

Authors’ contributions
MP, BMB, SEdR, GtR, MvH and BK designed the study. SEdR obtained the
funding. MP drafted the manuscript and wrote the protocol for the Medical
Ethics Committee. All authors critically reviewed the protocol for the Medical
Ethics Committee. All authors approved the final manuscript and critically
revised the manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The Medical Ethics Committee of the Academic Medical Center, University of
Amsterdam in the Netherlands, (protocol ID AMC 2015_169) approved the
study. Written consent is obtained from all participants before inclusion. The
research is performed according to the Dutch Medical Research Involving
Human Subjects Act and the WMA Declaration of Helsinki [26].

Author details
1Research Group Occupational Therapy, ACHIEVE, Centre of Applied
Research, Faculty of Health, Amsterdam University of Applied Sciences, Room

Pol et al. BMC Health Services Research  (2017) 17:3 Page 11 of 13

http://www.sohipstudie.nl/


B 122, Tafelbergweg 51, PO Box 2557 1000CN Amsterdam, The Netherlands.
2Department General Practice, Academic Medical Center, University of
Amsterdam, Amsterdam, The Netherlands. 3Research Group Digital Life,
Amsterdam University of Applied Sciences, University of Amsterdam,
Amsterdam, The Netherlands. 4Department of Internal Medicine, Geriatric
Section, Academic Medical Center, University of Amsterdam and The
University Medical Center Groningen (UMCG), Amsterdam, The Netherlands.
5Department of Internal Medicine, Section of Geriatric Medicine, Academic
Medical Center, University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam, The Netherlands.

Received: 21 May 2016 Accepted: 6 December 2016

References
1. Folbert E, Smit R, Velde D. Multidisciplinair zorgpad voor oudere patiënten

met een heupfractuur: resultaten van implementatie in het Centrum voor
Geriatrische Traumatologie, Almelo. Ned Tijdschr Geneeskd. 2011;155:A3197.

2. Magaziner J, Hawkes W, Hebel JR, Zimmerman SI, Fox KM, Dolan M, et al.
Recovery from hip fracture in eight areas of function. J Gerontol A Biol Sci
Med Sci. 2000;55(9):M498–507. doi:10.1093/gerona/55.9.M498.

3. Crotty M, Unroe K, Cameron ID, Miller M, Ramirez G, Couzner L.
Rehabilitation interventions for improving physical and psychosocial
functioning after hip fracture in older people. Cochrane Database Syst Rev.
2010;1. doi:10.1002/14651858.cd007624.pub3

4. Mossey JM, Mutran E, Knott K, Craik R. Determinants of recovery 12 months
after hip fracture: the importance of psychosocial factors. Am J Public
Health. 1989;79(3):279–86. doi:10.2105/AJPH.79.3.279.

5. Givens JL, Sanft TB, Marcantonio ER. Functional recovery after hip fracture:
the combined effects of depressive symptoms, cognitive impairment, and
delirium. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2008;56(6):1075–9. doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2008.
01711.x.

6. Osnes E, Lofthus C, Meyer H, Falch J, Nordsletten L, Cappelen I, et al.
Consequences of hip fracture on activities of daily life and residential needs.
Osteoporosis Int. 2004;15(7):567–74. doi:10.1007/s00198-003-1583-0.

7. Visschedijk J, Achterberg W, Van Balen R, Hertogh C. Fear of falling after hip
fracture: a systematic review of measurement instruments, prevalence,
interventions, and related factors. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2010;58(9):1739–48.
doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2010.03036.x.

8. Scheffer AC, Schuurmans MJ, van Dijk N, van der Hooft T, de Rooij SE. Fear
of falling: measurement strategy, prevalence, risk factors and consequences
among older persons. Age Ageing. 2008;37(1):19–24. doi:10.1093/ageing/
afm169.

9. Resnick B, Hicks G, Orwig D, Yu-Yahiro J, Magaziner J. Review of the impact
of exercise interventions on function post hip fracture and recommendations
for future interventions. Int J Disability Community Rehabil. 2010;9(1). http://
www.ijdcr.ca/VOL09_01/articles/resnick.shtml.

10. Handoll HH, Sherrington C, Mak J. Interventions for improving mobility after
hip fracture surgery in adults. Cochrane Library. 2011. doi:10.1002/14651858.
cd001704.pub4doi:10.1590/s1516-31802011000600012.

11. Auais MA, Eilayyan O, Mayo NE. Extended exercise rehabilitation after hip
fracture improves patients’ physical function: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Phys Ther. 2012;92(11):1437–51. doi:10.2522/ptj.20110274.

12. Latham NK, Harris BA, Bean JF, Heeren T, Goodyear C, Zawacki S, et al. Effect
of a Home-Based Exercise Program on Functional Recovery Following
Rehabilitation After Hip Fracture: A Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA.
2014;311(7):700–8. doi:10.1001/jama.2014.469.

13. Zijlstra G, Van Haastregt J, Ambergen T, Van Rossum E, Van Eijk, Jacques Th M,
Tennstedt SL, et al. Effects of a Multicomponent Cognitive Behavioral Group
Intervention on Fear of Falling and Activity Avoidance in Community-Dwelling
Older Adults: Results of a Randomized Controlled Trial. J Am Geriatr
Soc. 2009;57(11):2020-8. doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.2009.02489.x

14. Murphy SL, Williams CS, Gill TM. Characteristics Associated with Fear of
Falling and Activity Restriction in Community‐Living Older Persons. J Am
Geriatr Soc. 2002;50(3):516–20. doi:10.1046/j.1532-5415.2002.50119.x.

15. Volpato S, Guralnik JM. Hip fractures: comprehensive geriatric care and
recovery. Lancet. 2015. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61592-0.

16. Dorresteijn TA, Zijlstra GA, Delbaere K, van Rossum E, Vlaeyen JW, Kempen GI.
Evaluating an in-home multicomponent cognitive behavioural programme to
manage concerns about falls and associated activity avoidance in frail
community-dwelling older people: Design of a randomised control trial
[NCT01358032. BMC Health Serv Res. 2011 Sep 20;11:228,6963-11-228.

17. Di Monaco M, Vallero F, De Toma E, De Lauso L, Tappero R, Cavanna A.
A single home visit by an occupational therapist reduces the risk of falling
after hip fracture in elderly women: a quasi-randomized controlled trial.
J Rehabil Med. 2008;40(6):446–50. doi:10.2340/16501977-0206.

18. Gillespie LD, Robertson MC, Gillespie WJ, Sherrington C, Gates S,
Clemson LM, et al. Interventions for preventing falls in older people
living in the community. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2012;9(11).
doi:10.1002/14651858.CD007146.pub3

19. Pol MC, Poerbodipoero S, Robben S, Daams J, van Hartingsveldt M, de Vos R,
et al. Sensor Monitoring to Measure and Support Daily Functioning for
Independently Living Older People: A Systematic Review and Road Map for
Further Development. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2013;61(12):2219–27. doi:10.1111/jgs.
12563.

20. McDermott MS, While AE. Maximizing the healthcare environment: a
systematic review exploring the potential of computer technology to
promote self-management of chronic illness in healthcare settings. Patient
Educ Couns. 2013;92(1):13–22. doi:10.1016/j.pec.2013.02.014.

21. van der Weegen S, Verwey R, Spreeuwenberg M, Tange H, van der Weijden T,
de Witte L. The development of a mobile monitoring and feedback tool to
stimulate physical activity of people with a chronic disease in primary care: a
user-centered design. JMIR mhealth uhealth. 2013;1(2):e8. doi:10.2196/mhealth.
2526.

22. van Hoof J, Kort HS, Rutten PG, Duijnstee MS. Ageing-in-place with the use
of ambient intelligence technology: perspectives of older users. Int J Med
Inform. 2011;80(5):310–31. doi:10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2011.02.010.

23. Pol M, van Nes F, van Hartingsveldt M, Buurman B, de Rooij S, Krose B.
Older People’s Perspectives Regarding the Use of Sensor Monitoring in
Their Home. Gerontologist. 2014. doi:10.1093/geront/gnu104.

24. Kanis M, Robben S, Hagen J, Bimmerman A, Wagelaar N, Kröse B. Sensor
monitoring in the home: giving voice to elderly people. Proceedings of the
7th International Conference on Pervasive Computing Technologies for
Healthcare; ICST (Institute for Computer Sciences, Social-Informatics and
Telecommunications Engineering); 2013. doi:10.4108/icst.pervasivehealth.
2013.252060

25. Auais M, Morin S, Nadeau L, Finch L, Mayo N. Changes in frailty-related
characteristics of the hip fracture population and their implications for
healthcare services: evidence from Quebec, Canada. Osteoporosis Int.
2013;24(10):2713–24. doi:10.1007/s00198-013-2390-x.

26. World Medical Association. Declaration of Helsinki. Ethical Principles for
Medical Research Involving Human Subject. 64th WMA General Assembly in
Fortaleza, Brazil: World Medical Association..2013.

27. Moher D, Hopewell S, Schulz KF, Montori V, Gøtzsche PC, Devereaux P, et al.
CONSORT 2010 explanation and elaboration: updated guidelines for
reporting parallel group randomised trials. J Clin Epidemiol. 2010;63(8):e1–e37.
doi:10.1016/j.jclinepi.2010.03.004.

28. Steultjens E, Robertson K. Focussed, comprehensive home visits prevent
falling when targeted to specific groups of older people at high risk of falls.
Aust Occup Ther J. 2009;56(2):144–5. doi:10.1111/j.1440-1630.2009.788_1.x.

29. Steultjens EM, Dekker J, Bouter LM, Leemrijse CJ, van den Ende CH.
Evidence of the efficacy of occupational therapy in different conditions: an
overview of systematic reviews. Clin Rehabil. 2005;19(3):247–54. doi:10.1191/
0269215505cr870oa.

30. Hagsten B, Svensson O, Gardulf A. Early individualized postoperative
occupational therapy training in 100 patients improves ADL after hip
fracture A randomized trial. Acta Orthop. 2004;75(2):177–83. doi:10.1080/
00016470412331294435.

31. Townsend EA, Polatajko HJ. Advancing an occupational therapy vision
for health, well-being, and justice through occupation. Ottawa, ON:
CAOT Publications ACE.«Enabling Occupation II présente une vue en
coupe tranversale du MCRO-P pour définir et délimiter le domaine de
préoccupation des ergothérapeutes, c’est-àdire l’occupation humaine.
2007.

32. Kasteren TLMv. Activity recognition for health monitoring elderly using
temporal probabilistic models. Amsterdam: ASCI; 2011.

33. Robben S, Pol M, Kröse B. Longitudinal ambient sensor monitoring for
functional health assessments: a case study. Proceedings of the 2014 ACM
International Joint Conference on Pervasive and Ubiquitous Computing:
Adjunct Publication; ACM; 2014. doi:10.1145/2638728.2638812

34. Vooijs M, Alpay LL, Snoeck-Stroband JB, Beerthuizen T, Siemonsma PC,
Abbink JJ, et al. Validity and usability of low-cost accelerometers for
internet-based self-monitoring of physical activity in patients with

Pol et al. BMC Health Services Research  (2017) 17:3 Page 12 of 13

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/55.9.M498
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.79.3.279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2008.01711.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2008.01711.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00198-003-1583-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2010.03036.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ageing/afm169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ageing/afm169
http://www.ijdcr.ca/VOL09_01/articles/resnick.shtml
http://www.ijdcr.ca/VOL09_01/articles/resnick.shtml
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.cd001704.pub4doi:10.1590/s1516-31802011000600012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.cd001704.pub4doi:10.1590/s1516-31802011000600012
http://dx.doi.org/10.2522/ptj.20110274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2014.469
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2009.02489.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1532-5415.2002.50119.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61592-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.2340/16501977-0206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD007146.pub3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.12563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jgs.12563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2013.02.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.2526
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.2526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2011.02.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geront/gnu104
http://dx.doi.org/10.4108/icst.pervasivehealth.2013.252060
http://dx.doi.org/10.4108/icst.pervasivehealth.2013.252060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00198-013-2390-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2010.03.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1630.2009.788_1.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/0269215505cr870oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/0269215505cr870oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00016470412331294435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00016470412331294435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/2638728.2638812


chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Interact J Med Res. 2014;3(4):e14.
doi:10.2196/ijmr.3056.

35. Law M, Baptiste S, McColl M, Opzoomer A, Polatajko H, Pollock N. The
Canadian occupational performance measure: an outcome measure for
occupational therapy. Can J Occup Ther. 1990;57(2):82–7. doi:10.1177/
000841749005700207.

36. Cup EH, Scholte op Reimer WJ, Thijssen MC, van Kuyk-Minis MA. Reliability
and validity of the Canadian Occupational Performance Measure in stroke
patients. Clin Rehabil. 2003;17(4):402-9. doi:10.1191/0269215503cr635oal;
17(4):402-9.

37. Dedding C, Cardol M, Eyssen IC, Dekker J, Beelen A. Validity of the Canadian
Occupational Performance Measure: a client-centred outcome measurement.
Clin Rehabil. 2004;18(6):660–7. doi:10.1191/0269215504cr746oa.

38. Eyssen IC, Beelen A, Dedding C, Cardol M, Dekker J. The reproducibility
of the Canadian Occupational Performance Measure. Clin Rehabil.
2005;19(8):888–94. doi:10.1191/0269215505cr883oa.

39. Sturkenboom IH, Graff MJ, Hendriks JC, Veenhuizen Y, Munneke M,
Bloem BR, et al. Efficacy of occupational therapy for patients with
Parkinson’s disease: a randomised controlled trial. Lancet Neurol.
2014;13(6):557–66. doi:10.1016/S1474-4422(14)70055-9.

40. Eyssen I, Steultjens M, Oud T, Bolt EM, Maasdam A, Dekker J. Responsiveness
of the Canadian occupational performance measure. J Rehabil Res Dev.
2011;48(5):517–28. doi:10.1682/JRRD.2010.06.0110.

41. Tinetti ME. Performance-oriented assessment of mobility problems in
elderly patients. J Am Geriatr Soc. 1986. doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.1986.
tb05480.x.

42. Faber MJ, Bosscher RJ, van Wieringen PC. Clinimetric properties of the
performance-oriented mobility assessment. Phys Ther. 2006;86(7):944–54.

43. Podsiadlo D, Richardson S. The timed “Up & Go”: a test of basic functional
mobility for frail elderly persons. J Am Geriatr Soc. 1991;39(2):142–8.
doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.1991.tb01616.x.

44. Helbostad JL, Sletvold O, Moe-Nilssen R. Effects of home exercises and
group training on functional abilities in home-dwelling older persons with
mobility and balance problems. A randomized study. Aging Clin Exp Res.
2004;16(2):113–21. doi:10.1007/BF03324539.

45. Bohannon RW. Reference values for the timed up and go test: a descriptive
meta-analysis. J Geriatr Phys Ther. 2006;29(2):64–8.

46. Kristensen MT, Foss NB, Kehlet H. Timed “up & go” test as a predictor of falls
within 6 months after hip fracture surgery. Phys Ther. 2007;87(1):24–30.
doi:10.2522/ptj.20050271.

47. Crotty M, Whitehead C, Miller M, Gray S. Patient and caregiver outcomes
12 months after home-based therapy for hip fracture: a randomized
controlled trial. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2003;84(8):1237–9. doi:10.1016/
S0003-9993(03)00141-2.

48. Prestmo A, Hagen G, Sletvold O, Helbostad JL, Thingstad P, Taraldsen K,
et al. Comprehensive geriatric care for patients with hip fractures: a
prospective, randomised, controlled trial. Lancet. 2015. doi:10.1016/S0140-
6736(14)62409-0.

49. Katz S, Ford AB, Moskowitz RW, Jackson BA, Jaffe MW. Studies of Illness in
the Aged. the Index of Adl: a Standardized Measure of Biological and
Psychosocial Function. JAMA. 1963;185:914-9. doi:10.1001/jama.1963.
03060120024016

50. Weinberger M, Samsa GP, Schmader K, Greenberg SM, Carr DB, Wildman DS.
Comparing proxy and patients’ perceptions of patients’ functional status:
results from an outpatient geriatric clinic. J Am Geriatr Soc. 1992;40(6):585–8.
doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.1992.tb02107.x.

51. Scheffer AC, Schuurmans MJ, Vandijk N, Van Der Hooft T, De Rooij SE.
Reliability and validity of the visual analogue scale for fear of falling in older
persons. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2010;58(11):2228–30. doi:10.1111/j.1532-5415.
2010.03105.x.

52. Yardley L, Beyer N, Hauer K, Kempen G, Piot-Ziegler C, Todd C. Development
and initial validation of the Falls Efficacy Scale-International (FES-I). Age Ageing.
2005;34(6):614–9. doi:10.1093/ageing/afi196.

53. Visschedijk JH, Terwee CB, Caljouw MA, Spruit-van Eijk M, van Balen R,
Achterberg WP. Reliability and validity of the Falls Efficacy Scale-
International after hip fracture in patients aged &geq; 65 years. Disability
Rehabil. 2015(0):1-8.

54. Group TE. EuroQol-a new facility for the measurement of health-related
quality of life. Health Policy. 1990;16(3):199–208. doi:10.1016/0168-
8510(90)90421-9.

55. Parsons N, Griffin XL, Achten J, Costa ML. Outcome assessment after hip
fracture: is EQ-5D the answer? Bone Joint Res. 2014;3(3):69–75. doi:10.1302/
2046-3758.33.2000250.

56. Davey C, Hargreaves J, Thompson JA, Copas AJ, Beard E, Lewis JJ, et al.
Analysis and reporting of stepped wedge randomised controlled trials:
synthesis and critical appraisal of published studies, 2010 to 2014. Trials.
2015 Aug 17;16:358,015-0838-3.

57. Strauss A, Corbin J. Grounded theory methodology. Handbook of qualitative
research. 1994:273-85. doi:10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.02.016

58. Copas AJ, Lewis JJ, Thompson JA, Davey C, Baio G, Hargreaves JR.
Designing a stepped wedge trial: three main designs, carry-over effects and
randomisation approaches. Trials. 2015 Aug 17;16:352,015-0842-7.

59. Keriel-Gascou M, Buchet-Poyau K, Rabilloud M, Duclos A, Colin C. A stepped
wedge cluster randomized trial is preferable for assessing complex health
interventions. J Clin Epidemiol. 2014;67(7):831–3. doi:10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.
02.016.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Pol et al. BMC Health Services Research  (2017) 17:3 Page 13 of 13

http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/ijmr.3056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000841749005700207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000841749005700207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/0269215503cr635oal;17(4):402-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/0269215503cr635oal;17(4):402-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/0269215504cr746oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/0269215505cr883oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(14)70055-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1682/JRRD.2010.06.0110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.1986.tb05480.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.1986.tb05480.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.1991.tb01616.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF03324539
http://dx.doi.org/10.2522/ptj.20050271
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0003-9993(03)00141-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0003-9993(03)00141-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)62409-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)62409-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.1963.03060120024016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.1963.03060120024016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.1992.tb02107.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2010.03105.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2010.03105.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ageing/afi196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0168-8510(90)90421-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0168-8510(90)90421-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1302/2046-3758.33.2000250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1302/2046-3758.33.2000250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.02.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.02.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2014.02.016

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods/ Design
	Discussion
	Trial registration number

	Background
	Methods
	Design and setting
	Study population/eligibility
	Recruitment of patients
	Randomization procedure
	The intervention
	Care as usual (C): rehabilitation provided to all patients included in the study
	Intervention arm 1: OT with coaching without sensor monitoring (OTc)
	Intervention arm II: OT with CBT-coaching using sensor monitoring as a coaching tool (OTcsm)
	Technical details of sensor monitoring using the SO-HIP tool
	Details for the use of sensor monitoring embedded in the OT intervention with coaching
	Training and education of the trial occupational therapists

	Use of co-interventions
	Outcome and measurements
	Medical and demographic variables
	Primary outcome measure
	Secondary outcome measures
	Sense of safety
	Health-related quality of life

	Process evaluation
	Sample size calculation
	Data entry and quality control
	Statistical analysis

	Discussion
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Competing interests
	Consent for publication
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Author details
	References

