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 42 

Abstract 43 

Background: Telemedicine management of hypertension (TM-HTN) uses home blood 44 

pressure (BP) to guide pharmacotherapy and telemedicine-based self-management 45 

support (SMS). Optimal approach to implementing TM-HTN in the US is unknown.  46 

Methods 47 

We conducted a systematic review and a meta-analysis to examine the effect of TM-48 

HTN vs. usual clinic-based care on BP and assessed heterogeneity by patient- and 49 

clinician-related factors. We searched US-based randomized clinical trials among adults 50 

from Medline, Embase, CENTRAL, CINAHL, PsycInfo, and Compendex, Web of 51 

Science Core Collection, Scopus, and two trial registries to 7/7/2023. Two authors 52 

extracted, and a third author confirmed data. We used trial-level differences in systolic 53 

BP (SBP), diastolic BP (DBP) and BP control rate at ≥6 months using random-effects 54 

models. We examined heterogeneity of effect in univariable meta-regression and in pre-55 

specified subgroups [clinicians leading pharmacotherapy (physician vs. non-physician), 56 

SMS (pharmacist vs. nurse), White vs. non-White patient predominant trials (>50% 57 

patients/trial), diabetes predominant trials (≥25% patients/trial) and in trials that have 58 
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majority of both non-White patients and patients with diabetes vs. White patient 59 

predominant but not diabetes predominant trials. 60 

Results : Thirteen, 11 and 7 trials were eligible for SBP, DBP and BP control, 61 

respectively. Differences in SBP, DBP and BP control rate were -7.3 mmHg (95% CI: -62 

9.4, -5.2), -2.7 mmHg (-4.0, -1.5) and 10.1% (0.4%, 19.9%), respectively, favoring TM-63 

HTN. More BP reduction occurred in trials with non-physician vs. physician led 64 

pharmacotherapy (9.3/4.0 mmHg vs. 4.9/1.1 mmHg,  P<0.01 for both SBP/DBP), 65 

pharmacist vs. nurses provided SMS (9.3/4.1 mmHg vs. 5.6/1.0 mmHg, P=0.01 for 66 

SBP, P<0.01 for DBP), and White vs. non-White patient predominant trials (9.3/4.0 67 

mmHg vs. 4.4/1.1 mmHg,  P<0.01 for both SBP/DBP), with no difference by diabetes 68 

predominant trials. Lower BP reduction occurred in both diabetes and non-White patient 69 

predominant trials vs. White patient predominant but not diabetes predominant trials 70 

(4.5/0.9 mmHg vs. 9.5/4.2 mmHg, P<0.01 for both SBP/DBP). 71 

 72 

Conclusions 73 

TM-HTN is more effective than clinic-based care in the US, particularly when non-74 

physician led pharmacotherapy and pharmacist provided SMS. Non-White patient 75 

predominant trials seemed to achieve lesser BP reduction. Equity conscious, locally 76 

informed adaptation of TM-HTN is needed before wider implementation.  77 

 78 

 79 
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Clinical Perspective 80 

What Is New? 81 

• In this systematic review and meta-analysis of US-based clinical trials, we found 82 

that telemedicine management of hypertension (TM-HTN) was more effective in 83 

reducing and controlling blood pressure (BP) compared with clinic based 84 

hypertension (HTN) care.  85 

• The BP reduction was more evident when pharmacotherapy was led by non-86 

physician compared with physicians and HTN self-management support was 87 

provided by clinical pharmacists compared with nurses, 88 

• Non-White patient predominant trials achieved lesser BP reductions than White 89 

patient predominant trials. 90 

What Are the Clinical Implications? 91 

• Before wider implementation of TM-HTN intervention in the US, locally informed 92 

adaptation, such as optimizing the team-based HTN care approach, can provide 93 

more effective BP control.  94 

• Without equity focused tailoring, TM-HTN intervention implemented as such can 95 

exacerbate inequities in BP control among non-White patients in the US.  96 

 97 

 98 

 99 
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Introduction 100 

Approximately 47% of American adults have hypertension (HTN) but only a quarter of 101 

them achieve blood pressure (BP) control, with worse control among non-Hispanic 102 

Black or Hispanic adults than White Americans.1 Managing HTN using traditional clinic-103 

based model has several challenges.2 Assessment of BP during brief visits are often 104 

inaccurate.3 To confidently assess accurate BP control in clinic, it may require up to 5-6 105 

BP measurements,4 which is not realistic in routine practice. Self-measurement of BP by 106 

patients offers more BP data and improves clinicians’ confidence about accuracy in BP 107 

control.5,6 Furthermore, enhancing patients’ HTN self-care skills is important,7 which is 108 

often difficult within the scope of a typical clinic visit. Telemedicine management of 109 

hypertension (TM-HTN) employs a focused team-based approach, where 110 

pharmacotherapy is based on self-measured BP (SMBP). Ideally, SMBP is transmitted 111 

using a telemonitoring platform, and self-management support (SMS) is offered via 112 

telemedicine.2 While TM-HTN has the promise to overcome the challenges of clinic-113 

based HTN care, understanding how patient and clinician-related factors influence TM-114 

HTN’s effect on BP is important.   115 

 Prior meta-analyses including data outside the US have shown that SMBP with 116 

additional support can improve BP.8-10 The additional support included heterogeneous 117 

levels of SMS with or without SMBP-guided pharmacotherapy. SMBP-guided 118 

pharmacotherapy is the essential core of TM-HTN. To our knowledge, we are not aware 119 

of any meta-analysis limited to SMBP-guided pharmacotherapy. Accordingly, we 120 

conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis of US-based trials that used SMBP-121 
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guided pharmacotherapy. Local US-based data is particularly relevant to inform TM-122 

HTN implementation because of the global differences in health care systems and 123 

practices. Little is known whether patient and clinician-related factors in the US 124 

influence TM-HTN’s effect on BP. Generally, BP control is better when medication 125 

prescription for HTN is led by non-physicians than by physicians,11,12 but it is unknown 126 

whether such heterogeneity exists with TM-HTN. Previous meta-analyses have 127 

examined the effect of various implementation strategies on BP, with team-based 128 

approach having the highest impact. This approach involves task shifting or sharing 129 

responsibilities to non-physicians like pharmacists and nurses.11-13 As a team-based 130 

approach in TM-HTN, either physicians or non-physicians could deliver SMBP-guided 131 

pharmacotherapy.2 It is unknown whether BP achieved in a TM-HTN program varies 132 

when the pharmacotherapy is led by physicians vs. non-physicians, or when SMS is 133 

provided by different clinicians. Similarly, whether TM-HTN’s effect varies by patient 134 

characteristics is unknown. For example, although Black and non-Black patients derive 135 

similar benefits from BP control,14 there is a persistent disparity in BP control in Black 136 

compared with White patients.1 Therefore, implementing TM-HTN without purposeful 137 

equity-conscious delivery plan has the risk of exacerbating inequities in BP control. 138 

Accordingly, using a systematic review and meta-analysis of US-based clinical trials of 139 

TM-HTN, we examined the effect of TM-HTN vs. usual care on difference in systolic BP 140 

(SBP), diastolic BP (DBP) and BP control rate and the heterogeneity of TM-HTN’s effect 141 

by various patient and clinician characteristics.  142 

 143 

 144 
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Methods 145 

We registered our study protocol on PROSPERO (CRD42022324076) and Open 146 

Science Framework.15 147 

Data Sources and Searches 148 

Together with an academic health sciences librarian, we developed and used a search 149 

strategy in six bibliographic databases till July 7, 2023 [Medline (Ovid), Embase (Ovid), 150 

CENTRAL (Ovid), CINAHL (Ebsco), PsycInfo (Ebsco), and Compendex]; two citation 151 

indexes (Web of Science Core Collection and Scopus) and trial registries 152 

(ClinicalTrials.Gov and International Clinical Trials Registry Platform). Several 153 

definitions of telemedicine informed our searches.2,16,17 We examined broader 154 

telemedicine and telehealth terminologies, without limits or exclusions, used in the 155 

remote monitoring of HTN and BP (Supplement Table 1). We created a list of search 156 

terms using exploratory searches and key seed papers, to fit the review’s   scope:18 157 

telemedicine and telehealth strategies (e.g., mobile health, telehealth, telemonitoring, 158 

telemedicine, mHealth, eHealth, videoconferencing, smartphones, virtual care, remote 159 

monitoring, health information technology) combined with home BP monitoring (SMBP, 160 

home BP measurement, ambulatory BP) and United States-related geographic filter.19 161 

We limited our searches to randomized controlled trials. We obtained a peer review of 162 

the Medline search strategy from an information specialist from Cochrane HTN. 163 

Trial Selection 164 

The essential trial selection required that the clinical trial be US-based, intervention 165 

used SMBP-guided pharmacotherapy, and SMS was optional. Trials that used SMBP 166 
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without SMBP-guided pharmacotherapy were excluded. Usual care group used clinic-167 

based HTN management without a telemedicine program where pharmacotherapy was 168 

not guided by SMBP. Other eligibility criteria are available in the study protocol. 169 

Data Extraction and Quality Assessment 170 

We saved search results in EndNote, removed duplicate references and transferred the 171 

citations into Covidence. Two reviewers (S.A and G.N) independently performed title, 172 

abstract, and full-text screening and data abstraction. A third reviewer (Y.P) resolved 173 

any disagreements and confirmed trials eligibility and data.  174 

When there were more than one comparison arms present in a trial, we used the 175 

data from the arm with the most intense intervention as appropriate to our research 176 

question. For example, with three arms, 1) usual care, 2) SMBP, and 3) SMBP plus 177 

SMS we presented the results for the comparison between 1) usual care, and 3) SMBP 178 

plus SMS.  179 

We collected trial level data on patient’s mean age, sex, race, education, 180 

baseline SBP and DBP, clinicians leading pharmacotherapy and SMS, trial publication 181 

year and TM-HTN intervention duration. We found that the clinicians leading 182 

pharmacotherapy were either physicians, pharmacists or nurses. Similarly, the clinicians 183 

providing SMS were either pharmacists or nurses. We further defined clinicians leading 184 

pharmacotherapy (physicians vs. non-physicians) and SMS (pharmacists vs. nurses). If 185 

a non-physician (e.g., pharmacist) prescribed anti-hypertensive medications without 186 

routine and direct approval by physician, then we considered the pharmacotherapy to 187 

be led by the pharmacist.12 Conversely, if the pharmacist prescribed the medications but 188 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.14.23295587doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.14.23295587


 10

required routine and direct approval by physician, we considered the pharmacotherapy 189 

to be led by physician. We defined White vs. non-White patient predominant trials 190 

(>50% White or non-White patients per trial) and diabetes predominant trials (≥25% vs. 191 

<25% of participants with diabetes per trial). 192 

Two authors (M.K. and Y.P.) independently assessed the quality of included trials 193 

using the Cochrane risk of bias (RoB) tool version 6.3 and resolved any differences by 194 

consensus.20 Two authors (M.K. and Y.P.) independently assessed the strength of 195 

evidence using the AHRQ criteria and resolved any differences by consensus.21 196 

Supplement Table 2 shows PRISMA checklist. 197 

Data Synthesis and Statistical Analysis 198 

Our outcomes of interest were difference in SBP, DBP and trial defined BP control rate 199 

between TM-HTN and usual clinic-based care at ≥6 months of the intervention.14 If 200 

multiple BP data were reported within a trial, we used the data for which the sample size 201 

was powered for. For example, if the trial provided BP data at 6, 12 and 18 months, but 202 

the trial was powered for 12-month BP data, we considered 12-month data for our 203 

analysis. We used random effects models, with Hartung-Knapp adjustment for between 204 

study heterogeneity, to examine the difference in BP outcomes between intervention 205 

and usual care. Throughout the study design, we ensured randomized comparisons 206 

between TM-HTN and usual care as conducted in individual trials. We calculated 207 

standard errors for each trial’s effect size from the reported confidence intervals or P-208 

value. We conducted analyses in R (4.0.2) using the packages “meta”, “metafor” and 209 

“dmetar”. We considered two-sided P value <0.05 to be statistically significant and did 210 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.14.23295587doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.14.23295587


 11

not adjust for multiple comparisons. We quantified between-study heterogeneity using I2 211 

statistic. We used a comparison-adjusted funnel plot with Egger’s test to assess for 212 

publication bias. We performed leave one out analysis to estimate the influence of each 213 

trial on the pooled effect.  214 

We first examined the association of several patient and clinician-related 215 

variables with SBP and DBP difference in univariable meta-regression. These variables 216 

include patients’ mean age, sex (percentage of women/trial), race (White vs. non-White 217 

patient predominant trials), education (percentage of participants/trial with ≤high school 218 

education), baseline SBP or DBP, diabetes (diabetes patient predominant trials), 219 

clinicians leading pharmacotherapy (physicians vs. non-physicians) and SMS 220 

(pharmacists vs. nurses) and TM-HTN intervention duration. If there was a significant 221 

association for any of these variables, we considered sub-group analysis. As defined 222 

priori, we also performed sub-group analyses based on the clinician leading 223 

pharmacotherapy and SMS, White vs. non-White patient predominant trials, diabetes 224 

predominant vs. non-dominant trials and in trials that have majority of both non-White 225 

patients and patients with diabetes vs. White patient predominant but not diabetes 226 

predominant trials. 227 

We identified trials with well-developed SMS focused on enhancing patient’s self-228 

care skills. Such trials required that SMS was tailored for individual patients plus had a 229 

considerable emphasis on SMS assessed by frequency, content, and duration of 230 

contact.22 We further noted home BP data was transferred to clinics or investigators 231 

either by mail or telemonitoring device. To provide insights into using contemporary TM-232 
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HTN programs, in sensitivity analysis, we repeated analysis limiting to trials that used 233 

telemonitoring for SMBP.  234 

 235 

Results 236 

Trial Characteristics 237 

We identified 13 eligible trials for SBP, 11 trials for DBP, and 7 trials for BP control, 238 

published between 1992-2019 in the US, with 5,330, 4,243 and 3766 participants, 239 

respectively (Figure 1).23-35 Two trials had cluster randomized design23,28 and others 240 

randomized individual participants (Table 1). TM-HTN intervention was leveraged via 241 

community in two trials, where patients’ physicians used SMBP to guide 242 

pharmacotherapy.23,30 Usual care in all trials comprised clinic-based HTN management 243 

with options for 1-2 pharmacist visits in one trial,28 and text-messaging encouraging 244 

lifestyle change in another trial.34 Supplement Tables 3-4 provide additional information 245 

about trials’ eligibility, intervention, procedures, and outcomes. Across all trials, mean 246 

(SD) age was 60.2 (5.4) years, 47.5% (21.9) were women, 38.2% (23.5) had ≤high 247 

school education, baseline SBP and DBP were 147.4 (8.6) mmHg and 86.6 (3.5) 248 

mmHg, respectively. The proportion of non-White patients ranged from 4-100% per trial. 249 

Seven were non-White patient predominant trials (four had >50% and other two trials 250 

had 39-48% Black participants/trial; one trial was exclusively in Hispanic adults). 251 

Similarly, the proportion of patients with diabetes per trial ranged from 14-100%, and 252 

eight were diabetes patient predominant trials (five were both non-White and diabetes 253 

patient predominant trials; three were both White and diabetes patient predominant 254 

trials). None of the non-White patient predominant trials had pharmacotherapy led by 255 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.14.23295587doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.14.23295587


 13

non-physicians or SMS provided by pharmacists. Seven trials had well-developed SMS 256 

and nine trials used telemonitoring of SMBP (four trials asked patients to mail home BP 257 

log) (Table 1 and Supplement Table 4). Well-developed SMS was present in two White 258 

and five non-White patient predominant trials, respectively. 259 

Three trials (published between 1992-2007) had “some concerns” in RoB 260 

assessment from lack of pre-specified protocols.29,30,33 One trial had high RoB from 261 

large missing outcome data (31.2%).23 Others had low RoB (Supplement Figure 1). We 262 

did not find publication bias (Egger test P=0.83 and 0.26 for SBP and DBP, respectively, 263 

Supplement Figure 2). The I2 statistic was 53% (P=0.01) and 70% (P<0.01) for SBP and 264 

DBP, respectively, suggesting some heterogeneity among trials.36 Magid et al, 2013, 265 

Soghikian et al, and Artinian et al contributed the most to the heterogeneity in BP 266 

difference (Supplement Figure 3). We found high strength of evidence for both SBP and 267 

DBP difference (Supplement Table 5). 268 

 269 

BP Outcomes 270 

The pooled SBP difference was -7.3 mmHg (95% CI: -9.4, -5.2), favoring TM-HTN 271 

intervention (Figure 2). In univariable meta-regression, the only variables significantly 272 

associated with SBP difference were clinicians leading pharmacotherapy and race. SBP 273 

reduction was 4.4 mmHg more when pharmacotherapy was led by non-physicians vs. 274 

physicians (P<0.01). For every 10% more non-White patients per trial, SBP difference 275 

achieved was 0.6 mmHg lower (P=0.03) or 5.0 mmHg lower SBP reduction in non-276 

White vs. White patient predominant trials (P<0.01). In subgroup analyses, SBP 277 

reductions were -9.3 mmHg (95% CI: -11.9, -6.6) vs. -4.9 mmHg (95% CI: -7.3, -2.5) 278 
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when pharmacotherapy was led by non-physician vs. physician (P<0.01), and -5.6 279 

mmHg (95% CI: -7.8, -3.3) vs. -9.3 mmHg (95% CI: -13.1, -5.6) when SMS was 280 

provided by nurses vs. pharmacists (P=0.01), respectively, all favoring TM-HTN 281 

(Figures 3-4). Similarly, SBP reductions were -4.4 mmHg (95% CI: -6.6, -2.2) vs. -9.3 282 

mmHg (95% CI: -11.4, -7.2) in non-White vs. White patient predominant trials (P<0.01), 283 

respectively, favoring TM-HTN (Figure 5). There were no significant subgroup 284 

differences by diabetes predominant trials (P=0.14). Both diabetes and non-White 285 

patient predominant trials achieved -4.5 mmHg (95% CI: -5.9, -3.1) SBP reduction vs. -286 

9.6 mmHg (95% CI: -12.7, -6.4) in White patient predominant but not diabetes 287 

predominant trials (P<0.01), favoring TM-HTN.  288 

The pooled DBP difference was -2.7 mmHg (95% CI: -4.0, -1.5), favoring TM-289 

HTN intervention (Figure 2). In univariable meta-regression, the only variables 290 

significantly associated with DBP difference were clinicians leading pharmacotherapy 291 

and SMS, and race. DBP reduction was 2.8 mmHg more when pharmacotherapy was 292 

led by non-physicians vs. physicians (P<0.01). Similarly, DBP reduction was 3.1 mmHg 293 

more when SMS was provided by pharmacists vs. nurses (P=0.01). For every 10% 294 

more non-White patients per trial, DBP reduction was 0.3 mmHg lower (P=0.04) or 2.7 295 

mmHg lower DBP reduction in non-White vs. White patient predominant trials (P<0.01). 296 

In subgroup analyses, DBP reductions were -4.0 mmHg (95% CI: -5.7, -2.3) vs. -1.1 297 

(95% CI: -2.3, -0.04) when pharmacotherapy was led by non-physician vs. physician 298 

(P<0.01), and -1.0 mmHg (95% CI: -2.1, 0.03) vs. -4.1 mmHg (95% CI: -6.4, -1.8) when 299 

SMS was provided by nurses vs. pharmacists (P<0.01), respectively, all favoring TM-300 

HTN (Figures 3-4). Similarly, DBP reductions were -1.1 mmHg (95% CI: -2.3, -0.04) vs. 301 
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-4.0 mmHg (95% CI: -5.7, -2.3) in non-White vs. White patient predominant trials 302 

(P<0.01), respectively, favoring TM-HTN (Figure 5). There were no significant subgroup 303 

differences by diabetes predominant trials (P=0.20). Both diabetes and non-White 304 

patient predominant trials achieved -0.9 mmHg (95% CI: -1.8, 0.06) DBP reduction vs. -305 

4.2 mmHg (95% CI: -6.8, -1.6) in White patient predominant but not diabetes 306 

predominant trials (P<0.01), favoring TM-HTN.  307 

The mean pooled difference in BP control rate between TM-HTN intervention and 308 

usual care was 10.1% (95% CI: 0.4, 19.9), favoring TM-HTN intervention (Figure 2). We 309 

did not consider meta-regression and sub-group analysis for BP control due to only 310 

seven eligible trials. 311 

To explore the differential effect of SMS on BP, in post-hoc analysis, we 312 

conducted sub-group analysis according to whether SMS was well-developed or not. 313 

We did not find any significant difference for both SBP [-7.1 mmHg (95% CI: -10.4, -3.9) 314 

vs. -8.5 mmHg (95% CI: -12.5, -4.5), (P=0.49)] and DBP [-2.0 mmHg (95% CI: -4.3, 0.4) 315 

vs. -3.9 mmHg (95% CI: -5.9, -1.8), (P=0.10)] in trials with and without well-developed 316 

SMS, respectively.  317 

To further understand the differences seen by race, in post-hoc analysis, we 318 

examined interaction of race with clinicians leading pharmacotherapy, SMS and 319 

whether the SMS was well developed or not. We found that the only group achieving 320 

lower BP reduction was non-White patient predominant trials (Supplement Table 6). Any 321 

group with White patient predominant trials achieved higher BP reduction. 322 

When limiting the analyses to the nine trials that used telemonitoring of SMBP, 323 

the pooled SBP and DBP differences were -7.8 mmHg (95% CI: -10.6, -5.0) and -3.0 324 
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mmHg (95% CI: -4.7, -1.2), respectively, favoring TM-HTN intervention (Figure 6), which 325 

were not significantly different than the four trials without telemonitoring, SBP [-5.3 326 

mmHg (95% CI: -9.6, -0.9), P=0.16] and DBP [-1.9 mmHg (95% CI: -3.9, 0.04), P=0.24], 327 

respectively. TM-HTN trials using telemonitoring of SMBP were 13.9% (95% CI: 2.3, 328 

25.5) more likely to control BP than usual care (Figure 6). In univariable meta-329 

regression, the only variable significantly associated with SBP difference was race and 330 

for DBP difference was SMS (data not shown). Results from sub-group analyses were 331 

similar to the main analyses (data not shown).  332 

 333 

Discussion 334 

To inform translation of TM-HTN in clinical practice in the US, we conducted a 335 

systematic review and meta-analysis of US-based randomized trials. We found high 336 

strength of evidence for TM-HTN trials lowering BP by 7.3/2.7 mmHg compared with 337 

usual clinic-based care, based on direct evidence, with mostly low study limitations and 338 

without reporting bias (Supplement Table 5). Pharmacotherapy was more effective if 339 

delivered by non-physicians (9.3/4.0 mmHg) than by physicians (4.9/1.1 mmHg), and 340 

SMS was more effective when delivered by pharmacists (9.3/4.1 mmHg) than by nurses 341 

(5.6/1.0 mmHg). Similarly, TM-HTN was more effective in reducing BP in trials primarily 342 

enrolling White patients (9.3/4.0 mmHg) than non-White patients (4.4/1.1 mmHg). There 343 

were no subgroup differences by diabetes patient predominant trials. Both diabetes and 344 

non-White patient predominant trials achieved lower BP reduction (4.5/0.9 mmHg) than 345 

in White patient predominant but not diabetes predominant trials (9.5/4.2 mmHg). 346 

Results were similar when limiting the analysis to trials using telemonitoring of SMBP. 347 
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Taken together, our study provides important insights for effective and equity-conscious 348 

TM-HTN implementation in the US (Figure 7).   349 

Telemedicine is particularly appropriate for HTN management.2 Obtaining 350 

accurate and reliable BP is a basic requirement in HTN management. Yet accurate 351 

clinic BP evaluation is challenging with limited assessment during sporadic and brief 352 

clinic visits,4 which undermines clinicians confidence to escalate anti-hypertensive 353 

medications.5,6 TM-HTN program integrates multiple home BP data, which enhances 354 

clinicians’ confidence to assess and manage HTN, and helps overcome clinical inertia.2 355 

Enhancing patients’ self-management skills is an important aspect of HTN care.7 Self-356 

management comprises patients’ knowledge about HTN, skills in medication 357 

adherence, lifestyle modifications, and chronic disease management.7 Effective SMS is 358 

time consuming requiring ongoing and organized support.7 Brief and infrequent clinic 359 

visit does not allow effective SMS. TM-HTN is an ongoing, team-based, HTN focused 360 

management approach allowing effective SMS.2 Taken together, TM-HTN addresses 361 

several shortcomings of the clinic-based HTN care.  362 

Multilevel, multicomponent strategies, such as team-based care with medication 363 

titration by non-physicians in clinic-based HTN management models are the most 364 

effective approaches for BP control.11-13 We found similar theme in the telemedicine 365 

approach where non-physicians led pharmacotherapy was more effective than when 366 

directly led by physicians. It is known that allowing non-physicians to offer 367 

pharmacotherapy without needing routine approval from physicians will streamline 368 

workflow, offer patient-centered collaborative care, and a focused algorithmic care by 369 

non-physicians encourages guideline concordant care while allowing physicians to 370 
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focus on complex cases. 37 In practice, non-physicians providing pharmacotherapy in a 371 

telemedicine program for a single condition is a matter of scalability, economy and 372 

efficiency. We found similar theme for SMS by pharmacists vs. nurses. Future studies 373 

should explore reasons for such difference. Adopting effective TM-HTN programs 374 

requires considering these practical considerations and conducting local formative 375 

assessment.  376 

 Our race pertinent analysis should be cautiously interpreted as the results could 377 

be explained by other confounders. For example, we found more diabetes predominant 378 

trials and well-developed SMS programs in non-White than White patient predominant 379 

trials. Generally, a well-developed SMS intervention is focused on enhancing patient’s 380 

self-care skills. Conversely, an intervention without well-developed SMS program may 381 

have other focus (e.g., pharmacotherapy). Despite not noting significant BP differences 382 

based on well-developed SMS intervention, confounding is still possible. We found no 383 

single non-White patient predominant trial that had non-physician leading 384 

pharmacotherapy or pharmacists delivering SMS, which were both associated with the 385 

highest improvement in BP. Nevertheless, racial differences were notable throughout 386 

our analyses. It’s possible that TM-HTN program implemented as such can exacerbate 387 

inequities in HTN care in non-White patients. The attenuated BP difference in non-White 388 

patient predominant trials (most of whom were Black patients) is likely because the 389 

current TM-HTN programs were not designed and tailored to meet these patients’ 390 

needs.23 For example, Black patients have reported several factors contributing to poor 391 

BP control, including limited HTN knowledge, cultural factors, racism-related stress, 392 

limited access to community resources and social determinants of health.38-40 Structural 393 
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factors contributing to racial disparities in telemedicine use for diabetes care has been 394 

described previously.41 Accordingly, non-White patients will need proper support for 395 

effective TM-HTN use.42 A barber shop-based, pharmacist managed HTN care 396 

intervention was highly effective, supporting the importance of a contextually 397 

appropriate intervention.43 To improve equity in HTN care, TM-HTN programs for non-398 

White patients can adapt the intervention considering patient, clinician, and system-level 399 

barriers.42 We found that both non-White patient and diabetes predominant trials 400 

achieved smaller BP reduction than White patient predominant but not diabetes 401 

predominant trials. The additional complexity to address diabetes in non-White 402 

population perhaps add to the support needed for optimal use of SMBP. We did not find 403 

variation in TM-HTN’s effectiveness by patient’s age, sex, education, diabetes status, 404 

baseline BP, and TM-HTN intervention duration.  405 

To our knowledge, this is the first meta-analysis limited to trials using SMBP-406 

guided pharmacotherapy. There are several meta-analyses of trials conducted both in 407 

and outside the US using SMBP with or without additional support.8-10 The additional 408 

support was heterogeneous comprising either SMS only or SMBP-guided 409 

pharmacotherapy only or both. SMBP alone can lead to some reductions in SBP (3-5 410 

mmHg) and DBP (2-3 mmHg) at 6 months without difference at 12 months.8-10,44,45 411 

When SMBP is accompanied by co-interventions, like SMS, there can be moderate 412 

reductions in BP and improved BP control at 12 months.9 The SBP difference of 7.3 413 

mmHg seen in our study is comparable to 6.1 mmHg reduction seen in a meta-analysis 414 

including trials from outside the US when SMBP was combined with intensive support.9 415 
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Similarly, a prior meta-analysis found little heterogeneity of the benefit of SMBP across 416 

most HTN-related co-morbidities.22 417 

 Although our study provides important insights into TM-HTN implementation, 418 

there are other potential patient, clinician, and system level challenges in optimal use of 419 

TM-HTN. For example, uptake of telemedicine intervention was 98% in an efficacy trial 420 

of TM-HTN,28 but in subsequent pragmatic trial with similar intervention, telemedicine 421 

uptake was only 27%,46 highlighting the practical challenges in TM-HTN 422 

implementation.47 Some patient related barriers in using TM-HTN intervention include 423 

digital literacy, internet and smart phone access and sociocultural factors.42,44 A 2021 424 

survey of nationally representative Americans 50-80 years of age showed that ~77% of 425 

adults with HTN have home BP device with an arm cuff but only ~25% share their home 426 

BP readings with clinicians.48 For effective use, patients should receive proper training 427 

on SMBP and this training process should be integrated into the overall system of care.2 428 

Another survey of primary care clinics showed that only 27.6% of clinics had written 429 

policy to train patients in using SBMP and 48.8% designated a team member to provide 430 

training to patients.49 A pragmatic trial showed that only 38% of patients were able to 431 

bring home BP diaries to clinicians, highlighting real-world challenges in using SMBP.50 432 

Therefore, understanding and addressing barriers to SMBP and seamlessly transferring 433 

home BP values to clinics are important for the success of TM-HTN implementation.44,50 434 

In this context, the results seen in our analysis limiting to trials that used telemonitoring 435 

of SMBP, which was similar to the main results, should encourage adoption of 436 

telemonitoring of SMBP in contemporary TM-HTN programs. Telemonitoring facilitates 437 

efficient SMBP communication with clinicians and can expedite clinical decisions.10 438 
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Clinicians and system related relevant factors include availability of trained personnel to 439 

provide SMS, acceptability and readiness among patients and clinicians in adopting a 440 

new model of care and having a technical infrastructure to integrate home BP data into 441 

electronic medical records. These factors should be explored in future studies.  442 

We caution interpretation of our results considering the following potential limitations. 443 

Despite our effort to reduce and address heterogeneity between trials during trials 444 

selection and data analysis, some heterogeneity exists. Nevertheless, the confidence 445 

interval of each individual trial’s effect size overlapped the point estimate or the 446 

confidence interval of the pooled effect, suggesting the plausibility of the variation in 447 

effect size among trials.21 Our results, particularly the subgroup findings, imply 448 

associations and not causations as limited number of eligible trials restricted 449 

multivariable meta-regression modeling to address trial-level heterogeneity. One trial 450 

had high risk of bias from missing data. Three additional trials had “some concern” for 451 

RoB from lack of pre-specified protocols as they were published when reporting 452 

protocols were not routine. Although there was heterogeneity in the definition of BP 453 

control across trials, the definition mostly reflected contemporary practice guidelines 454 

suggesting appropriate practice standards in both intervention and control arms. There 455 

were also minor differences in usual care across trials. Finally, non-White patient 456 

predominant trials comprised of multiple races with Black race being majority. The 457 

attenuated BP effect noted could be related to the differences in the sociocultural 458 

factors relevant for multiple races and ethnicities, which is important to consider when 459 

implementing TM-HTN intervention.  460 

 461 
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Conclusions 462 

TM-HTN is more effective than clinic-based care for BP management in the US. The 463 

benefit appears to be pronounced if pharmacotherapy is led by non-physician than 464 

physicians and SMS is provided by clinical pharmacists than nurses, although the 465 

reason for the latter should be first clarified in future studies. Trials enrolling majority 466 

non-White patients seemed to achieve lower BP reduction than trials enrolling majority 467 

White patients. As health systems plan to use TM-HTN programs in the US, locally 468 

informed, patient-centered adaptation of TM-HTN is needed to provide equitable HTN 469 

care.   470 

 471 

 472 

Source of Funding  473 

There was no funding associated with this study. 474 

 475 

Abbreviations 476 

BP: blood pressure 477 

DBP: diastolic blood pressure 478 

HTN: hypertension 479 

RoB: risk of bias 480 

SBP: systolic blood pressure 481 
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SMBP: self-measured blood pressure 482 

SMS: self-management support 483 

TM-HTN: telemedicine management of hypertension  484 

 485 
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List of table 714 

Table 1. Key features of included trials 715 

Study, 
publicat
ion year 

Mea
n 

age 
(year

s) 

Wo
men 
(%) 

Major
ity 

White 
 
 

Major
ity 
DM 

≤High 
school 
Educati

on 
(%) 

Baselin
e 

SBP/D
BP 

(mmHg
) 

Pharmacoth
erapy/SMS 

provider 

Well-
develo

ped 
SMS 

TM-
HTN 

durati
on 

(mont
hs) 

BP Control 
definition 
(mmHg) 

Primary 
Outcom

e Region 
Chandle
r et al, 
2019 46.5 66.3 No 

Missi
ng 71.5

151.5/8
5.7 

Physician/ 
Automated 
app-based 

Yes 6 <140/90 ∆SBP at 
6 

months 
Charlest
on, SC 

Magid et 
al, 2013 59.6 39.6 Yes Yes NA 

147.1/8
8.8 

Pharmacist/ 
pharmacist 

No 6 <140/90 or 
<130/80 

(with DM) 

BP 
control 

at 6 
months 

Denver, 
CO 

Wakefiel
d et al, 
2011 68 2 Yes Yes 47 

136/mis
sing 

Physician/ 
nurse 

Yes 6 Missing ∆SBP 
and 

HbA1C 
at 6 

months 

Iowa 
City, IA  

 

Margolis 
et al, 
2013 61.1 45 Yes No  17 148/85 

Pharmacist/ 
pharmacist 

No 12 <140/90 or 
<130/80 

(with DM or 
CKD) 

BP 
control 
at 12 

months 
St. Paul, 

MN 

Green et 
al, 

2008 59.1 52.2 Yes 
Missi

ng 8 
151.9/8

9.1 
Pharmacist/ 
pharmacist 

Yes 12 <140/90 ∆BP and 
BP 

control 
at 12 

months 
WA and 

ID 

Rudd et 
al, 

2004 59.5 53 Yes No  23 Missing Nurse/nurse 

No 6 Missing ∆SBP 
and DBP 

at 6 
months 

Stanford
, 

Mountai
n view, 

CA 

Hebert 
et al, 
2011 60.8 70.9 No Yes 81.2 153/86 

Physician/ 
nurse 

Yes 9 <140/90 or 
<130/80 

(with DM or 
renal 

disease) 

∆SBP at 
9 

months 
New 

York, NY 

Magid et 
al, 2011 65.9 35.3 Yes Yes 22.9 

147.1/8
7.3 

Pharmacist/ 
pharmacist 

No 6 <140/90 or 
<130/80 

(with DM or 
CKD) 

∆SBP 
and DBP 

at 6 
months 

Denver, 
CO 

Boswort
h et al, 
2011 64 8 No Yes 13 129/77 

Physician/ 
nurse 

Yes 18 <140/90 or 
<130/80 

(with DM) 

BP 
control 
at 18 

months 
Durham, 

NC 

Bove et 
al 2013 59.6 65.1 No Yes 46.9 

155.2/8
8,3 

Physician/Nu
rse 

No 6 <140/90 
SBP 
control 
at 6 
months 

Philadel
phia, PA 

and 
Wilmingt
on, DE 

Artinian 
et al, 
2007 59.6 64.3 No Yes 59.2 

156.3/8
8.9 

Physician/ 
nurse 

Yes 12 <135/85 
 

∆SBP 
and DBP 

at 12 
months 

Detroit, 
MI 

Soghikia
n et al, 
1992 54.2 50.2 No NA 28.1 

138.8/8
6.2 Physician/NA 

NA 12 <140/90  Cost for 
∆SBP 

and DBP 
at 12 

months 

San 
Francisc

o, CA 
Feldman 

et al, 64.3 66 No Yes 40 156/87 
Physician/nur

se 
Yes 12 BP <140/90 

or <130/80 
BP 

control 
New 

York, NY 
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 716 

Abbreviations: BP = blood pressure; CKD = chronic kidney disease; DBP = diastolic 717 

blood pressure; DM = diabetes mellitus; HbA1c: glycated hemoglobin; NA = not 718 

applicable; SBP = systolic blood pressure; SMS = self-management support; TM-HTN = 719 

telemedicine management of hypertension; ∆ means difference. 720 

 721 

White patient predominant trials enrolled >50% patients/trial, and diabetes predominant 722 

trials enrolled ≥25% patients with diabetes/trial. 723 

Magid et al, 2013 and Magid et al, 2011 studies reported DM or CKD together, which 724 

we considered as the presence of DM for our analyses. 725 

Usual care in all trials comprised clinic based HTN management without a telemedicine 726 

program so that pharmacotherapy was not guided by home BP values.  Margolis et al, 727 

study additionally referred usual care participants to a medication therapy management 728 

pharmacist for consultation (1-2 visits without telephone follow-up or prolonged 729 

monitoring). Chandler et al, study provided text messages of healthy lifestyle support to 730 

usual care patients. 731 

Feldman et al, Hebert et al, Chandler et al and Artinian et al included 100% non-White 732 

patients. 733 

The intervention was leveraged via community and not via clinic in Feldman et al and 734 

Artinian et al. Patients’ physician received BP data to guide pharmacotherapy.  735 

2016 (with DM or 
CKD) 

at 12 
months 
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Margolis et al, and Feldman et al were cluster randomized trials and the rest 736 

randomized individual participants. Margolis et al used clinic as a cluster and Feldman 737 

et al study used home care nurse as a cluster. 738 

BP assessment for the outcome used research BP measured in clinic for all studies 739 

except for Feldman et al (home BP measured by nurse) and Artinian et al (research 740 

staff measured BP at community centers).   741 
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List of Figures 755 

Figure 1. PRISMA flow diagram of search results and eligible articles 756 

 757 

Abbreviations: BP = blood pressure; DBP = diastolic blood pressure; HTN = 758 

hypertension; SBP = systolic blood pressure; US = United States 759 
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Figure 2:  Mean overall pooled difference in SBP, DBP and BP control rate  763 

 764 

Abbreviations: BP = blood pressure; DBP = diastolic blood pressure; SBP = systolic 765 

blood pressure. 766 

I2>60% (P<0.05) is considered significantly heterogeneous according to the Cochrane 767 

Handbook for Systematic Reviews. 768 
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Figure 3: Mean BP difference according to clinicians leading pharmacotherapy  778 

 779 

Abbreviations: BP = blood pressure; DBP = diastolic blood pressure; SBP = systolic 780 

blood pressure.  781 
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Figure 4: Mean BP difference according to clinicians providing SMS  788 

 789 

Abbreviations: BP = blood pressure; DBP = diastolic blood pressure; SBP = systolic 790 

blood pressure; SMS = self-management support. 791 
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Figure 5: Mean BP difference between majority Non-White vs. White patient 799 

predominant trials 800 

 801 

Abbreviations: BP = blood pressure; DBP = diastolic blood pressure; SBP = systolic 802 

blood pressure. 803 
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Figure 6: Overall BP outcomes in studies using tele monitoring of SMBP 811 

 812 

Abbreviations: BP = blood pressure; DBP = diastolic blood pressure; SBP = systolic 813 

blood pressure; SMBP = self-measured blood pressure. 814 

 815 

Figure 7. Univariable regression forest plot 816 

 817 

Abbreviations: DBP = diastolic blood pressure; HTN = hypertension; mmHg = millimeter 818 

of mercury; SBP = systolic blood pressure; SMS = self-management support; TM-HTN 819 

= telemedicine management of hypertension.  820 
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More negative BP values reflect greater BP reduction with TM-HTN compared with 821 

usual care. 822 
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