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Implementation of a pediatric telemedicine and medication delivery service in a
resource-limited setting: A pilot study for clinical safety and feasibility
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ABSTRACT

Objective: Determine the clinical safety and feasibility of implementing a
telemedicine and medication delivery service (TMDS) to address gaps in nighttime
healthcare access for children in low-resource settings.

Methods: We implemented a TMDS in Haiti called ‘MotoMeds’: (i) A parent/guardian
of a child €10 years contacted the call center (6pm-5am). (ii) A provider used paper
clinical decision support tools to triage the case as mild, moderate, or severe. Severe
cases were referred to emergency care. For non-severe cases, call center providers
gathered clinical findings to generate an assessment and plan. (iii) For households
within the delivery zone, a provider and driver were dispatched with
medications/fluids; the provider performed a paired in-person exam. For households
outside the delivery zone, the family received phone consult alone. All families
received a follow-up call at 10-days. Data were analyzed for clinical safety and
feasibility.

Results: A total of 391 cases were enrolled from September 9", 2019 to January
19" 2021; 89% (347) received a household visit. Most cases were triaged as mild or
moderate (92%; 361). Among the severe cases, 83% (20) sought subsequent
referred care. The most common complaint was a respiratory problem (63%; 246). At
10-days, 95% (329) of parents reported their child’s condition as “improved” or
“recovered”. Ninety-nine percent (344) rated the TMDS as “good” or “great”. The
median phone consultation was 20 minutes, time to arrival at the household was 73

minutes and total workflow per case was 114 minutes.
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Conclusion: The TMDS was a feasible healthcare delivery model with high rates of

improved clinical status at 10-days.

Study registration (clinicaltrials.gov): NCT03943654
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INTRODUCTION

Stalled progress to improve access to healthcare threatens efforts to meet the United
Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDG). In part, SDG 3.8 seeks to “achieve
access to quality essential healthcare services and access to safe, effective, quality and
affordable essential medicines for all”;* however, the pace of progress has slowed since
2010 with low-and-middle income countries (LMIC) lagging farthest behind.? Innovative

solutions are needed to bypass barriers that are impeding progress towards SDG 3.8.%*

Conventional healthcare models require patients to transit from households to
centralized resources. These models are limited by economic, geographic, and logistical
barriers, especially at night. Non-conventional approaches that dispatch resources from
centralized locations to households represent opportunities to bypass these barriers.
Within pediatrics, interventions that prioritize “delivery of services close to home” are
associated with a positive improvement in uptake of healthcare.> The WHO/UNICEF
action plan for Ending Preventable Child Deaths states that control efforts will be
ineffective without innovation within the domains of “delivery strategies, overcoming

barriers to interventions, and better ways for implementation”.®

Demand for telemedicine increased during the COVID-19 pandemic as it effectuated
provider efficiency and increased accessibility for patients.”® The application of
telemedicine in low-resource settings has potential to overcome workforce, distance,
and logistical barriers.'®*? However, provision of information without medications can be
of limited value. Telemedicine coupled with medication delivery likely has the capacity to

overcome more access barriers than either service by itself. Use cases of telemedicine
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and medication delivery services (TMDS) are generally limited to high-income
countries™, chronic illnesses** and daytime use.'® Herein, we describe the
implementation of a TMDS called ‘MotoMeds’ for pediatric patients suffering from acute
illness at night. MotoMeds was designed to be country agnostic yet customizable to

local needs.

The pilot deployment was in Haiti. Haiti was chosen because of need as well as
economic, political, and climatic conditions that readily expose weaknesses in
healthcare delivery models. MotoMeds is the product of a series of initiatives called the
Improving Nighttime Access to Care and Treatment (INACT) studies. INACT-1 was a
needs assessment of Haitian households and their providers. Households identified
accessibility and affordability as key barriers to healthcare access.'® When deciding
where to seek care, families cited distance as the primary reason for choosing their
provider. Families expressed intentions to seek care from conventional providers
(licensed entities) within the larger healthcare network. However, in practice they sought
care from a mixture of conventional and non-conventional providers who practice
outside of healthcare networks. Non-medical reasons such as financial and logistical
challenges (e.g. geographic and nighttime illness) were the primary determinants for
deciding when to seek care. These data suggest families are unable to travel far, or
pay, to access their preferred healthcare providers, especially at night. Technology
solutions emerged as potential mechanisms to bypass these access barriers. In
response, MotoMeds was deployed in the same study area as the needs assessment.

Our objective was to evaluate the TMDS from clinical safety and feasibility perspectives.
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METHODS

Ethics Statement. The study protocol was approved by the Comité National de
Bioéthique (National Bioethics Committee of Haiti; 1819-51) and the Institutional Review

Board (IRB) at University of Florida (IRB201802920).

Study design. This observational census-based pilot study was designed to monitor

clinical safety and assess the feasibility of implementing the TMDS.

Study population. This study was conducted in Haiti where 23% of the total population
and 5% of the rural population have access to quality primary care.!’ Less than half of
the total population lives within 50 km of a tertiary care facility.*® The median age is 22
years and life expectancy is 62 years.™® The under five mortality rate is 63 per 1,000 live
births compared to 38 per 1,000 live births globally.?® Acute Respiratory Infection (ARI)
and diarrheal disease are common, accounting for over half of hospitalizations and over
a third of deaths.?* The study was conducted in the commune of Gressier, and consists
of a semi-urban and rural agricultural plane with rural mountainous areas and a
population of approximately 38,100%. The study area had inconsistent 3G cellular
coverage. The delivery zone covered approximately 80 sq km; a circle formed from a 5

km radius surrounding the Gressier call center (Figure S1).

Participant and public involvement. Design of the TMDS and subsequent evaluation
was informed by the public through participation in a community based needs
assessment on barriers to access healthcare'® and through two community stakeholder
engagement workshops. Participants passively assisted with recruitment by voluntarily

promoting the service via word of mouth.
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Participant recruitment. Recruitment began two weeks prior to launch with radio
advertisements, paper flyers, and community engagement at churches, clinics, and
markets. Advertising continued throughout the study period. Messaging included the
following: the service was available to families with children 10 years or younger
experiencing a non-emergent, acute illness during operating hours (6pm-5am), and the

TMDS requested a ‘small fee but parents should not let the fee deter them from calling.’

Participant inclusion criteria, consent process and enroliment estimates. Inclusion
criteria were a child 10 years or younger with a medical complaint and an adult
parent/guardian caller who was 18 years or older. At the end of the initial call,
participants were informed that the TMDS was part of a research study. Written
informed consent/assent was performed at the household for those participants
receiving a household visit. Participants not receiving a visit were asked to participate in
the research study by waiver of documentation of consent over the phone. All callers
were informed that their decision to participate would not affect their ability to receive
care/ consult. Enrollment was established a priori to occur over 12 months (extended to
16 months to meet enrollment) with 571 participants; we estimated 300 participants
would reside in the delivery zone and not have danger signs and 271 would reside
outside the delivery zone and/or have danger signs. As a pilot, the sample size was
based on estimated call-volume. Effect sizes with estimated confidence intervals were
calculated based on enrollment and key aspects of the TMDS: rate of identification of

dangers signs at the call center and common diagnoses.

Clinical procedures. In-person WHO Integrated Management of Childhood Iliness

(IMCI) guidelines were adapted by the study team for use at the TMDS. The resultant
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tools consisted of first a case report form (CRF) composed of 35 clinical, 4 demographic
and 8 operational data points (Supplementary Text 1); clinical decision-support was
embedded into the CRF. The second tool was a set of clinical guidelines outlining
danger signs, clinical assessments, treatment plans and follow-up recommendations
(Supplemental Text 2). These guidelines were written to be used within the scope of this
pilot only. The guidelines focused on 6 six common childhood illnesses based on the
WHO Global Burden of Disease studies on pediatric morbidity and mortality globally®:
Fever, ‘Respiratory problem/Cough’, Dehydration/Vomit'/Diarrhea, ‘Ear pain’, ‘Skin
problem’, and ‘Pain with urination’ (Urinary tract infection). Additional complaints were
grouped as ‘Other complaints’. Guidelines incorporated different workflows depending
on nutrition/malnutrition status. The third tool was a medication formulary of oral and

topical medications and fluids (Supplemental Text 3).

All tools were paper-based and adapted to real world use over the course of the study
depending on medication availability, changes in national/WHO guidelines and shifts in
disease burden (e.g. SARS-CoV-2). The CRF was translated into Haitian Creole and
the clinical guidelines and formulary were translated into French. The scope of these
tools was not intended to be exhaustive but rather focused on the unique setting of a
TMDS. Definitive WHO pediatric reference materials were provided at the call center. If
a patient’s complaint/illness did not fit within the scope of the guidelines, nurse providers
contacted an on-call physician for guidance and correspondingly adjusted the
assessment/plan. Given that the study area had a low rate of pneumococcal

vaccination®* and high rates of pneumococcal infection in children with acute ARI?,
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amoxicillin was indicated for most children with ARI. The study occurred after the 2010

cholera outbreak® and during the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic.?’

For those participants that received a household delivery, the nurse conducted a paired
in-person clinical exam identical in scope to the phone-based call center exam with the
addition of objective vital sign and anthropomorphic measurements. The purpose of the
in-person exam was to establish a reference standard to evaluate the accuracy of the
clinical data obtained by phone at the call center. Temperature was measured using a
Welch Allyn SureTemp Plus Electronic Thermometer (orally 21 year), weight using a
Taylor 7042 digital scale and heart rate and oxygen saturation using an Edan H100B
Handheld Oximeter. Nasal swabs were collected from patients with ARI or fever, and

rectal swabs were collected from patients with acute diarrhea.

Laboratory Procedures. Nasal swabs were placed in Copan’s Universal Transport
Medium; rectal swabs were placed in RNAlater. Samples were stored at -20C. Sample
collection was paused for SARS-CoV-2 precautions on March 19, 2020, and
recommenced on August 28, 2020. Respiratory samples from this date until the study
concluded were analyzed using BioFire COVID-19 Test v1.0 or Respiratory Panel 2.1.
The Respiratory Panel tests for 18 viral agents and four bacterial agents; it does not test
for Streptococcus spp. Rectal swabs were stored for future molecular studies of

diarrheal disease targets®%°.

Operational procedures. The operational workflow was as follows (Figure S2): (i) A
parent whose child was experiencing an illness contacted the call center. (ii) A call

center healthcare provider used paper clinical decision-support tools to triage the child
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as mild, moderate, or severe (life-threatening). If the triage was severe, the child was
referred to the hospital. If transport to emergency care could not be accessed, the
TMDS offered transport. If the triage was not severe, the provider gathered basic exam
findings and medical history from the parent over the phone to generate an assessment
and plan. (iii) If the child lived within the delivery zone, a TMDS provider and driver were
dispatched to conduct an in-person clinical exam and transport medications/fluids to the
child’s home, otherwise the family received consult alone. (iv) All families received a

follow-up call.

Training. The provider type was a licensed Haitian nurse with medical oversight from a
licensed Haitian physician. Nurses and delivery drivers received didactic and
experiential training. Prior to launch, 8 nurses participated in 4 days of interactive
lectures on the study protocols, clinical decision support tools, professionalism, human
subjects research and dispatch technology. They continued training on standardized
and improvised case simulations through the first month of operations. Nine motorcycle
drivers received one half day training on operational procedures, safety,
professionalism, human subjects research and dispatch technology. A clinical advisory
committee reviewed cases throughout the study to monitor for guideline adherence and
unanticipated clinical events. Opportunities for quality improvement were identified and
conveyed in an adaptive manner to the nurses and physicians and, when appropriate,
the IRB protocols were amended. Logistics were reviewed and adjustments were

conveyed to the team.

Technology. Call intake was managed by Twilio Flex (Twilio Inc.) and dispatch was

managed by Beacon (Trek Medics International Inc.). Calls placed to a local phone
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number were forwarded to Twilio Flex and on to the call center web-based user
interface where they were placed into a queue. Incidents (household visits/deliveries)

were created in Beacon to alert, track, and coordinate drivers.

Call center. During hours of operation (6pm- 5am), the call center was staffed by two
nurses, two on-call motorcycle taxi drivers and two on-call physicians. Incoming calls
were screened by a call center nurse for enrollment eligibility. Once eligibility was
established, the nurse used the clinical tools to triage cases as life threatening (severe)
or not life-threatening (mild or moderate) and generate an assessment and treatment
plan. A map with community demarcations and landmarks was used to determine if

households were inside or outside of the delivery zone.

User fees. Medication/fluid deliveries were offered for a fee on a sliding-scale starting at
500 Gourdes (5 USD) down to zero. The fee was set at a level commensurate with
daytime delivery and medication costs. The amount to be paid was established at the
call center without coercion or impact on enrollment eligibility or care. Fees were used
to assess families’ willingness to pay and minimize incentive to delay seeking daytime

care from local providers to obtain free nighttime care from the TMDS.

Dispatch. The two call center nurses alternated conducting household visits. One or two
drivers were dispatched to transport the nurse from the call center to the child’s home.
The decision to dispatch one or two drivers depended on the time of night (after 9pm),
distance, and the security situation. GPS coordinates of households and tracks of

delivery routes were recorded with a Garmin GPSMAP 64. Driver response times,
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including intervals for arrival at household and incident duration were collected using

Beacon.

Household visit. Upon arrival at the household, the nurse obtained written informed
consent from parents of participants and written informed assent from participants 7 to
10 years. The nurse conducted a paired in-person clinical exam. The data points were
used to triage and assess the case independent of the plan developed at the call center.
Most cases not requiring medications or fluids were given oral rehydration solution

(ORS) as a teaching opportunity for future illness.

Follow-up. Severe cases, and cases with unsuccessful deliveries, were contacted
(maximum of 2 attempts) by phone within 24-hours and all participants were contacted
(maximum of 3 attempts) at 10-days to ascertain disposition, if additional care was

sought, and qualitative feedback about the service.

Clinical outcomes. Data were collected by Haitian providers on paper CRFs and
digitized into REDCap. Ages were recorded in units of months from 0 to <2 years and
units of years from 2 to 10 years. Clinical metrics were analyzed to describe the
distribution of severity, complaints, disease type, medication/fluid prescriptions, and
laboratory findings. Disease types were defined as follows: (i) Fever without source, (ii)
ARI defined as cough with fever (excluded diarrhea), (iii) Diarrhea without AR, (iv) ARI
and diarrhea, and (v) ‘other disease type’. Sources of infection were defined as AR,
diarrhea, pain with urination, bacterial skin infection, scabies, vaginal discharge, and ear

infection.

11
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Clinical safety of the TMDS was assessed by conducting paired exams at the call center
and at the household, and 10-day follow-up calls with all participants. Outcome
measures were percentages of a given severity stratum (mild, moderate, severe) at the
call center and at the household, as well as clinical status at the 10-day follow-up.
Guideline deviations were analyzed by chart reviews performed by two independent
Haitian physicians; conflicts between physician reviews were resolved on a case-by-
case basis with discussion between the two physicians. Chart reviews focused on case
severity, prescription of an antibiotic when not indicated, failure to prescribe an indicated

antibiotic, and/or failure to identify a danger sign.

Feasibility metrics. Feasibility metrics were analyzed and categorized according to the
following conventions: demand, implementation, integration and acceptability.*® These
outcomes were assessed using enrollment, time to delivery, additional care sought, and

participant feedback data.

Statistical approach. Repeat participants were considered unique cases if subsequent
calls occurred 30 days or greater after the initial call. Case severity of bacterial skin
infections were miscategorized during 14 months of the 16-month long study because of
an error in training. The error was corrected post hoc (mild to moderate) prior to data
analyses. Cases were categorized into disease types. Clustering attributed to repeat
patient participants (>30 days between calls), repeat adult parent/guardian callers, and
call center nurses was not considered. Detailed analyses on congruence between call
center and in-person exams as a safety outcome will be presented in a concurrent

publication.

12
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Data were described by proportions for categorical variables and medians with quartiles
for continuous variables. The Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel test was used to compare case
severity by age, median age by disease type, follow-up care sought by case severity
and feedback on the service by household visit status. Statistical significance was
defined at a <0.05%. There is missingness due to the absence of household visit data
for severe cases and loss to follow-up at 10-days. Analyses were completed in R
version 4.1.1 and R studio version 2021.9.0.351 (R Foundation for Statistical

Computing)*! and Statistical Analysis Software (SAS Institute) version 9.4.
RESULTS

Characteristics. A total of 391 cases were enrolled from September 9", 2019 to
January 19", 2021; 46% (181) were female. The median age was 23 months; 7% (27)
were less than 2 months and 43% (169) were between two months and less than two

years (Table 1).

Clinical Outcomes. The majority of cases were categorized as mild at both the call
center (73%; 278) and household (79%; 268; Table 2). At the call center, 6% (24) of
cases were identified as severe and referred to emergency care. Two percent (3 mild, 3
moderate) of cases triaged as not severe at the call center were re-categorized as
severe at the household and referred to emergency care. At the call center, cases <2
months of age had the highest proportion of severe cases (23%; 6); case severity was
associated with age (p=0.015). At the household cases <2 months had the highest

proportion of severe cases (16%; 3); age was not associated with severity (p=0.082).

13
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The most common chief complaints at the call center were fever (43%; 59) and
respiratory problems (18%; 67; Figure S3). By disease type at the household, ARI,
diarrhea (without ARI), and fever represented 25% (84), 14% (47), and 11% (39) of
cases respectively (Table 3). The median age of cases with diarrhea was less than
other disease types at both the call center and household. ORS, paracetamol, and
amoxicillin were provided to 81% (274), 59% (200) and 33% (112) of cases,
respectively. Among cases with fever without a source, 15% (6) received an antibiotic
and were all over 2 years (Table S1). Among cases with ARI (without diarrhea), 100%
(84) received an antibiotic. Among cases with diarrhea (without ARI), 92% (43) received
ORS and 19% (8) received an antibiotic; for cases between 2 months and less than 5
years, 53% (18) received zinc. Among cases with ARI and diarrhea, 100% (10) received
an antibiotic, 100% (10) received ORS; for cases between 2 months and less than 5

years, none received zinc.

Among patients with ARI or fever without source, whose samples were tested using the
full respiratory panel, 88% (53) were positive for one or more pathogen and most
pathogens identified were viruses (85%; 45). The three most common viruses detected
were: Human Rhinovirus/Enterovirus (43%; 26), Respiratory Syncytial Virus (20%; 12),
and Parainfluenza Virus 4 (10%; 6; Table S2). Five percent (4) were positive for SARS-
CoV-2. Bacterial pathogens detected were Bordetella parapertussis (5%; 3), Bordetella
pertussis (3%; 2), Chlamydia pneumoniae (3%; 2) and Mycoplasma pneumoniae (2%;

1).

At the 10-day follow-up call, 90% (348) of participants were reached. The distribution of

clinical status was: 95% (329) were “improved” or “recovered”, 5% (18) were “the
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same”, and less than 1% (1) were “worse” (Table 4). Among those with severe
conditions, 100% (24) of cases reported their condition as “improved” or “recovered”.
Among the subset of cases who received a 24-hour follow-up call, 89% (39) reported
their condition as “improved” or “recovered” at 24-hours. One severe adverse event
occurred that involved a female patient less than 60 days old with a history of
intermittent stooling, ‘weak cry’ and poor breastfeeding. The life-threatening status of
the patient was not identified at the call center and the child died of unknown cause
during transit to the household. The case was reported to the IRBs with an associated

verbal autopsy.

Independent chart reviews found that 86% (327) of cases at the call center and 82%
(275) of cases at the household were adherent to the guidelines (Table S3). Regarding
deviations, mis-categorization between mild and moderate severity was the most
common type of deviation at both the call center and household, occurring in 13% (48)
and 10% (35) of cases respectively; 73% (35) and 89% (31) of this deviation type
concerned bacterial skin infections. A missed danger sign occurred in <1% (1) of cases
at the call center and 3% (10) of cases at the household. Prescription of antibiotics
when not indicated occurred in 1% (5) and 5% (16) of cases and failure to prescribe an
antibiotic occurred in 1% (2) and <1% (1) of cases at the call center and household

respectively.

Feasibility Metrics.

Demand. The call center received 3,216 incoming calls from 1,122 unique phone

numbers, of which 505 were received during operational hours (1.0 per night). Of these,
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77% (391) of callers met inclusion criteria and were enrolled (Figure 1; 0.8 per night). Of
the 391 enrolled cases, 89% (347) received a household visit. Twenty seven percent
(106) of cases were repeat patients; 2% (9) were repeat patients within 30 days and
thus excluded from sub-analyses. Twenty-nine percent (117) of cases involved repeat

callers.

Implementation. The median phone consultation length was 20 minutes. The median
time to arrival at the participant’'s home was 73 minutes, with significant missingness
due in part to connectivity problems. The median workflow duration per case, from the
time the call was placed until the nurse returned to the call center from the household,
was 114 minutes. Eleven percent (44) of cases did not receive a delivery and logistical

challenges were the cause for 16% (7) of these instances.

Integration. At the 10-day follow-up, cases triaged as mild or moderate were less likely
to have sought follow-up care than cases triaged as severe (p<0.001; Table 4). While
the sample size was small, more cases triaged as severe sought referred care at a
clinic (65%, 13) than a hospital (35%, 7) despite recommendations for hospital level

care.

Acceptability. Among cases that received a household visit, greater than 99% (302) of
callers rated the overall service as “good” or “great” (Table S4). Greater than 99% (293)
of callers rated the delivery portion of the service as “good” or “great”. Greater than 99%
(302) of callers responded that they would utilize the TMDS again. Regarding
willingness to pay, 26% (89) contributed the full amount, another 22% (73) contributed

partial payment and 99% (291) stated the price point was appropriate. Feedback on
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overall impression of the call center was significantly different between cases that did
and did not receive a household visit (p<0.001). Cases without a visit were less likely to

rate the service as great (63%; 27) than those who received a visit; (90%; 273).

DISCUSSION

This study sought to evaluate the clinical safety and feasibility of implementing a
TMDS for children at night in the resource limited setting of Haiti. From a clinical
perspective, most cases were triaged as mild or moderate. Among the small
percentage that were triaged as severe, the majority sought referred care. The
percentage of cases initially triaged as not severe, yet were found to be severe at the
household, was low. The majority of families reported the child’s condition as
“improved” or “recovered” at follow-up. From a feasibility perspective, the duration of
phone consultation and household deliveries were collectively completed well under
our goal of two hours. Nearly all families rated the TMDS as “good” or “great” and
repeat callers were common. Taken together, these findings suggest the TMDS was

a feasible healthcare delivery model with high rates of improved clinical status.

With respect to clinical safety, this study was not designed as a clinical trial to evaluate
morbidity and mortality outcomes. However, clinical safety metrics were enumerated.
These metrics included case distributions, comparisons of severity at the call-center
against the in-person reference standard at the household, clinical status at follow-up,
as well as independent review of guideline adherence/deviations. The clinical approach
was set based on the distributions of patient age and diseases found in the INACT1

needs assessment as well as rates documented in national®* * and international®®
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resources. The case distributions (ages, complaints, disease types), or later by
laboratory diagnostics, matched well with the expectations, and corresponding clinical
decision support tools, set a priori. During the study some minor adjustments were

made to the tools, however, major adjustments were not needed.

The distribution of disease severity aligned with the objectives of the TMDS as a pre-
emergency service. The distribution of severity suggests that the messaging via print
and radio advertisement was interpreted as intended. Among mild and moderate cases,
the lower rates of seeking additional care suggests that the clinical problem was
sufficiently addressed which is supported by the high rates of satisfaction at the 10-day
follow-up. The successful engagement with the existing healthcare infrastructure for
severe cases was reassuring, despite some seeking care the next day. Lastly, one in
fifty cases were triaged as not severe yet found to be severe at the household. While

this rate is low, future iterations of the TMDS will prioritize reducing this rate further.

The TMDS pilot model did have drawbacks. First, infants less than 2 months were most
often triaged as severe at both the call center and household. Given the extreme
vulnerability of these patients additional efforts to facilitate emergency care access at
night is needed. Second, the medication supply was limited in the study area. For
example, nodular scabies infections with secondary bacterial infection were common
and resulted in high rates of oral antibiotics and topical scabies treatment; these cases
would likely have benefitted from oral ivermectin over topical treatment, but ivermectin
was not available. Similarly, there was disruption in zinc access for the supportive
management of diarrheal disease. Third, the study area was largely unvaccinated for

pneumococcus which resulted in high rates of oral antibiotic use for ARI out of empirical
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concern for bacterial pneumonia. To reduce rates of oral antibiotic usage, public health
campaigns on scabies mitigation and pneumococcus vaccination might have significant
benefit. Lastly, the laboratory findings also revealed causative agents of ARI in which
amoxicillin would not be effective (e.g. Mycoplasma pneumoniae and Bordetella

pertussis).

There was one known occurrence of a severe adverse event (SAE; death) out of 348
respondents (0.3%); per IRB evaluation, the death did not have a causative association
with the TMDS. In response to the SAE, measures were enacted that included re-
training on how to query the ability/inability to drink and assess dehydration, recognize
abnormally normal vital signs in an ill pediatric patient and follow-up with clarifying
guestions at the level of the call center. The SAE rate of 0.3% is lower than the reported
national under 5 mortality rate of 0.63% (63/1000 live births)?° and may serve as a
safety effect size for future studies. In addition to the congruence analyses reported on
triage, more granular analyses of the paired call center and household exams will be
presented in a subsequent publication to identify additional areas for quality

improvement and decision support tool iteration.

With respect to feasibility, we focused primarily on operational metrics. The phone
consultation duration of 20 minutes was reasonable in the context of staff capacity with
paper decision support tools, limited cell minutes and the battery life of callers’ phones.
Despite limited data, the median time to arrival at the household (73 minutes) was well
below the target of two hours; this target, coined the ‘silver two hours’, was based on an
empiric assumption that the call center assessment of a non-severe case would hold for

two hours. The median duration to complete the workflow per case was 114 minutes
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which can serve as a standard for scaling the TMDS. The drivers were able to locate
the majority of households at night despite a lack of an address system, well paved
roads or streetlights; this speaks to the versatility and value of local expertise among the
drivers. While rare (2%), delivery failures were due to rain, insecurity, and loss of
cellular contact with the caller. Acceptability was demonstrated by a high proportion of
callers rating the TMDS as ‘good’ or ‘great’ and willing to utilize the TMDS in the future.
Nearly all callers considered the price point as ‘appropriate’ yet only one quarter made a
payment in full. However, half of callers did contribute which demonstrates they valued
the service. Willingness to pay and models for payment (set fee, fee with waiver, sliding
scale) are important factors in developing innovative sustainable healthcare solutions
that do not undercut existing health access points. Literature on what is the ‘best’

approach varies and is often conflicted.3*

These findings should be viewed within the context of the study limitations: (i) The
methods of advertising varied over the course of the study to avoid overwhelming the
nascent TMDS and adjust to political unrest, economic instability, and the COVID-19
pandemic. These factors likely influenced participant characteristics. (ii) Clinically, the
lack of a malnutrition screen during the phone consultation meant there was no
opportunity for nurse providers to identify severe malnutrition as a danger sign at the
call center. This may have resulted in a less effective triage at the call center; four
severely malnourished children were identified at household visits. (iii) Connectivity
problems resulted in failures to reach households, complete phone consultations and
phone follow-ups. These challenges lengthened quantitative operational metrics. (iv)

Finally, the delivery zone was limited to a 5 km radius surrounding the call center where

20


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.26.22273923
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.26.22273923; this version posted April 27, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

TMDS staff had a high level of familiarity with the local community, geography, and
landmarks. It is unclear how important staff knowledge was in the successful
implementation of the TMDS. Therefore, it is unknown how the TMDS would fair if a

central call center serviced a geographically distant population.

CONCLUSIONS

This study demonstrated that the TMDS was a feasible healthcare delivery model with
high rates of improved clinical status at 10-days. Future efforts to evaluate scalability of
the TMDS will include a change to the workflow and guidelines to provide mild cases
with consult and delivery alone, and moderate cases with consult, delivery and a nurse

visit, as well as evaluation in diverse settings.
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TABLES

Table 1. Characteristics of enrolled cases

Total With household visit

All cases 391° 347
Age; median mo (Q1-Q3)° 23 (9-48) 24 (10-48)

<2 mo 27 (7%) 20 (6%)

2 mo to <2 yrs 169 (43%) 150 (43%)

2 yrsto <5 yrs 121 (31%) 112 (32%)

5yrs to 10 yrs 74 (19%) 65 (19%)
Sex; Female 181 (46%) 163 (47%)

% Nine patients were repeat cases within 30 days, 68 were repeat cases within 323 days.
® (Q1-Q3), quarter 1 to quarter 3.
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Table 2. Distribution of case severity

At call center At household
Mild Moderate  Severe p° Mild Moderate  Severe p°
All cases 278 (73%) 80 (21%) 24 (6%) - 268 (79%) 64 (19%) 6 (2%)
Age; median mo (Q1-
Q3)° 24 (9-48) 22 (12-48) 12 (2-22) 0.015 24 (10-48) 23 (7-48) 21 (10-33) 0.082
<2 mo 16 (62%) 4 (15%)  6(23%) - 14 (74%) 2 (10%) 3 (16%) -
2 mo to <2 yrs 114 (70%) 38 (23%) 12 (7%) - 109 (75%) 34 (24%) 2 (1%) -
2y1s 10 <5 yrs 94 (80%) 20 (17%) 4 (3%)  -— 96 (87%) 13 (12%) 1(1%) -
Byrs to 10 yrs 54 (73%) 18 (24%) 2(3%) - 49 (77%) 15(23%) 0(0%) -

?(Q1-Q3), quarter 1 to quarter 3
b p value of the Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel test (Nonzero Correlation) of association between severity and
age.
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Table 3. Distribution of disease type

At call center

At household

Fever® ARI°  Diarrhea® ARI+DD®  Other®  pf Fever® AR’ Diarrhea® ARI+DD®  Other®  p°

All cases 48 (13%) 120 (31%) 46 (12%) 17 (4%) 151 (40%) - 39 (L1%) 84 (25%) 47 (14%) 10 (3%) 158 (47%) -
0.

0.0 00

Age; median mo (Q1-Q3)' 36 (12-63) 24 (11-48) 11 (5-24) 21 (12-36) 19 (8-48) 17 36 (11-72) 24 (11-48) 12 (4-24) 24 (15-36) 24 (10-28) 5
<2mo 5(19%) 3(12%) 5(19%) 0(0%) 13(50%) __  0(0%) 2(11%) 5(26%) 0(0%) 12 (63%)
2moto <2 yrs 13(8%) 47 (29%) 27 (16%) 10 (6%) 67 (41%) -- 15(10%) 33 (23%) 29 (20%) 4 (3%) 64 (44%) —-

2 yrs to <5 yrs 15 (13%) 50 (42%) 8(7%) 6(5%) 39 (33%) -~ 12 (11%) 32 (29%) 9(8%) 5(5%) 51 (47%)

5 yrs to 10 yrs 15(20%) 21(28%) 5(7%) 1(1%) 32 (44%) - 12 (18%) 17 (26%) 4(6%)  1(2%) 31(48%)

 Fever without source; acute respiratory infection (ARI), diarrhea, pain with urination, bacterial skin infection, scabies, vaginal
discharge, and ear infections were considered medical problems with likely infectious sources.

® ARI; cough with fever (excludes diarrhea).

° Diarrhea (excludes ARI).

4 ARI and diarrheal disease (DD).

¢ ‘Other disease type’ were those without ARI, fever, or diarrhea.
f(Q1-Q3), quarter 1 to quarter 3.

9p value from Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel test (Mean score differences) of association between disease type and age.
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Table 4. Clinical status at 10 days and additional care sought in the follow-up period

Clinical status at follow-up Care sought during the follow-up period
Improved/Recovere
Follow-up d Same Worse Hospital  Clinic Other None pb
265
All at ten days® 329 (95%) 18 (5%) 1(<1%) 21 (6%) 55 (16%) 6 (2%) (76%) <0.001
205
Mild 238 (94%) 14 (6%) 0 (0%) 9 (3%) 33(13%) 4 (2%) (82%)
Moderate 67 (93%) 4 (6%) 1 (1%) 5(7%) 9 (12%) 2 (3%) 56 (78%)
Severe 24 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 7 (29%) 13 (54%) 0 (0%) 4 (17%)
Subset at 24-hours 39 (89%) 4(9%) 1(2%) 5(11%) 14 (32%) 5 (11%) 20 (46%)
Mild 10 (84%) 1(8%) 1 (8%) 0(0%) 2(17%) 2(17%) 8 (66%)
Moderate 8 (89%) 1(11%) 0 (0%) 1(11%) 3(33%) 0(0%) 5 (56%)
Severe 21 (91%) 2(9%) 0 (0%) 4(17%) 9 (39%) 3(13%) 7 (31%)

# Includes cases in the 24-hour subset.

b p value from Cochran-Mantel-Haenszel test (Mean score differences) to compare care seeking during
10 day follow-up period by case severity.
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Al calls placed to the call center® (Sep 9, 2019 — Jan 17, 2021)
N=3216°

Call center exclusions (N=114, 23% of calls)

Call for information about TMDS (N=26, 23%)

Call about health topic outside the scope of TMDS (N=24, 21%)
Unfinished case/ lost contact (N=24, 21%)

Misdial (N=20, 18%)

No consent/assent (N= 12, 10%)

Other (N=8, 7%)

Calls received during operational hours (6PM-5AM)
N= 505

4

Cases enrolled

N=391
| Household visit exclusions (N=44, 11% of total enrolled)
" |« Severe case (N=25, 57%)
v * Delivery failure(N=7, 16%)
* Caller declined visit (N=7, 16%)
* Outside delivery zone (N=5, 11%)
Cases with a nurse Cases without a nurse
household visit N= 347 household visit N= 44
v
Reached at 10 day follow up Reached at 10 day follow up
N= 313, 90% N= 44, 100%
Analyzed N=338, 97% Analyzed N=44, 100%
Repeat cases within 30 days Repeat cases within 30 days
excluded N=9, 3% excluded N=0

Figure 1. Diagram of case enroliment, reasons for exclusion, loss to follow up and
inclusion in data analysis. ‘a’ = filtered to remove calls from employee phone numbers.
‘b’ = 1122 unique phone numbers. ‘c’ = cases not reached at 10 days were excluded

because of no consent.
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