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HIGHLIGHTS
Sudden cardiac death is a devastating complication of many genetic heart diseases.
COPE-SCD is an intervention developed to support families after sudden cardiac death.

COPE-SCD includes a website covering a range of topics to help families after sudden
cardiac death.

Website acceptability was assessed using a theoretical framework of acceptability.
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ABSTRACT

Objective: To develop content for the website component of COPE-SCD: an online
community supporting families after sudden cardiac death (SCD) and assess its acceptability.
Methods: Based on topics from codesign focus groups, website content was drafted, and
readability of language assessed. SCD family members were recruited from the Genetic Heart
Disease Clinic, Royal Prince Alfred Hospital, Sydney. Demographic and psychological
measures were collected at baseline. ‘“Think aloud’ interviews were conducted to assess the
website with questions mapped to theoretical framework of acceptability.

Results: Fourteen webpages were created under six menu options. Topics range from
information on SCD, genetic testing, grief and loss and family stories. Average Flesch-Kincaid
school grade reading score was 8.75. Six individuals participated in a ‘think aloud’ analysis
and interview. Fifty percent were female, and all university educated. Median time since death
was three years (range 1-5 years). Participants provided feedback about aesthetics, technical
issues, and content. Interview responses were mapped to the theoretical framework of
acceptability.

Conclusion: Participants found the website a helpful resource, and acceptable when
considering the theoretical framework of acceptability.

Practice implications: This website fills a current gap in the care of families after SCD;

more work is needed to assess effectiveness.
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INTRODUCTION

Sudden cardiac death (SCD) is a devastating complication of many genetic heart diseases
and often occurs without warning, leaving families at a loss as to why their loved one has
passed away. Known or suspected genetic heart diseases such as inherited
cardiomyopathies or arrhythmia syndromes cause the majority of deaths in those aged
under 35 years [1]. The clinical heterogeneity of these conditions means that a person may
be asymptomatic and undiagnosed prior to their death. SCD leaves families grappling with
the uncertainty of why their family member passed away and whether other family members
are at risk of a similar event [2]. A previous needs analysis of parents who had experienced
the SCD of a child identified “medical information and support” as a highly endorsed need
(71%) yet remained unmet for 32% of participants [3]. To meet the need for information and
support, we used stakeholder codesign focus groups to develop COPE-SCD: an online
community supporting families after SCD [4]. The intervention comprised two parts: a
website and a series of four, online support sessions. This study focuses on development

and acceptability of the website.

The internet is a widely utilised source of health information for Australians [5]. However,
access to information represents only one of many hurdles individuals face when seeking
health information. In recent years, the concept of ‘health literacy’ has come to the forefront
in a research context. Health literacy refers to a person’s ability and motivation to access,
interpret and act on health information that might concern everyday health, disease
prevention or maintaining or improving quality of life [6]. Although multifaceted, a core
component of health literacy is readability of the information. Over time, many readability
scores have been developed to aid authors in making their information accessible to those
with low reading levels. A popular and well-established method is the Flesch-Kincaid grade
level score [7]. It is a widely used and established tool which gives an indication of the

school grade reading level needed to read a given text [7, 8]. In general, it is recommended
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that authors aim for their health information to be readable at a Grade 8 level (13-15 year

olds) [9].

Implementation science has become necessary in medical research to effectively
incorporate new health interventions, such as websites, into clinical care. Before considering
implementation of a developed intervention, acceptability of the intervention must be
assessed [10]. One widely used [11-13] framework that can prompt and guide the researcher
is the theoretical framework of acceptability developed by Sekhon et al. [14]. This framework
outlines seven constructs of acceptability to be considered when deciding whether an
intervention is acceptable to participants and/or deliverers. The constructs of this framework

and their meaning are outlined in Table 1.

The theoretical framework of acceptability illustrates the complexity of determining whether
an intervention is acceptable to the user. Tensions can exist between constructs, for
example, a participant may like the intervention in general (Affective attitude), but the
perceived amount of effort required to participate may be too great (Burden). In this scenario

the participant may not consider the intervention acceptable.

We hypothesise a website that provides health information and information on grief and loss
to families who have experienced SCD will be acceptable to these users. Therefore, the aim
of this study was to develop content for a website aimed at helping families affected by SCD

in the young and measure its acceptability through a ‘think aloud’ analysis.
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METHODS

Participants

Participants were recruited through the Genetic Heart Disease Clinic, Royal Prince Alfred
Hospital, Sydney, Australia. Purposive sampling was used to obtain demographic diversity
with respect to sex, age, and relationship to the deceased. Participants were invited to
participate in a study to evaluate a new website aimed at families who had experienced the
SCD of a family member. Eight potential participants were invited by an experienced cardiac
genetic counsellor (LY), who works within this team. We included those aged >18 years, with
a first-degree relative (including spouse) having experienced SCD. Participants required self-

determined English-speaking skills sufficient to participate in a website review and interview.

Participants who consented completed a baseline questionnaire including demographic
questions, the Health Literacy Questionnaire (HLQ) [15], the Depression Anxiety Stress
Scale short form (DASS-21) [16], and the Impact of Events Scale (IES-revised) [17]. The
HLQ is a 44-item, nine domain questionnaire measuring the complex components that
contribute to a person’s health literacy [15]. The DASS-21 is a 21-item scale that gives three
scores for depression, anxiety and stress. Each score is classified into one of five
categories: normal, mild, moderate, severe and extremely severe [16]. A table outlining the
DASS-21 cut-offs for each subscale classification can be found in Supplementary Material
Part A. The IES-revised is a 22-item scale that measures post-traumatic stress symptoms
and provides subscale scores for avoidance, intrusion and hyperarousal [17]. A total score of

>24 indicates a person is experiencing post-traumatic stress symptoms.

Postcode was collected to enable calculation of the Australian Bureau of Statistics Index of
Relative Socio-economic Advantage and Disadvantage (IRSAD) [18], the Index of Education
and Occupation (IEO) [18] as well as determine the Remoteness Area [19]. These three

scores use Australian census data to measure levels of advantage and disadvantage based
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on factors such as the number of households in an area with low income or unskilled
occupants (IRSAD), education and occupation of a given area (IEO) and distance to
services (remoteness area). Baseline questionnaire information was collected using

REDCap electronic data capture tools hosted by Sydney Local Health District [20-21].

Website rationale

A website was selected as a key part of the COPE-SCD intervention during the intervention’s
codesign process [4]. Participants in the codesign focus groups suggested a website would
be well placed to provide accurate information to families and healthcare professionals,
including outlining clear referral pathways as well as providing a platform for peer support.
The strength of a website is its accessibility by those rurally and regionally based, who often
have trouble accessing current services which tend to be located in metropolitan centres.

Although some websites exist internationally (https://www.c-r-y.org.uk/ and https://sads.orqg),

they do not contain information that is local in nature such as coronial processes and referral
to clinical services and therefore an Australian website was necessary. A website also allows
a user to engage with it at the time and to the degree that suits them [4], as well as being
easily shared with others. A further advantage of using a website is in the ease of updating
content as necessary, thus providing a constant resource for family members without a

heavy time burden placed on staff.

Website content development

Based on the topics raised in the codesign focus groups [4], an outline of the website menu
was drafted by LY in discussion with the research team. First draft of the content was
primarily written by LY with members of the research team contributing as required based on
their clinical expertise. For example, clinical psychologist LA assisted with the first draft of
the “grief and loss” and “coping” sections. Other experts in the team (cardiologists BG/CS
and genetic counsellors) then reviewed pages relevant to their expertise. Once drafted, all

content was reviewed by other genetic counsellors in the team (AB, NS, LC) to ensure
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consistency of language. The Flesch-Kincaid Grade level score in Microsoft word was used
to assess readability. Pages were also reviewed using the health literacy editor

(https://shell.techlab.works/) which helps identify complex words and sentences within text

[9].

Development of animated video content

The website included an animated video. The video aimed to give a general overview of
SCD and repeat key information that would often be given in the first phone call with a family
from a genetic heart disease clinic. The video was designed to be easily shared with
extended family and friends of the deceased person. Key points of the script were developed
by the research team whilst working with the professional animator

(www.animateyour.science).

Website evaluation — ‘think aloud’ analysis

Participants underwent a ‘think aloud’ analysis to review the developed website. This
qualitative research method asks participants to review content and ‘think aloud’ i.e.,
verbalise their thoughts while reviewing [22]. The ‘think aloud’ analysis was held over zoom
using the share screen function and video and audio were recorded. Transcripts of the
interviews were made from the audio recordings but were not made available to the
participants for review due to ample opportunity to refine their thoughts throughout the
interview. Video recordings were also reviewed to ensure feedback was attributed to the

correct section of the website.

At the completion of the ‘think aloud’ analysis, participants were asked questions to further
understand their thoughts regarding the website. To assess the acceptability of the website,
the interview schedule was designed to address the seven constructs of theoretical
framework of acceptability [14]. The full interview schedule can be found in Supplementary

Material B. LY completed all ‘think aloud’ interviews and subsequent analyses. At the
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completion of the interview, participants received an email invitation to complete the system
usability scale [23]. This is a 10-item questionnaire that gives a score to rate usability of a
given system. Although not a validated scale it was developed as a subjective measure of

usability [23].

After completing three ‘think aloud’ interviews, de-identified feedback on each specific page
of the website was collated in a spreadsheet. These were reviewed by two genetic
counsellors in the research team (LY and AB), and adjustments to the website were made
where practical. Where any discrepancy arose in whether to incorporate changes, these
were discussed with the wider research team. An additional three ‘think aloud’ interviews
were then completed and proposed adjustments collated and made following the same

process.

Transcripts of all six interviews were reviewed to assess the website acceptability.
Acceptability of the website was assessed using a deductive framework analysis whereby
interview transcripts were reviewed and responses mapped to the theoretical framework of
acceptability (Table 1). Similar approaches using the this framework have been previously
reported [24]. Ethics approval for this project was granted through Sydney Local Health

District, RPA Zone, protocol number X21-0284.

Results

Content development and readability

A website menu list of content was developed, which brought together similar topics under
submenus for ease of navigation (Table 2). Written drafted content was assessed for
readability using the Flesch-Kincaid grade level, aiming for a Grade 8 reading level. The

mean overall score of the website was 8.75. Some pages were not assessed, namely those
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that contained (1) clinic contact details, which are unable to be changed, and (2) the family
stories page which will be regularly updated and readability assessed with each new story.
Where pages scored higher than a Grade 8 level, content was reviewed and simplified.
Pages with persistent high scores (e.g., Genetic testing, Flesch-Kincaid score = 9.9), had
complicated but essential terms that increased the score e.g., ‘forensic pathologist’, ‘post
mortem’ and ‘genetic’. On these pages, a stylistic approach and vector pictures were used to
break up the text and enhance understanding (Figure 1A). Interactive tools were also used
to break text up and focus the reader on the most pertinent information. For example, rather
than a list of definitions of the different types of inherited heart diseases, an interactive menu
was created whereby website reviewers roll their cursor over a specific diagnosis to reveal a

simplified definition (Figure 1B).

‘Think aloud’ analysis
Six of the eight invited participants agreed to participate in the ‘think aloud’ analysis and
completed the demographic and baseline questionnaires. Two rounds of ‘think aloud’

analysis were conducted, each with three participants.

The demographics of the think aloud participants are shown in Table 3. The median age of
the study participants was 39.5 years (range 29-62 years), 50% female and all had some
level of university education. Fifty percent self-described as religious and two thirds were
married. Two participants were widowed, and it was their spouse that suffered a SCD.
Median time since death was three years. The majority of the cohort were of European
background and lived in the top 50% of socio-economic advantage and disadvantage as
described by the IRSAD score. When considering the remoteness area as developed by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics, two thirds lived in “major cities of Australia” with the
remaining living in “inner regional Australia” (Table 3). Median length of ‘think aloud’ and

post review interview was 50 minutes, range 40-80mins.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297063
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297063; this version posted October 16, 2023. 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 4.0 International license .

The HLQ scores for the nine domains were calculated as per Osbourne et al., [15] and
compared with the Australian mean for each domain [25]. Due to low sample size no

statistical analyses were made.

Depression, anxiety, and stress scores were assessed using the DASS-21[16]. All
participants had depression, anxiety scores and stress scores in the moderate, severe, or
extremely severe range. All participants (100%) reported post-traumatic stress symptoms as

measured by an Impact of Events Scale-Revised score over 24 [17].

Website feedback
Overall, participants liked the website, commenting about the value of the information and

the range of topics it covered.

“I like the sort of equal emphasis given to both the aspects of sudden cardiac death
as well as the grief and loss. Yeah. Part because they’re both really important and
um, equally pressing factors you have in your mind in a situation like that”

Participant 5

Participants gave general feedback about the aesthetics of the website, including colour
schemes, font sizes and use of stock images. After feedback from the first round of ‘think
aloud’ interviews, stock images were removed from the website as they were polarising for
the participants with strong opinions in both directions regarding their appropriateness.
These were replaced with simpler vector images, which were well received in the second

round (Figure 2).

Other concerns participants raised included technical issues, problems with the menu,
sections of the website that were missed or overlooked (e.g., video content). Participants

also suggested additional content e.g., resources for speaking to children. Some participants
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suggested additional video content. Three participants completed the system usability scale
at the completion of the think aloud interview. All participants scored above 66 which is

considered above average [26].

Mapping to acceptability framework
Interview questions were mapped to the theoretical framework of acceptability [14] to ensure
all constructs of acceptability were considered. Example quotes for each construct are

presented in Table 4. Here we will briefly consider each construct.

Affective attitude

Participants were asked to give general feedback on what they liked the most and the least
about the website, taking into account both written information and the aesthetic. Overall,
participants had a positive attitude towards the website (Table 4). Participant 3 highlighted
the original dark tones and noted that some of the stock images “did not give a positive
feeling about the website” (Table 4). Others noted that a lot of bright colours were used, for
example “too much pink” (Participant 4), and therefore changes were made to the colour

scheme to ensure balance between bright and dark tones.

Burden

Burden was explored by asking questions regarding the emotional burden of reading the
information and the ease of navigating the website. Initially there were issues with the menu
that were rectified after the first round of interviews. Participant 3 commented on the care

that had been taken in writing the content, even though parts were hard to read.

“It wasn't too clinical, which I think is good. Um, it made me feel a little bit sad, but it
felt like, like approachable or like there was a care, you could tell like, like people that
care and then are trying to take the um, like | guess a really supportive approach in

how they, think about these issues. So, | think that comes across.” Participant 3
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Ethicality

Closely related to the burden construct, ethicality seeks to understand if the intervention is a
good fit with an individual’s value system. All participants reported the website was not
offensive or in contradiction with their value system. However, there was content they

reported as “triggering” or hard to read:

“A lot of the stuff on cardiac death is always hard to read, but not because of the

content, just because of what's happened” Participant 5.

“I think any of the, um, stuff obviously makes people... uncomfortable. | mean that's
the whole point. If you're reading it and you've lost someone... | think it does what it
needs to in terms of providing where to go and find the information... you know,
you're probably gonna be crying if you've just lost someone and you're reading it, but

not due to the content” Participant 1

Intervention coherence

This construct examines the extent to which the participant understands the intervention and
how it works. Participants felt this would be very helpful to families after SCD particularly in
the early stages. One participant also noted that it would be helpful to share with family and

friends to help explain the situation:

“this is, you know, what happened to [deceased]. Save all those, you know, awkward

questions from people or you know, the rumours and everything” Participant 6

Opportunity costs
Participants were asked about whether reviewing the website (as a consumer rather than

research participant) was a good use of their time, noting that this would be the main cost to
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engage with the intervention. All participants felt reviewing the website would be a good use

of their time with one participant commenting:

“Yeah, | think it's helpful.” Participant 5

Perceived effectiveness

We examined the extent to which the intervention was perceived to achieve its purpose.
Participants gave positive feedback about the website and found it particularly helpful that it
covered the spectrum of information from causes of sudden cardiac death to issues around

grief and loss (Table 4). One participant noted that the website would be particularly helpful:

“you've got some fantastic information in here that | think people will find very, very

useful, particularly as if they're navigating this space for the first time” Participant 3.

Self-efficacy

Self-efficacy considers the confidence that users can perform behaviours required. Given the
popular and widespread use of websites, we focused questions to address self-efficacy
around whether they could navigate around the website again and find specific information.
Feedback concerning changes to the menu and titles of different pages were applied to
clarify ambiguity. In general, participants felt they could easily navigate the website again

(Table 4). The final website can be viewed at www.copescd.org.au
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Discussion and Conclusions

Based on content ideas from codesign focus groups, the website COPE-SCD: an online
community supporting families affected by SCD in the young was developed. The website
provides information on SCD in the young including genetic causes as well as information on
general coping, both on an individual level and in the context of the wider family and
community. The website contains written and video information, with consideration given to
layout to improve readability. A ‘think aloud’ analysis was used to evaluate and improve the

website and specifically understand its acceptability.

Implementation research suggests review of acceptability both in the early stages of
intervention development as well as once it is integrated into use [10]. Perski and Short
argue that acceptability should also be considered as part of a broader system that
associates closely with user engagement and intervention effectiveness [27]. Theoretical
frameworks aid researchers in their assessment of health interventions, as in this example,
the multifactorial concepts of acceptability are considered, and the intervention adjusted if
the construct is not met. In this project the framework was utilised to guide generation of the
interview schedule questions. However, since the development of the protocol for this
project, Sekhon et al have developed a standard questionnaire to assess the constructs of

the original acceptability framework [28].

Readability of health information on websites continues to be less than ideal, with a previous
study identifying the majority of Australian health information websites having an average
Flesch-Kincaid Grade reading level of 10.54 [5]. Numerous scores have been developed to
help authors assess readability in order to reduce information to a Grade 8 reading level but
challenges with these remain. Some of the scores, like the widely used and available Flesch-
Kincaid, have come under scrutiny due to the variability in scores depending on the tool
used to calculate it e.g., Microsoft word vs online websites [29]. However, a recent study

found that the Microsoft word calculation of the Flesch-Kincaid, as used in this study,
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showed good agreement with the reference standard calculation [30]. A further consideration
regarding readability scores for medical websites is that by their nature they often contain
long, complex medical terms and therefore will score highly even if a simple definition of the
word is provided. This is due to the basis of the formula for scores like the Flesch-Kincaid
grade levels, which take into account the number of syllables per word. In an effort to cater
to those with lower literacy levels, the COPE-SCD website utilised different tools to break up
text and make it more accessible to the reader, which has been recommended by patient
education checklists [31]. This included graphics and design features to draw attention to
key points and reduce the amount of text on the page. Content was also produced in both
written and video format, recognising that videos are generally helpful for those with low

literacy and also for those for whom English is a second language [32-33].

The need for a website has been highlighted in our previous work which identified medical
information and support as a gap in the care of families after SCD in the young [3]. Further
supporting this, we reported families who had struggled to find appropriate information in the
time period after the death, until they were referred to a speciality genetic heart disease
clinic. This led to participants feeling alone and feeling the need to do their own research to
find advice for themselves and other relatives, as well as to seek information on genetic
testing [34]. COPE-SCD aims to fulfil these needs by providing information on causes of
sudden death, possible genetic causes of SCD, the role of genetic testing and the

importance of seeing a general practitioner to arrange referral.

McDonald et al. identified psychological support as a need of SCD families [3]. The COPE-
SCD website aims to meet this psychological support in the way of general information on
grief and loss with the aim to normalise common grief experiences and provide access to
peer support. Psychological support has previously been identified as a gap among families
who reported searching for peer support online. Although other bereavement and grief and

loss support groups exist (e.g., Compassionate Friends), previous work has highlighted the
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specific need for “shared experience” of SCD [35], recognising its unique differences from
other causes of premature death, such as SCD onset without warning, the possibility of a
genetic cause and no definitive cause of death [36-37]. In the COPE-SCD website our
primary method of addressing peer support is in the “family stories” section of the website
where families are invited to share their experience. In addition, the second part of the

COPE-SCD intervention, the online sessions, focuses on peer support.

Limitations

Despite best efforts for diversity of research participants, our sample was homogenous with
most being of European background and highly educated. This is reflective of our sample
base as previously described [38]. Further examination of the website with other diverse
groups is needed. The ‘think aloud’ analysis was based on interviews with six participants,
this number is consistent with other studies using ‘think aloud’ methods to assess health

interventions [22, 39].

Here we describe the development of the website component of the COPE-SCD support
intervention. The website provides information in written and video format on both causes of
SCD in young people and grief and loss. We also assessed the acceptability of the website
using a ‘think aloud’ analysis which mapped interview questions to Sekhon’s theoretical
framework of acceptability. Overall, participants found the website a helpful and important

resource which they found acceptable when considering seven constructs of acceptability.

Practice implications
The COPE-SCD website is an acceptable resource for families affected by sudden cardiac
death in the young. More work is needed to assess its effectiveness as it is implemented into

clinical care.
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Figure headings

Figure 1. Screenshots from COPE-SCD website showing stylist approach and vector

images (A) of text and the interactive menu (B) with roll over feature shown by the purple

arrow.

Figure 2 — Screenshots of the website and illustrative quotes from the think aloud analysis

highlighting the various opinions of the participants. On the left is the original layout using

stock images, on the right is the final layout using vector images.

Table headings

Table 1 — Theoretical framework of acceptability [14].

Table 2 — Menu of the COPE-SCD website (www.copescd.org.au) with Flesch-Kincaid grade

level of each subpage. NA = not assessed

Table 3 — Think Aloud Participant Demographics.
Table 4 — lllustrative quotes mapped to the seven constructs of acceptability [14] from the

think aloud analysis.
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Tables

Table 1 — Theoretical framework of acceptability [14]

Construct Definition

Affective attitude How an individual feels about an intervention

The perceived amount of effort that is required to participate
in the intervention

The extent to which the intervention has a good fit with an
individual’s value system

The extent to which the participant understands the
intervention and how it works

The extent to which benefits, profits or values must be given
to engage with the intervention

The extent to which the intervention is perceived as likely to
achieve its purpose

The participants confidence that they can perform the
behaviours required to participate in the intervention

Burden

Ethicality

Intervention coherence

Opportunity costs

Perceived effectiveness

Self-efficacy



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297063
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.10.16.23297063; this version posted October 16, 2023. 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 4.0 International license .

Table 2 — Menu of the COPE-SCD website (www.copescd.org.au) with Flesch-Kincaid grade
level of each subpage. NA = not assessed

Menu Submenu Flesch-Kincaid
grade level
Home page General information & 'about us' 9.4
, What is sudden cardiac death 9.7
Sudden cardiac -
death After the death (coronial process) 8.7
Genetic causes of sudden cardiac death 9.4
Genetic testing 9.9
Grief and loss 9.5
, Coping strategies 6.7
Grief and loss Support for grieving family and friends 8.1
How to get help 8.9
Unanswered questions 7.1
Family stories A place for families to tell their story NA
Group Support Information on the online support sessions 8.9
Contact information NA
Contact us List of Genetic Heart Disease Clinics in Australia
NA
and New Zealand
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Table 3 — Think Aloud Participant Demographics.

Characteristic (n = 6) n (%)

Median time since death (range): 3years (1-5years)*
Median age: 39.5 (29-62) years

Female 3 (50)
University educated 6 (100)
Religious Affiliation

No religion 3 (50)
Religious 3 (50)
Marital status

Married 4 (67)
Widowed 2 (33)
Country of birth

Australia 4 (67)
Outside of Australia 2 (33)
Ethnicity

European 5 (83)
Non-European 1(17)
Socioeconomic indexes for area

Top 50% IRSAD areas 5(83)
Top 50% IEO areas 5 (83)
Remoteness area

Maijor cities of Australia 4 (67)
Inner regional Australia 2 (33)
Other medical conditions 4 (67)

*One family had two deaths, most recent included
** One participant had a diagnosis of depression
Abbreviations: IRSAD = index of relative socioeconomic advantage and disadvantage, IEO =

index of education and occupation
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Table 4 — lllustrative quotes mapped to the seven constructs of acceptability [14] from the think aloud analysis

Acceptability
construct

Affective attitude

Ethicality

Opportunity costs

Intervention coherence

Perceived effectiveness

Self-efficacy

Construct
description

How an individual feels about
the intervention

The perceived amount of effort
that his required to participate

The extent to which the
intervention has a good fit
with an individual’s value

system

The extent to which
benefits, profits or values
must be given up to
engage in the intervention

The extent to which the
participant understands the
intervention and how it
works

The extent to which the
intervention is perceived
as likely to achieve its
purpose

The participants
confidence that they
can perform the
behavior(s) required

Illustrative
quotes

"having sort of one place to go
for all the information is really
good" Participant 1

"l think some of the pictures,
uh, yeah, like having muted
dark tones when talking about
grief, it's, it's a bit of a
controversial topic because
people are feeling that and
they relate to that, but at the
same time, you don't want to
reinforce that." Participant 3

"I think that most of the
information is presented in a
fairly easily accessible way"

Participant 3

"a good balance. Um, and it
made me feel, well, | guess
I'm, you know, almost three
years down the track, but, um,
yeah. Acknowledged, yeah,
my own journey and feelings"
Participant 6

"There was nothing there
that kind of, | found
offensive or, unduly

upsetting. Uh, | think it's, uh,
you know, I'm revisiting lots
of elements that are
perhaps kind of pushed
aside for a long period of
time" Participant 2

"A lot of the stuff on cardiac
death is always hard to
read, but not because of the
content, just because of
what's happened".
Participant 5

"It would be a very good
use of my time."
Participant 3

"I think it's helpful. | think
it sort of helps follow up a
little bit what we did in the
online sessions by
reflecting on um, the
things we discussed".
Participant 5

"Something like this early
on, it'd be helpful for me,
um, to answer some of
those questions, those
common questions, but then
also to share it say on social
media, on Facebook and
say, you know, | have found
this really helpful"
Participant 6

"Yeah, | think so... it...
captures quite a few
aspects of fears for your
own, like mortality in
family as well as, um,
how do we get through
this, like two of the big
questions that come up,
when something like this
happens, | think. And just
feeling quite alone in it,
and wanting to
understand, just confused
by what on earth went on.
| think it, it catches a few
of those really big feelings
and questions that you
have in this situation".
Participant 5

"it's ease of
navigation. It was
simple." Participant 4
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Figure 1
A

Home  Suddencardiacdeath Grief&loss Familystories Groupsupport  Contactus

. . ... .. ®
Coping strategies S XY o0
In the iImmediate aftermath : e

®

Remind yourself grief is a natural process and allow yourself time to grieve individually and as a family.

Also recognise that different members of your family and community will grieve differently at different times.

Create and maintain some routine where possible

Be mindful in of

Eat small meals !
changes in alcohol

Try to maintain a Engaging in gentle Lock after your own

regularly sleep schedule exercise physical health

Keep it simple:

e . Time outdoors/ time | Stay connected with @ Remind yourself its | Allow others to help
'y 10 Qo one thung

in nature friends and family okay to ask for help and support you

Home  Sudden cardiac death Grief&loss Family stories  Group support  Contact us

When someone you care about is grieving, it can be
difficult to know what to do or say to help them.

I——

We hope this page will help you with some ideas about how you can help them.

Initial support

& w
:

i

Help collect the kids Shopping

o o
Take them a meal

If you have a community of
people who like to cook,
maybe set up a roster.

Offer to pick up groceries.
A simple "I'm off to the
Websites like “take them a activities supermarket, can | pick

meal" or "gather my crew" something up for you?" is
can help helpful. People are more

Offer to pick-up/collect
kids from school or

What are genetic causes of sudden cardiac death?

Sudden cardiac death can be caused by genetic diseases that affect the structure of the heart, or the way

the heart's rhythm works (electrical currents).

Cardiomyopathies are heart conditions that can change the structure of the heart and will often be picked

up at postmortem. Diseases that change the rhythm of the heart will not show up at postmortem as the

heart looks normal.

Sometimes postmortem findings are not clear. Genetic testing can provide more information to help find

the answer (see below).

>

Dilated
cardiomyopathy
(DCM)

Hypertrophic
cardiomyopathy
(HCM)

>

>

Arrhythmogenic
cardiomyopathy
(ACM)

Unexplained
death

2

(roll
over)

The heart muscle
becomes thicker

Hypertrophic
cardiomyopathy
(HCM)
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Figure 2
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#. . An online community supportlng famllles and mdmduals after

This website is aimed at family and friends of someone who has passed away suddenly due to sudden cardiac
death, particularly when the cause of the sudden cardiac death is thought to be due to a genetic heart disease. If
gmwg; ﬂ@g ng @ng@g;ppmf some of the information may still be of use to you and we welcome you to explore.
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‘I like the ocean and stuff. | think that's a nice, um, touch...
Um, totally polarized and really silly, but does pink maybe not
talk to everybody? Participant 1

“This one | really like. I'm just not sure it's got to do with diving
Into the ocean perhaps. | don't know, perhaps someone
diving into something like that might be, | dunno, a nice image
to use somewhere where you don't want to go” Participant 2
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COPE-SCD

An online community supporting families and individuals after
sudden cardiac death in the young

This website is aimed at family and friends of someone who has passed away suddenly due to sudden
cardiac death, particularly when the cause ot the sudden cardiac death is thought to be due to a genetic
heart disease. If this is not your situation, some of the information may still be of use to you and we

welcome you to explore.

‘I think it [hands image] probably conveys what you're
trying to show too, that like you wanna hand to hold or like,
like a bit of a connection with somebody else in, in the
grief and aftermath of it.” Participant 5
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