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ABSTRACT 
Introduction: Design thinking (DT), a methodology for solving complex problems, has the 

potential to create powerful, human-centred healthcare improvement. We applied DT 

methodology to the context of peripheral arterial disease (PAD). PAD is increasingly prevalent 

globally and associated with significant morbidity and mortality. We fall short of achieving 

effective secondary prevention due to persistent underdiagnosis and undertreatment of this 

disease. In this study, we sought to identify novel and creative solutions to improve diagnosis 

and secondary prevention of PAD. 

Methods: We describe the initial ‘Empathize’, ‘Define’, and ‘Ideate’ stages of the five-stage DT 

model proposed by the Hasso Plattner Institute of Design at Stanford University. We engaged 

patients with PAD, caregivers, clinicians, and other stakeholders in a co-design process using 

semi-structured interviews, a DT workshop, and post-workshop survey. Data from the 

interviews and workshop were analyzed using inductive thematic analysis, and data from the 

survey were analyzed using an idea prioritization matrix.  

Results: Exploring the lived experience of those with PAD and those delivering PAD care 

emphasized the influence of system-level barriers. Many of the solutions proposed by 

workshop participants target evidence-based, system-level interventions through improved 

funding support, institutional support, outreach efforts and technological applications. The 

connections between insights derived in the ‘Empathize’ stage and solutions proposed during 

the ‘Ideate’ stage showed the success of the co-design process in inspiring empathy-driven 

solutions. 

Discussion: This study demonstrates how DT methodology can be applied to complex 

healthcare problems such as PAD care, to systematically develop human-centred solutions. In 
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the next stages of this study, we will use the results of this co-design process to iteratively 

implement, evaluate, and optimize the proposed solutions which were prioritized as being most 

feasible and high impact. 

 

KEY MESSAGES  

What is already known on this topic – Peripheral arterial disease (PAD) is increasingly 

prevalent globally. The significant morbidity and mortality associated with PAD can be reduced 

with timely diagnosis and the effective use of secondary preventative therapies; however, PAD 

remains underdiagnosed and undertreated compared to other atherosclerotic diseases.   

What this study adds – This study is novel in its application of design thinking methodology and 

a co-design approach to work together with people with lived experience of PAD, to establish 

priorities for PAD care.  

How this study may affect research, practice or policy – Insights from this study emphasize 

system-level barriers which prevent effective delivery and uptake of PAD care. Solutions that 

are human-centred and co-produced with patients and key stakeholders should improve 

institutional and governmental support for implementation of evidence-based best practices; 

this will be investigated further in the next stages of this study. 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

The public healthcare system in Canada is in a state of disarray, a challenging state due 

to a “complex set of problems with inextricable interdependencies.”(1) Many of these problems 
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could be characterized as “wicked problems”, complex problems that defy analytical problem 

solving, are not understandable by any single individual, and have no single best solution.(2,3) 

A traditional top-down approach to problem-solving involves data evaluation, proposal 

of a solution, and deployment of this solution to users; however, this offers a very narrow 

window into ambiguous problems. Furthermore, if there is insufficient collaboration with 

stakeholders, especially patients and providers, then the deployed products or services may 

remain unused, because they do not account for human context, need, or imperfection.(4) This 

is especially true with regards to underserved populations, whose unique needs are often 

overlooked. To bridge this gap between intervention development and implementation, we 

must be human-centred and creative in our improvement and innovation efforts. As such, 

Design Thinking (DT) methodology is a powerful tool for tackling wicked problems.(5,6)  

In this study, we used DT to investigate the wicked problem that is the persistent 

underdiagnosis and undertreatment of peripheral arterial disease (PAD). 

 

The context of our problem 

PAD is an increasingly prevalent global problem that is estimated to affect more than 

230 million people worldwide.(7,8) Lower extremity PAD is an atherosclerotic disease of the 

arteries supplying the legs, which causes symptoms ranging from intermittent claudication (leg 

pain with exertion) to critical limb ischemia (or chronic limb threatening ischemia, characterized 

by resting leg pain and tissue loss).(9,10) Across the spectrum of disease, PAD is associated with 

significant clinical, functional and psychological consequences.(11) Patients with PAD are at risk 

of major adverse cardiovascular events, major adverse limb events and mortality.(12,13) In 
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Canada, one year after revascularization for critical limb ischemia, more than 35% of patients 

undergo amputation or die.(14)  

The morbidity and mortality associated with PAD can be reduced with timely diagnosis 

and the effective use of secondary preventative therapies including lifestyle modification, 

especially smoking cessation, and medications such as blood thinners, cholesterol-lowering 

drugs, and blood pressure-lowering drugs.  

Unfortunately, PAD is underrecognized compared with other atherosclerotic diseases; 

this lack of awareness has contributed to underdiagnosis of this disease.(15) Furthermore, PAD 

is undertreated. Compared to patients with coronary artery disease, patients with PAD derive 

equal or greater benefit with secondary preventative therapies; however, around the world, 

patients with PAD are significantly less likely to use or be prescribed these therapies. This may 

be due to implementation barriers occurring at the level of the patient, health care provider, or 

health system; examples include poor awareness and understanding of PAD as a diagnosis and 

disease, cost of medications, lack of clarity regarding which healthcare provider is responsible 

for optimizing secondary prevention, and lack of access to comprehensive secondary 

prevention programs.(16) Barriers to appropriate, effective and timely care are particularly 

consequential for patients with low socioeconomic status and/or residing in rural areas, who 

have higher rates of presentations with complications, higher rates of emergency surgeries, and 

higher amputation rates.(17,18) 

 

Rationale 
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Ultimately, these issues highlight the need to transform how PAD care is designed and 

delivered. The traditional process of designing for or at people–where researchers, healthcare 

providers, and administrators design new models of care based on research studies and expert 

opinion–has not led to improvement in the underdiagnosis and undertreatment of PAD. 

Therefore, DT methodology and a co-design approach was chosen as a means of disrupting the 

traditional processes and designing with people–allowing the perspectives of patients and key 

stakeholders to be integrated into key stages of the process.  

In this article, we describe our use of co-design and DT methodology to identify novel 

and creative solutions to improve diagnosis and secondary prevention of PAD in our local, 

provincial, and national context. By bringing together patients, caregivers, healthcare providers 

and healthcare leaders, we sought to collectively identify important insights and opportunities 

that could guide the development of desirable and feasible prototypes for implementation.  

This article will discuss our findings from the ‘Empathize’, ‘Define’, and ‘Ideate’ stages of 

the DT process. The ‘Prototype’ and ‘Test’ stages will be further described and evaluated in a 

future article. 

 

METHODS 

Research approach 

Healthcare is increasingly applying design knowledge and competence to deal with 

challenges(22). 

DT has been defined as “a human-centred approach for solving complex problems 

employing attributes such as creativity, user involvement, multidisciplinary teamwork, 
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iteration, prototyping and user centredness”.(23) We selected DT methodology because it 

prioritizes deep empathy for explicit, tacit and latent end-user desires, needs and challenges to 

understand how a problem is experienced in the context of people’s lives; this serves as the 

foundation for developing insights about where the opportunities and barriers to change are 

and potentially comprehensive and effective solutions which can be rapidly prototyped and 

tested.(20)  

We engaged in co-design as a research philosophy and practice that aims to empower 

researchers and participants, service users and service providers, and other stakeholders to 

share power in various aspects of the design process; this includes making decisions about 

important themes, generating ideas, and making sense of data.(19)  

This process moves through stages of analysis, synthesis, iterative prototyping and 

testing, to implementation.(20) The process is often taught as a stepwise, staged methodology; 

however, the various activities and methods can be used in a variety of combinations 

depending on the context and needs of the project. In practice, the process is often non-linear 

as involving patients in generating or testing out new ideas yields deeper insights about their 

needs and experiences, which can then shift what is considered a challenge or opportunity. (24) 

We followed the five-stage DT model proposed by the Hasso Plattner Institute of Design 

at Stanford University (the d.school): ‘Empathize’, ‘Define’, ‘Ideate’, ‘Prototype’, ‘Test’ (Figure 

1).(21) 

 

Study setting 
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This study was performed in 2022 at McMaster University, in Hamilton, Ontario, 

Canada, a tertiary care center and network of teaching hospitals. Care for people with PAD at 

McMaster includes diagnostic imaging, surgical and endovascular therapies, an inpatient ward, 

and outpatient clinics. Vascular Surgery, Vascular Medicine, and Thrombosis physicians 

collaborate to provide care for these patients at McMaster.   

 

Ethical considerations 

As a needs assessment for a quality improvement process, an exemption was granted by 

the Hamilton Integrated Research Ethics Board after a review of the intended process. As per 

national policy for such projects, written consent from participants was not required; however, 

participants were aware of the researchers’ intention to be scholarly in the dissemination of 

findings from this project. 

 

Research team characteristics and reflexivity 

The research team included two project leaders, one Vascular Medicine trainee, and 

two design consultants from McMaster University. One project leader is a Vascular Medicine 

clinician and researcher, with a focused area of interest in vascular diseases, clinical trials, and 

population health studies; the other is a Thrombosis clinician and researcher, with a focused 

area of interest in arterial diseases. The trainee was in the Vascular Medicine fellowship 

program at the time the workshop was conducted. One design consultant is an emergency 

physician, clinician educator, and education scientist; the other is a health design educator and 

researcher. 
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Participant selection and engagement 

The research process involved semi-structured interviews and a ‘Design Thinking 

Workshop’, as detailed below. 

The semi-structured interviews were conducted by a design consultant with 3 patient 

partners, 1 caregiver and 2 clinicians. 

The 3 patient partners were selected based on their disease severity and 

presence/absence of caregiver supports. All three patients identified as male; a female patient 

was also approached, but declined to participate as she felt that she was always busy attending 

appointments and in and out of hospital because of PAD, which she described as a burden. All 3 

patients had a diagnosis of PAD, and 2 patients had undergone lower extremity amputation as a 

result of PAD. For 1 patient, his spouse/caregiver was highly involved in supporting him, 

therefore she was invited to participate. 

The 2 clinicians were selected given their expertise and clinical practices caring for 

patients with PAD. 

The ‘Design Thinking Workshop’ was attended by all individuals who participated in the 

semi-structured interviews. Invitations were also sent to key stakeholders, including patients, 

family members, clinicians (surgeons, physicians, nurses, and pharmacist), researchers, and 

healthcare leaders and administrators. A total of 21 people attended, including Vascular 

Surgeons and a Vascular Surgery trainee, Vascular Medicine specialists and trainees, an Internal 

Medicine specialist, nurses, pharmacists, postdoctoral fellows, and a hospital leader. 
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Process and timeline 

Here, we describe three stages of our design-thinking process: ‘Empathize’, ‘Define’ and 

‘Ideate’.  

 

I. Empathize 

Empathy is at the core of human-centered design processes including DT.(21) In order to 

design solutions for patients with PAD, we explored the needs and challenges of patients with 

PAD, their caregivers and their healthcare providers. 

For the ‘Empathize’ Stage, we engaged 3 patient partners, 1 caregiver and 2 clinicians in 

semi-structured interviews. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the interviews were conducted 

virtually using Zoom, a cloud-based video conferencing service. With the goal of eliciting their 

lived experience of PAD across their care journey, rather than a single point of care, patients 

and caregiver were asked to narrate their experience of living with PAD, and to share the 

biggest challenges and concerns they face in their daily lives. They were also asked to reflect on 

change they desire in the healthcare system. Clinicians were asked to discuss ‘pain points’ 

(challenges and barriers) that they encounter when providing care to patients with PAD. 

Interview data were qualitatively analyzed using inductive thematic analysis.(25,26)  

Ideas and quotes from the interviews were anonymized and aggregated by theme. The research 

team reviewed the themes and developed insight statements. An insight statement is a short 

sentence that represents user perspectives, motivations, and tensions from the thematic data 

to define a human need.(27) This approach is specific to human-centered design, and novel to 
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the academic literature for qualitative data analysis.(28) The goal of developing insight 

statements is to ascribe meaning to thematic data.(29) 

A half-day, 3-hour ‘Design Thinking Workshop’ was then held. Again, owing to the 

COVID-19 pandemic, this was conducted virtually using Zoom. Workshop participants were 

provided with an overview of the DT process. Participants then engaged in some empathy work 

with each other.  Insight statements from the semi-structured interviews were shared with 

participants. They then observed conversations between the workshop organizers, patients and 

caregiver, and clinicians. Participants were encouraged to use empathy-driven notetaking to 

capture their thoughts on what the interviewees were saying, thinking, and feeling during these 

conversations. Participants were encouraged to use an online word processor, Google Docs, for 

notetaking, to share their findings with the other participants and capture these thoughts in a 

visual, shareable format to refer back to over the course of the workshop.  

 

II. Define 

The goal of the ‘Define’ stage is to delineate the challenge that needs addressing. This is 

done with an understanding of the person or people you are designing for, needs that are 

important to fulfill, and insights gathered through empathy work.(21) Workshop participants 

were assigned to 3 groups, and asked to craft ‘How Might We’ (‘HMW’) questions. ‘HMW’ 

questions frame specific opportunity spaces for addressing identified needs and open up the 

imagination for thinking later on about ideas and actions.  ‘HMW’ questions were recorded 

using Google Docs. Through this exercise, participants reflected on the insights gained through 
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the ‘Empathize’ stage, and reframed the challenges experienced by patients, caregivers, and 

clinicians into opportunities to innovate. 

Each group was asked to select the single most important HMW question to share with 

the larger group. All 3 groups then converged and agreed upon the most important HMW 

question, thereby defining and making explicit a meaningful and actionable problem statement. 

 

III. Ideate 

The ‘Ideate’ stage is the process of generating solutions to address the challenge 

identified during the ‘Define’ stage.(21) Initially, the goal is to push for the highest quantity and 

widest breadth of ideas, not simply finding a single, best solution.(21) 

Workshop participants were assigned to 3 groups, given guidelines for how to 

brainstorm effectively, and asked to brainstorm solutions to the selected ‘HMW’ question. 

Solutions were recorded using Google Docs. Participants were encouraged to think outside the 

constraints of the existing problem space; for example, they were asked to consider what they 

would propose if cost was not an issue. They were also asked to defer judgment, or separate 

the generation of ideas from the evaluation of ideas; this is intended to fuel creativity, 

understanding that merits of each idea are assessed later.(21) 

The solutions from all 3 groups were aggregated. The research team then refined, 

analyzed, and categorized solutions by theme using a general inductive approach. This refined 

list of solutions was used to populate a survey administered to all workshop participants. 

Participants were asked to vote about each idea along 2 axes: 1) feasibility–how much effort 

they perceived this initiative would take; 2) importance/impact–how much urgency and need 
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they perceived for the proposed initiative, and how much value they perceived it would add to 

the PAD community. Based on the survey results, a prioritization matrix was created to display 

feasibility (effort) vs. priority/importance/impact.  

This prioritization matrix will guide selection of ideas for the next stages, ‘Prototype’ and 

‘Test’. The ‘Prototype’ and ‘Test’ stages will be further described and evaluated in a future 

article. 

 

Patient and public engagement 

 Patients and a caregiver were first involved in the data collection phase of this research, 

specifically through their participation in semi-structured interviews, the DT workshop, and 

post-workshop survey. As detailed above, the use of DT methodology ensured that their 

experience, priorities and preferences informed the research question/problem definition, and 

prioritization of future innovation ideas. They were provided with a stipend for their 

participation. These patient and public partners will continue to be invited to participate in the 

next stages of this project, as we prototype and test solutions that emerged from the DT 

workshop.  

 

RESULTS 

The insights, challenges and solutions that emerged from the first three stages of our 

design-thinking process, ‘Empathize’, ‘Define’ and ‘Ideate’, are described.  

 

I. Empathize 
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To better understand the experience of living with PAD, we explored the needs and 

challenges of patients and a caregiver through semi-structured interviews and observed 

interviews with empathy-driven notetaking. Insights that emerged from this process fall broadly 

under 6 themes: lack of awareness about PAD in primary care; sense of self-infliction; 

functional and psychosocial consequences of PAD; mindset and motivation; family, social, and 

mental health supports; and openness, connectedness, and timeliness of interactions with the 

healthcare system (Table 1). 

 

Table 1. 

Theme Insight Statement 

Lack of awareness 

about PAD in primary 

care 

One patient perceived that this lack of awareness led to 

misdiagnosis and delayed diagnosis of his symptoms and 

contributed to him requiring amputations. This reiterates what has 

been described in the literature. 

Sense of self-infliction Patients commented on tobacco smoking being a driver for PAD, 

and how their smoking habit and difficulties with smoking cessation 

are “to blame” for their condition. One patient also perceived his 

ongoing smoking to be a source of bias from healthcare providers; 

he expressed the feeling that “because I’m still smoking”, his care is 

less of a priority and that interventions are not being offered to 

him. 

Functional and Patients spoke about pain with movement and pain post-
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psychosocial 

consequences of PAD 

amputation. They expressed their frustrations of living with 

“disability” from PAD, and not being able to “do things I used to do 

before”. One patient shared how “sometimes I end up on the floor 

thinking I’m going for a walk.”  Another patient shared that lower 

extremity pain has impacted their ability to continue working, 

which in turn affects their self-identity. 

Mindset and 

motivation 

Patients spoke to how having the right mindset is critical to 

believing that change is possible, engaging in healthy behaviors and 

staying positive. However, they also noted that physical and 

functional challenges that are the consequences of PAD can 

negatively affect motivation; when daily movement is painful, it is 

difficult to remain motivated. Effective education, coaching, and 

pain management may improve motivation, but are not readily 

available. 

Family, social, and 

mental health supports 

Patients expressed how family and spousal support is critical. 

Patients expressed the need for support in navigating their grief 

due to loss of mobility, loss of identity and fears for the future. 

They also shared the need for social support, and how even finding 

social spaces where they are accepted, especially post-amputation, 

is difficult.   

Openness, 

connectedness, and 

Patients noted the importance of receptiveness to questions, and 

quick responses from their healthcare providers/clinics, especially 
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timeliness of 

interactions with the 

healthcare system 

when they are experiencing exacerbated symptoms of PAD. They 

noted that long gaps in communication from their healthcare 

providers, as well as long wait times for appointments and 

diagnostic services, can be challenging, a source of worry and 

reason to feel disconnected from the system. As one participant 

stated, they face “a system that is wonderful but feels slow to 

respond”. They shared that leveraging technology and using virtual 

communication would improve this tension. 

 

We also explored challenges for clinicians, again through semi-structured interviews and 

observed interviews with empathy-driven notetaking. Insights that emerged from this process 

fall broadly under 4 themes: time pressures; empathy for patients having to navigate the 

healthcare system; limited education, resources, and system support; and continued patient 

advocacy (Table 2). 

 

Table 2. 

Theme Insight Statement 

Time pressures Clinicians noted that they have very limited time to spend with 

patients due to high patient volumes (between 15-60 patients per 

day depending on specialty). They commented on the tension of 

wanting to spend more time with each patient versus the “pressure 

of needing to see the next patient”. 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 27, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.27.23298968doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.27.23298968
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Empathy for patients 

having to navigate the 

healthcare system 

Clinicians feel that the current healthcare system is “not designed 

for patients”. They see it as being “patchwork” and difficult for 

patients to navigate, with too much of the onus placed on patients 

(i.e., to navigate appointments for clinic visits, tests, etc.). 

Limited education, 

resources, and system 

support 

Clinicians expressed their disappointment with the healthcare 

system, with the under recognition of PAD compared to other 

atherosclerotic diseases; there continues to be relatively little 

education on PAD during medical training, and there are no 

resources to support preventative care programs. They expressed a 

sense of guilt that patients with PAD have been “let down”, and 

“moral injury” at knowing how to treat these patients but not 

always being able to provide that care. 

Continued patient 

advocacy 

Clinicians spoke of how they are “not trained to change the 

system”, and do not always feel welcome in the decision-making 

process. However, they see the need to “band together” and 

continue advocating for their patients, understanding that they 

“can’t just wish for something to happen”. 

 

II. Define 

‘HMW’ questions were proposed to delineate the challenge that needs addressing. A 

total of 36 HMW questions were brainstormed between the 3 groups, grounded in the insights 

gathered through empathy work. Each group was asked to select the single most important 
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HMW question to share with the larger group, and then all 3 groups then converged and agreed 

upon the most important HMW question: “How might we help patients to have early, easy 

access to health care advice and treatment, because we want to address the disease throughout 

the spectrum, not just at the urgent/late stage?” 

Therefore, the meaningful and actionable challenge was defined as improving timely 

access and ease of access to PAD care and treatment. 

 

III. Ideate 

Workshop participants brainstormed solutions to the ‘HMW’ question above. The research 

team then aggregated, refined, analyzed, and categorized these solutions. After collapsing or 

combining similar ideas, 23 unique solutions remained, in 6 broad categories: technology-

enhanced opportunities; streamlining patient experience; political changes; outreach; clinician 

education; and PAD patient support (Table 3). 

 

Table 3. 

Solution Category Description 

Technology-enhanced 

opportunities 

These solutions propose ways in which technology can be 

leveraged to develop or expand applications which will promote 

PAD awareness, education, behavioral change, etc., and improve 

access to existing services. 

Streamlining patient 

experience 

These solutions are aimed at simplifying and consolidating care for 

patients and referring healthcare providers, by way of a single point 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 27, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.27.23298968doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.27.23298968
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


of contact for systems navigation, a centralized, accessible, 

multidisciplinary care center, etc. 

Political changes These solutions look to increase recognition and prioritization of 

PAD and preventative care services–for example, through national 

and provincial lobbying. 

Outreach These solutions include education campaigns to increase PAD 

awareness amongst the public, and programs that would expand 

the reach of diagnostic and treatment services (i.e., pharmacy-

based screening programs, mobile clinics, etc.). 

Clinician education These solutions are aimed at increasing PAD awareness amongst 

healthcare providers, from medical students to practicing 

healthcare professionals. 

PAD patient support This solution looks to expand supports for patients with PAD, by 

creating a space for patients at different stages in the PAD disease 

process to share their stories and experiences, facilitated by people 

with lived experience and/or healthcare professionals. 

 

Workshop participants were then sent a survey and asked to vote about each of the 23 

solutions, along two axes: i) feasibility, or effort required to implement the idea; and ii) 

desirability, or importance and value of this idea for the PAD community. Thirteen of 21 (62%) 

participants responded to the prioritization survey, including 1 of the 3 patient partners. Most 
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responses were from clinicians, researchers, and learners, plus 1 respondent from each 

category of teacher/educator, administrator/leader, research program manager.  

Of the 23 solutions, the ideas which ranked highest with regards to feasibility and 

desirability on the prioritization matrix (Figure 2) are: PAD referral tool; “PAD hotline”;  PAD 

systems navigator; PAD patient support group; and medical student education (Table 4). 

 

Table 4. 

Solution Description 

PAD referral tool A simplified way for family physicians or other healthcare providers 

to assess and refer patients with PAD. 

“PAD hotline” A single point of contact (i.e. web/phone/fax) that healthcare 

providers and patients can access with questions and referrals, for 

undiagnosed, new or existing patients with PAD. From there, they 

would be appropriately directed to the right resources (i.e., online 

or printed educational materials, smoking cessation classes, healthy 

diet classes, patient support groups; referred to clinic, directed to 

the ER or for direct admission to hospital; referred to wound care, 

etc.). 

PAD systems navigator A systems navigator to connect patients to resources and services, 

provide notifications for and monitor behavior changes (i.e., 

exercise therapy, smoking cessation), etc. 

PAD patient support In-person or virtual meetings for patients at different stages in the 
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group PAD disease process to share their stories and experiences, 

supported by volunteer patients with lived experience, healthcare 

providers or counselors. 

Medical student 

education 

Improved education such that PAD symptoms are better 

incorporated into the general review of systems/cardiovascular 

review of systems that medical students learn, so that it becomes a 

part of routine practice to screen for PAD. 

 

The prioritization matrix will guide selection of ideas for the next stages, ‘Prototype’ and 

‘Test’.  

 

DISCUSSION 

Globally, PAD is an increasingly prevalent condition, one with potentially severe 

consequences. Despite this, PAD remains underdiagnosed and undertreated. Our aim was to 

use DT methodology to identify novel and creative solutions to improve diagnosis and 

secondary prevention of PAD in our local, provincial, and national context. 

Existing literature on challenges in PAD care acknowledges implementation barriers at 

the level of the patient, health care provider and health system.(16) In exploring the needs and 

challenges of those with lived experience of PAD, and clinicians involved in their care, there is 

an overwhelming preponderance of system-level barriers. This need for system-level 

transformation is echoed in the challenge defined by study participants: “How might we help 

patients to have early, easy access to health care advice and treatment, because we want to 
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address the disease throughout the spectrum, not just at the urgent/late stage?” The proposed 

solutions are also all system-level changes.  

The clear connections between insights derived in the ‘Empathize’ stage and solutions 

proposed during the ‘Ideate’ stage show the success of the co-design process in inspiring 

empathy-driven solutions. For instance, the importance of family, social, and mental health 

supports translated to an idea for a PAD patient support group. Lack of awareness about PAD in 

primary care, as noted by patients, and limited education on PAD, as noted by clinicians, 

translated into ideas for PAD education campaigns, improved education at the medical student 

level, and improved electronic consultation and referral processes that will make it easier for 

family physicians or other care providers to refer patients with symptoms, risk factors for PAD, 

or known PAD to specialty clinics. 

There is evidence regarding the effectiveness of similar system-level interventions. For 

example, an international, prospective cohort study revealed that, amongst patients followed in 

specialty clinics for new or exacerbated symptoms of PAD, 89% of patients were on an 

antiplatelet and 83% on a statin.(30) This is compared to the general PAD population, where 

only approximately one-third of patients were using appropriate secondary preventative 

therapies.(14,31–33). Therefore, increased access to specialty services should improve 

outcomes. 

Another example is the effectiveness of systematic smoking cessation programs, for 

example, the Ottawa Model for Smoking Cessation (OMSC).(34) This model standardizes 

processes to identify smokers, and provides smoking cessation interventions (counseling, 

discounted smoking cessation medications, etc.) and follow-up. It results in clinically and 
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statistically significant differences in long-term abstinence.(34,35) Furthermore, it significantly 

lowers healthcare consumption (e.g. rates of all-cause hospital readmissions, smoking-related 

readmissions, and all-cause emergency department visits).(36) 

A final example is evidence for peer support interventions for patients with various 

health conditions, including chronic disease such as coronary artery disease and stroke.(37–40) 

For example, patients with coronary artery disease who participated in peer support programs 

did better at sustaining physical activity and smoking cessation, and had more social support 

from non-family members.(37,38) Stroke survivors considered peer support valuable because it 

facilitated the sharing of experiences, social comparison, vicarious learning, and increased 

motivation.(39) Peer support is also effective among groups that are hardly reached through 

conventional approaches, whether that be due to individual, demographic or cultural-

environmental factors.(41)  

Despite the evidence in support of these interventions, they continue to be 

underutilized or underprioritized, especially for PAD patients. This study urges us to reevaluate 

these gaps. Many of the solutions proposed by workshop participants target these evidence-

based, system-level interventions–through improved funding support, institutional support, 

outreach efforts and technological applications. Some of these solutions involve expanding or 

refining existing processes, while others would disrupt existing processes or need to be built 

from the ground up. As we proceed with this work, the prioritization index will guide us in 

selecting the solutions that we expect to be the most feasible and impactful. These solutions 

will be co-produced with our patient and public partners.  
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Finally, although DT methodology has been applied in the healthcare sector, we have 

few examples where the methods used were thorough. For example, in one systematic review 

of design thinking in healthcare, only 6 of 24 studies conducted contextual observations of 

users during the needs assessment phase (some only reported literature review, and possibly 

expert consultation, as their needs assessment steps); 0 studies reported a brainstorming stage; 

10 studies did not use low-fidelity prototypes; and some reported a small number of 

iterations.(4) By being systematic and thorough in following the co-design and DT process, we 

also hope to advance the use of DT in health research and improvement. 

 

Limitations 

Our study has several limitations. First, it is specific to our local context; not all centers 

will have access to specialty services for PAD as is available at our center, while other centers 

may have more system-level interventions in place (i.e., OMSC, structured exercise programs, 

etc.). Second, all patient participants are currently connected with specialty Vascular Medicine 

services. Insights may have been further enriched by also recruiting patients who are not 

connected with specialty services; however, our patient participants discussed their care 

journeys starting even before their PAD diagnoses, therefore this does capture some of that 

perspective. Third, the ‘Design Thinking Workshop’ was attended by primarily hospital-based 

professionals. The participation of more community-based professionals may have enriched our 

contextual understanding. Fourth, the idea prioritization survey distributed to workshop 

participants, especially questions regarding the feasibility of ideas, may have required a 

familiarity with the healthcare system beyond that of most participants. It was also only 
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distributed in an online format, which may not have been accessible to some participants. 

Iterative versions of this survey will be conducted using alternative methods to inform the next 

stages of our work. Finally, due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the interviews and workshop were 

conducted virtually; we acknowledge that this has advantages and disadvantages.(42) In 

addition to using Google Docs, use of other online tools such as online whiteboards may have 

improved visualization, which in turn may have resulted in a richer depiction of the problem’s 

complexity and improved creativity. 

 

Conclusions 

Underdiagnosis and undertreatment of PAD is a persistent issue. This study 

demonstrates how DT methodology can be applied to “wicked”–complex and ambiguous–

problems, to systematically develop human-centered solutions. In exploring the lived 

experience of those most affected by PAD and those delivering PAD care, this study emphasizes 

the importance of system-level interventions to improve diagnosis and secondary prevention of 

PAD. The onus cannot be placed on individuals or clinicians only. In the next stages of this 

study, we will use the results of this co-design process to iteratively implement, evaluate and 

optimize some of the proposed solutions.  
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FIGURES 

Figure 1. The five-stage design thinking (DT) model proposed by the Hasso Plattner Institute of 

Design at Stanford University (the d.school), adapted to illustrate our research process and the 

various phases of divergence and convergence. In the ‘Empathize’ stage, the needs and 

challenges of patients with peripheral arterial disease, their caregivers, and their healthcare 

providers were explored using a) semi-structured interviews with patients, caregiver and 

clinicians, and b) empathy-driven note taking during a DT workshop. In the ‘Define’ stage, 

insights gathered during the ‘Empathize’ stage were the foundation for ‘How might we…?’ 

problem generation and selection. In the ‘Ideate’ stage, participants brainstormed creative 

solutions to the selected ‘How might we…?’ problem, which were later prioritized by feasibility 

and importance/impact using an idea prioritization matrix. The ‘Prototype’ and ‘Test’ stages will 

be further described in a future article. 
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