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Background: Restoring hand function is a primary focus of neurorehabilitation after stroke and spinal cord injury.
However, monitoring hand use outside the clinic remains challenging. We developed a clinical decision support
system (CDSS) using egocentric video to provide therapists with information about their patients' hand use at
home and evaluated its clinical utility.

Methods: Five patient-therapist dyads were recruited. Patient-participants recorded activities of daily living
using head-mounted cameras. Dashboards presenting processed video data were generated for each patient.
Therapists reviewed the dashboard created for their patient and participated in semi-structured interviews and
structured questionnaires. A mixed-methods approach with thematic analysis was used to evaluate the CDSS's
clinical usefulness.

Results: Four themes emerged: (1) Data Interpretation Preferences, (2) Bridging the Clinic-Home Divide, (3)
Tailoring Therapy Through Home Observations, and (4) Practical Realities of Implementation. Therapists strongly
preferred video footage over graphical data, valuing its rich insights into their patients' real-world activities. The
CDSS was perceived as useful for understanding patient performance at home and potentially influencing
therapy planning.

Conclusions: This study demonstrates the potential of using egocentric video to inform clinical decision-making
in neurorehabilitation. Therapists found the system useful, particularly for assessing performance in naturalistic
settings, but voiced concerns about workflow integration. Despite challenges, therapists across technical
familiarity levels expressed trust in the system and willingness to use it regularly, indicating it could enhance their
ability to tailor therapy plans to patients' real-world activities.

Keywords: egocentric video; home monitoring; upper limb rehabilitation; stroke; spinal cord injury; usability;
clinical decision support
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Implications for Rehabilitation:
● Wearable egocentric cameras can be an effective tool for monitoring patient arm and hand function

outside of the clinic, which is currently limited to in-clinic assessments and patient self-reporting.
● Information from egocentric video provides therapists with unique insights into patients' home

environments and daily activities, potentially leading to more tailored interventions and home
modification recommendations.

● A clinical decision support system making use of egocentric video is perceived as useful by therapists
providing outpatient neurorehabilitation.
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Introduction

Stroke and spinal cord injury (SCI) place a tremendous socio-economic burden on both the

healthcare system and affected individuals [1,2]. These conditions often result in substantial loss of

upper limb function, which greatly limits an individual's ability to perform activities of daily living

(ADLs) and live independently. For individuals with SCI, regaining hand and arm function is

consistently reported as the top recovery priority [3]. Similarly, for individuals who have experienced

a stroke, data suggests that limited hand use persists even up to 18 months post-stroke [4].

Therefore, restoring hand function is a primary focus of rehabilitation efforts, as it directly impacts the

ability to regain independence and quality of life.

Effective rehabilitation is crucial for promoting recovery of upper limb function, yet monitoring this

function outside of the clinic remains a significant challenge [5,6]. Conventional outpatient therapy is

typically limited to in-clinic assessments and patient self-reporting, which often fail to capture the

complexity and variability of real-life hand use at home [7–10]. Patient self-reporting also relies on an

individual’s ability to recall activities performed since their last therapy session and is subject to

reporting biases, such as cognitive deficits and social desirability [11–14]. These limitations prevent

clinicians in outpatient settings from gaining a comprehensive understanding of how patients perform

ADLs in their everyday environments, thus hindering the ability to tailor therapy plans based on

real-world functional performance.

Wearable technology enables measurement of human movement outside of the clinic. In particular,

head-mounted egocentric cameras can provide rich, contextual insights into patients' hand function

during ADLs [15–17]. While previous research has primarily used egocentric video to develop new

research tools to measure outcomes in clinical studies [16–18], there is a growing need to investigate

how this data might be useful to therapists in clinical practice. However, clinicians have shown

reluctance to adopt new technologies, citing concerns about time constraints and uncertainty

regarding clinical value [6,19–21]. Using the Technology Acceptance Model [22] information systems

theory, previous work has identified these factors as the primary barriers to clinicians adopting new

tools in practice [23].

Clinical decision support systems (CDSSs) have assisted providers in implementing evidence-based

guidelines at the point of care and improving patient outcomes in various healthcare domains [24].

CDSSs have the potential to bridge the gap between the data collected by wearables and its practical

application in clinical decision-making [25,26]. By presenting complex data from wearables in an

accessible, clinically relevant format, CDSSs could address the concerns about time burden and

clinical value that have hindered the adoption of new technologies in clinical practice. Therefore,

exploring how clinicians interact with and value data from wearable devices is a crucial step towards

creating effective support tools for rehabilitation settings.

As a step towards developing CDSSs that integrate wearable technology into clinical practice, we

created a system that consists of a head-mounted camera for patients to record ADLs at home and a
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dashboard for therapists to access processed video data about patient hand use at home [27,28]. Our

current study aims to understand how this novel information from egocentric video, presented

through our dashboard interface [28], is perceived by therapists in the context of their clinical

practice and decision making. Through this work, we seek to bridge the gap between digital health

tool development and practical clinical application, ensuring that innovations can meaningfully

enhance patient outcomes in the rehabilitation of stroke and SCI patients.

Methods

This study was approved by the Research Ethics Board of the University Health Network (UHN; Study

#21-5019). We employed a convergent mixed methods design with a qualitative emphasis to evaluate

the clinical usefulness of the information presented to therapists. This approach allowed for a detailed

description of therapists' perceptions, providing valuable insights into the practical application of the

information extracted from egocentric video recordings in real-world settings.

Participants

We recruited 5 patient-therapist dyads from the Toronto Rehabilitation Institute (TRI) at UHN using a

snowball sampling approach. Therapist-participants were eligible if they had expertise in upper limb

rehabilitation and were actively treating patients who were either adult stroke survivors or adults living

with SCI. Patient-participants were eligible if they were over 18 years of age, actively receiving

therapy at UHN from the therapist-participant, and had self-reported impairment of hand function

from SCI or stroke while retaining the ability to use their hands in some capacity for at-home ADLs.

The patient group consisted of 2 stroke survivors and 3 individuals living with SCI. This mix of stroke

and SCI patients allowed us to explore the system's applicability across different types of upper limb

impairments. All participants were assigned an alphanumeric code to anonymize transcript data and

any excerpts in this article.

Data Collection

Our data collection process followed a three-stage pipeline consisting of patient video recordings,

dashboard generation, and therapist interviews, as illustrated in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Overview of data collection pipeline. Patient-participants recorded videos at home using a
head-mounted egocentric camera. A dashboard was generated from the recordings, which included
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both quantitative metrics and manually curated video snippets. Therapist-participants reviewed the
dashboard generated for their patient for about 10 minutes before proceeding with the interview.

Video Recordings

Patient-participants were provided with head-mounted egocentric cameras (GoPro Hero 5, GoPro,

Inc., San Mateo, CA, USA) to record their ADLs at home. The cameras recorded video in .mp4 format

at 1080p/30fps. Patient-participants were instructed to record typical daily activities that involved

hand use (e.g., eating, cleaning, folding laundry, writing, cooking, etc.) following the protocol outlined

in [27]. Patient-participants recorded an average of 231.85 ± 75.49 minutes of video. Once the

recordings were completed, the patient-participants returned the cameras to the researchers.

Dashboard Generation

The recorded videos were processed to generate a dashboard [28] that provided therapists with

information about their patient’s hand use at home (Figure 2). Minutes recorded per day was

computed using the metadata from the videos. We split the raw videos into 1-minute segments,

extracting frames at 2 FPS, and applying the pipeline from [17] with a hand-object detection model

[29] to identify object interactions. These object interactions were used to compute percentage

interaction per day, number of interactions per hour, and average interaction duration. The activity

breakdown was manually computed by annotating the 1-minute video segments in the previous step.

Video snippets were also manually curated from the 1-minute video segments by AK, with a focus on

tasks the patient struggled to complete, while maintaining a diverse set of activities.

Therapist Interviews

The final stage of data collection involved therapist-participants reviewing and providing feedback on

the dashboards. This process began with a 10-minute dashboard review period where the therapist

could familiarise themselves with the dashboard and review the information provided for their patient.

This was followed by a 45-minute interview session consisting of structured questionnaires and a

semi-structured interview. All interviews were conducted by AK using an interview guide provided in

the Appendix. The structured questionnaires included 5-point Likert scale questions to assess

technological affinity and perceptions of the CDSS's clinical utility and actionability, as well as a

System Usability Scale (SUS) questionnaire to measure the usability of the CDSS. The

semi-structured interview gathered in-depth qualitative feedback on the usefulness of the information

and its influence on clinical decision-making, which was mostly retroactive because 4 out of 5

patients had already completed their therapy block at the time of the interview.
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Figure 2: Example and definition of information provided to therapists through the dashboard [28].
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Data Analysis

We analysed qualitative and quantitative data separately and then integrated the findings. The data

from the semi-structured interviews were transcribed verbatim and analysed using thematic analysis

[30]. This process involved two independent researchers (AK and DMM) coding the data to identify

key themes and patterns related to the clinical usefulness and actionability of the information

presented in the dashboard. Following initial coding, the researchers engaged in consensus coding,

where they met to compare their findings, discuss any discrepancies, and reach agreement on the

final set of themes and codes. JZ acted as an arbitrator for any unresolved discrepancies. This

approach was employed to reduce individual bias and enhance the reliability and credibility of the

analysis. The Likert scale questionnaire responses were analysed using descriptive statistics to

complement the qualitative findings. The SUS scores were used to assess the usability of the

dashboard format for presenting this information using the curved grading scale interpretation [31].

The results from both qualitative and quantitative analyses were then integrated to provide a

comprehensive understanding of the system's clinical utility and usability.

Results

Thematic Analysis

Four main themes emerged from our thematic analysis: (1) Data Interpretation Preferences, (2)

Bridging the Clinic-Home Divide, (3) Tailoring Therapy Through Home Observations, and (4) Practical

Realities of Implementation. Table 1 presents an overview of these themes and their subthemes.

Table 1: Overview of themes and subthemes for thematic analysis from semi-structured interviews.

Theme Subthemes

Data Interpretation Preferences 1A. The Primacy of Functional Footage
1B. Navigating Novel Graph Presentations

Bridging the Clinic-Home Divide 2A. Beyond Clinic Walls
2B. Goal-Oriented Data Collection

Tailoring Therapy Through Home Observations

Practical Realities of Implementation 4A. Clinical Integration
4B. Another Burden?

1. Data Interpretation Preferences

This theme explores how therapists interacted with and valued the different types of data presented

to them in the dashboard (i.e., graphs and videos). It highlights the distinction between more familiar,

observation-based representations of data and novel data visualisation techniques.

1A. The Primacy of Functional Footage
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This subtheme captures therapists' strong preference for video data and its ability to provide rich,

functional insights into patients' real-world activities, emphasising its alignment with how they already

consume data they are presented with in the clinic (i.e., through patient observations). As one

therapist highlighted:

I would go right to the videos. The graphs were interesting in that I saw that he looked like he

used his left hand more, but that probably wouldn't give me that much information. I think the

videos are the most telling, at least for me. Visual, more direct application for me. (T05)

This sentiment was also echoed by others: “To be honest, I really liked the videos, because that, as

much as the number tells you, it doesn't actually tell you the quality and the pattern that she's actually

using her hand” (T01).

Overall, while the graphical data could be a good overview, therapists believed the real value came

from the videos: “The quantitative measures would give me an idea of how much he's progressing in

terms of quantity of affected hand use, [...] and then just yeah the videos give me a lot of rich

information on how I can adapt therapy” (T04).

1B. Navigating Novel Graph Presentations

In contrast, therapists expressed challenges interpreting the information presented in the graphs and

found it difficult to integrate into their clinical reasoning or therapy planning in any way:

Normally I don't go through metrics or graphs or, this isn't a typical format for me to obtain or

analyse information being more like a frontline clinician. So just again, my eyes aren't as familiar

with this as from what my role has been in the past, like 20 years here. This isn't a regular part

of how we're interpreting our patient information. [...] I think there just needs to be more

specification around [the graphs] or just more defining parameters just for it to have any value.

[...] like if we're using this at [intake] and then discharge, I would want it to be as comparable as

possible. (T02)

2. Bridging the Clinic-Home Divide

This theme explores the unique insights that therapists gained from the CDSS about patient home

environments and daily activities beyond the clinical setting. It also highlights different data collection

approaches to make the information more useful to therapists.

2A. Beyond Clinic Walls

Therapists emphasised the value of seeing videos of their patients performing functional activities at

home “because the clinic is limited as a simulation of what occurs at home” (T04). And since they

“cannot go to every patient's home, in a way [these videos] bring the patient's home to [them]” (T03).

As one therapist noted:
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Part of our OT assessment does include the physical environment, so we are asking about

obviously the basic layout, and how you're getting around, and how you're accessing different

rooms, but as far as, a lot of times the physical environment also does just limit the potential for

how much they can do. So, yeah, that's just an extra layer I would say. But as far as thinking

about whatever recommendations we might make for home modifications, or even how he most

safely accesses his space, it's just that opportunity to see a patient, again, outside of a very

sort of generic clinic space or setting. (T02)

2B. Goal-Oriented Data Collection

While patients were instructed to record typical daily activities following the protocol outlined in [27],

therapists expressed a preference for focused data collection aligned with patients' specific goals

and priorities, while also being able to compare how a patient is able to perform different functional

activities across time points to better track progress over time:

It would be useful to me to be able to see the change from one time-point to the next when

it's... like if this was a pre-therapy video, then I would want to be able to compare it readily to

mid-therapy and post-therapy video. And I guess it would be nice to have some alignment

between what his functional goals are, because for instance one of his goals initially was to be

able to like open a ring box so I would have him videotape at home like how he's performing

that goal, or his approximation of that goal, like opening a box at home. I would want to see how

he's progressing with things that are part of his goals. (T04)

3. Tailoring Therapy Through Home Observations

This theme discusses how the new insights gained from the CDSS could be used to adjust therapist

recommendations and therapy plans based on observed real-world patient behaviour. One therapist

mentioned the videos provide much greater detail than their initial assessments and could help with

task specific practice:

We have like tedious notes as far as our initial assessment, but we would still certainly not be

able to get that level of like, "So, okay, when you go in your kitchen...". This really gives, if we

want to break down the tasks even more, it definitely would lend itself really nicely to helping

with more specific practice therapy sessions, or breaking down the task and say, "Okay, now

let's work on your left hand reach and then reaching across your body with your right hand to

open the microwave", or just some of the details definitely could help with the problem solving

or maybe modified devices. (T02)

Another therapist described how some of the activities she observed in the videos could be a safety

hazard and that they would modify exercises in clinic to prevent a fall in the future:

I love it [...] you open my horizon as a therapist. Wow, [patient name] is doing some... one big

help your project is... would be helpful in falls prevention because this patient is taking risk. I

know the left leg is not working, so why not move your walker closer and then you grasp... and
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if she had... so I'm gonna modify my therapy by looking at those and improve my treatment so

your project definitely will help us to improve the results. (T03)

4. Practical Realities of Implementation

This theme explores the practical considerations and potential barriers to implementing the

dashboard in clinical practice. It encompasses concerns about time constraints for clinicians and the

additional burdens placed on patients, highlighting the complexities of integrating new systems into

existing clinical processes.

4A. Clinical Integration

Therapists expressed varied perspectives on how they could use this system in their current practice.

One therapist viewed the tool as being akin to reviewing patient charts in the electronic health record

(i.e., EPIC) prior to a session:

I'd prefer to first look at it when I'm not in therapy. I think it's very quick to extract information

from this, so I don't think this takes me any longer than you know, logging into EPIC and doing

all these things I have to do to document the session. [...] Yeah, I don't think it's too

time-consuming. I think it's very valuable information. (T04)

While another believed they did not “have a ton of time for it” (T02), but considered “[looking] at it

with the patient and [reviewing] it during the session” (T02). As a result, one therapist questioned how

often they would even use it: “I don't know how often I would do it. If it was available, if there was

something you really wanted to know, how are you actually doing this? Then I could see that coming

into play.” (T05).

4B. Another Burden?

Therapists also mentioned potential challenges for patients:

So for someone who doesn't really have any support, and for someone who doesn't have

support and a low level arm, like there's no way they're gonna get a GoPro on their head and

strap it properly and turn it on and make sure it's on and off, and you're not gonna get them to

do that for four weeks. So I think it's, it's great if, if you pick the right person to do it with, if not,

I don't know how helpful it would be. (T01)

Quantitative Findings

In addition to the qualitative interviews, therapists completed a questionnaire about technology

affinity and the clinical usefulness of this system in their practice (Figure 3). The first six questions

aimed to understand a therapist’s affinity towards technology, while the remaining questions targeted

their thoughts on our CDSS. Regardless of therapists having varying levels of technology use and

affinity in their lives (Q1-6), they all found the CDSS to be a useful tool for understanding patient
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performance at home (Q12), would use it regularly (Q7), and indicated that it had the potential to

influence therapy planning (Q15).

Figure 3: Therapist responses to the questionnaire regarding technology use and affinity (Q1-Q6)
and clinical utility and actionability of the CDSS (Q7-Q16). Mean Likert scale scores are represented
by black filled circles and the responses from each participant are represented by individually
connected coloured lines. Likert score interpretations for the different questions are provided in
Appendix. Statements with an asterisk (*) are reverse coded.

Our participants reported a mean SUS score of 80.0 (95% CI [65.95, 94.05]), placing our system in

the 85-89th percentile range [31]. All individual participants scored above 68 (Figure 4), which

represents the 50th percentile SUS score [31]. These results indicate above-average usability for our

system overall.
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Figure 4: System Usability Scale (SUS) results. The left panel displays the total SUS scores. The
mean score is represented by a black circle with error bars representing 95% CI. Individual
participant scores are represented by the smaller grey circles. The dashed line is displayed at a total
SUS score of 68, which is considered the average score at the 50th percentile [31]. The right panel
displays the distribution of responses for all participants and for all statements. Note that the titles
over each graph have been abbreviated for simplicity.

Discussion
This study aimed to evaluate whether information about hand use in the home environment derived

from egocentric video was perceived by therapists as being clinically useful in the context of

outpatient upper limb neurorehabilitation. The information presented was well-received and gave

therapists the ability to view patients performing functional activities and ADLs in their home

environment, with the potential to result in more tailored therapy in the clinic. However, there were

clear preferences for specific types of data and practical challenges for implementation.

Therapists consistently expressed a strong preference for video footage over graphical

representations of data. The videos enabled therapists to observe real-world hand use and

understand patients’ functional capabilities in their home environments, allowing them to adapt

therapy based on direct observation of performance. For example, therapists reported the videos

helped them break down tasks into specific movements performed at home, or provide more specific

recommendations based on safety concerns they observed in the videos. This preference is
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supported by the high Likert scores related to the dashboard’s usefulness in assessing patient

performance (Q7, Q12). This aligns with existing literature that underscores the importance of direct

observation in clinical decision-making, where functional video footage provides critical context, such

as movement quality, that is often lost in abstract numerical data [32,33].

Conversely, several therapists found the graphical data more challenging to interpret and reported

that the metrics were unclear and less directly applicable to their clinical reasoning. Concerns were

raised about how quickly someone could learn how to use this information (Q14), suggesting a lack of

clarity in how the data were presented, and its potential to disrupt workflow (Q10). The reliance on

observational data may also indicate clinicians may not have the training or time to effectively engage

with more technical data presentations. Many therapists reported that graphical representations were

unfamiliar to them as frontline clinicians, alluding to potentially broader issues of data literacy within

healthcare settings [34,35]. While quantitative metrics remain essential as outcome measures in

clinical research, our results emphasise the need for customised data visualisations tailored to

different audiences.

The single most useful aspect of this system was its ability to bridge the gap between the clinical and

home environments. Therapists unanimously agreed that the clinic could never fully simulate the

complexity of patients’ home environments and while they “cannot go to every patient's home, in a

way [these videos] bring the patient's home to [them]” (T03). Videos of patients performing

functional activities at home gave therapists crucial insights into the physical and environmental

barriers that patients encounter while performing real activities, which might not be evident in the

controlled setting of the clinic. This ability to remotely observe home environments offers a promising

alternative to traditional home visits, which are often limited by time and resource constraints even

though they result in better patient outcomes [36–39]. The high score for statements indicating trust

in the information (Q9) and the belief that it would influence future therapy plans (Q15) demonstrates

the overall utility of our system in clinical settings.

However, despite recognizing the clinical value of the information provided by this system, therapists

also highlighted several practical challenges related to its implementation such as clinical time

constraints and patient burden. While some therapists felt the dashboard was easy to integrate into

their existing chart review time, others worried that reviewing the data would add too much to their

already busy schedules (Q10). There were also concerns about the burden on patients with limited

physical or technological support. Some therapists noted that certain patients might struggle to use

the necessary equipment to capture their daily activities. These concerns echo the existing

implementation science literature on barriers to adoption of mobile health and remote patient

monitoring devices in healthcare, with disruption to clinician workflows and patient training and/or

willingness to use these technologies playing the largest role in adoption rates [40–43]. Therefore,

future iterations will explore ways to automatically highlight interesting video snippets for therapists to

view. Additionally, future work should aim to design egocentric cameras that are easier to use by
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individuals with hand impairments and increase the willingness to use and record (i.e., lighter, less

bulky, etc.).

While this study provides valuable insights into the clinical potential of the information presented by

the CDSS, there are several limitations to consider. First, the small sample size of only five clinicians

from a single hospital network limits the generalizability of our findings. This sample size was partly

constrained by the number of eligible participants at our institution and the complexity of recruiting

patient-therapist dyads, which is more challenging than recruiting therapists alone. Despite this

limitation, the choice of 5 dyads was reasonable given that this study has a specific research question

and a single analytically relevant participant 'category' (i.e., therapists) [44]. Additionally, there is a

potential for selection bias, as therapists more inclined to engage with and adopt new technologies

may have been more likely to participate. While the quantitative questionnaire showed a wide range of

responses in the technology affinity section (Q1-6), suggesting a variety of comfort levels with

technology, it's noteworthy that even therapists with lower technology affinity provided positive

feedback on the CDSS. This indicates that the CDSS's potential value was recognized across different

levels of technological comfort. However, it's important to acknowledge that the overall positive

reception may not fully capture the perspectives of therapists who are generally less comfortable

with technology and chose not to participate in the study. Finally, although the CDSS was

well-received in interviews, therapists did not have extended opportunities to integrate it into their

daily practice. This limited exposure means that the feedback gathered may not fully capture the

tool’s long-term usability or the practical challenges it might pose once embedded in everyday

workflows.

Conclusion
This study demonstrates the potential of a system that uses egocentric video to provide therapists

with home-based hand use data about their patients to inform clinical decision-making in a

neurorehabilitation setting. While therapists found the information useful—particularly video data for

assessing patient performance in a naturalistic setting—challenges related to integrating the system

into clinical workflows were evident. The primary concerns centred around the clarity of graphical

data and the perceived time burden that regular use might impose on therapists. Despite these

hurdles, therapists across varying levels of technical familiarity expressed trust in the information

provided by the system, indicated that they would use it regularly to assess patient performance, and

believed it could enhance their ability to tailor therapy plans to real-world patient activities.

Reducing time demands through features like interpretations of graphical data or providing more

emphasis on video data may help mitigate the barriers identified. Ultimately, the adoption of wearable

egocentric cameras could facilitate a more seamless connection between in-clinic assessments and

real-world functionality, contributing to more effective and personalised rehabilitation. However,

further research is necessary to explore the long-term impact of this system in diverse clinical

environments and its role in broader healthcare settings.
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Appendix

Therapist Interview Guide
Structured Interview - Context & Affinity Questions (filled out before CDSS use)

(1) Strongly disagree; (2) Disagree; (3) Neither agree nor disagree; (4) Agree; (5) Strongly agree.

1. I predominantly deal with technical systems because I am forced to.

2. I enjoy spending time becoming acquainted with a new technical system.

3. It is enough for me that a technical system works; I don’t care how or why.

4. I try to understand how a technical system exactly works.

5. It is enough for me to know the basic functions of a technical system.

6. I try to make full use of the capabilities of a technical system.

Structured Interview - Usability Questions (filled out after CDSS use)

(1) Strongly disagree; (2) Disagree; (3) Neither agree nor disagree; (4) Agree; (5) Strongly agree.

7. I would personally use this CDSS regularly to understand and assess patient performance.

8. I found the CDSS easy to use overall, and the various functions in this CDSS were well

integrated.

9. I felt like I could trust the metrics and information provided to me by the CDSS.

10. Using this CDSS regularly would substantially interrupt my workflow.

11. I feel apprehensive about using this CDSS with future patients.

12. Using this CDSS is useful in understanding and assessing patient performance.

13. I found the CDSS very cumbersome to use, and the presented metrics weren’t clear.

14. I would imagine that most people would learn to use this CDSS very quickly.

15. The information presented by the CDSS would potentially influence patient therapy plans.

16. Presenting the information in this format is NOT useful to me or my assessment of patients.

Semi-Structured Interview - Debrief Questions (open ended questions asked after CDSS use)

1. Before starting this study, what were your expectations for the kind of information you would

receive after having your patients record themselves performing activities of daily living at

home?

a. What do you think this CDSS would do? What did you hope to gain from it, if anything?

What concerns, if any, did you have?

2. At your last session(s) with [patient name], what did you ask them to work on at home?

a. What exercises did you prescribe and why? Did you make any suggestions related to

reported challenges in their environment?

3. After reviewing the information from the CDSS, can you think of any relevant information that

you did not get from your session(s) with [patient name]?

a. Did the activities in the videos match the capabilities that you saw in the clinic? Did

you become aware of any additional challenges that [patient name] was facing at
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home? Did you become aware of any additional strategies that [patient name] was

using at home?

4. After reviewing the information from the CDSS, would you change anything to what you asked

[patient name] to work on at home at your last session?

a. Would you recommend additional or alternative exercises or remove exercises? Would

you make any additional suggestions about how to deal with challenges in their

environment? Would you make any additional recommendations around the use of

compensatory postures?

5. Did the CDSS present information that was meaningful?

a. What metrics were the most interesting or useful to you? What didn’t make sense?

How useful were the metrics compared to watching video segments? How could the

information be made more useful?

6. When using software of this nature, what is your primary goal or what do you hope to

achieve?

a. What would prevent you from achieving [primary goal]? What improvements could be

made to make [primary goal] easier or better? Does this CDSS adequately meet these

goals?

7. After briefly playing around with it, what is your overall impression of this CDSS?

a. Is there anything that stands out as something that doesn’t make sense? On the flip

side, what are some of the things you liked or thought were intuitive?

8. How would/could you use the information and metrics presented by this CDSS?

a. Would you ever need to share these metrics with others? If yes - who, what format,

method? Would you ever need to export the information presented? If yes - when,

why, what format? What metrics were the most interesting or useful to you? What

didn’t make sense?

9. What would be some of the reasons you would want to check a patient’s profile on this CDSS?

a. How long do you expect to look at each patient’s profile weekly?

b. Under what circumstances would you want to receive an alert or notification? Through

what channels (i.e. email, text, in the application, etc.)?

10. In a magical world with no limits on money or technology, how would you ideally want to use

wearable technology and/or CDSS to help you do hand function assessments in outpatient

settings?

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 28, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 28, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 28, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 28, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 28, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.27.24314512
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

