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ABSTRACT

Background: Digital remote patient monitoring (RPM) enables longitudinal care outside
traditional healthcare settings, especially in the vulnerable period after hospitalizations, with
broad coverage of the service by payers. We sought to evaluate patterns of RPM service
availability at US hospitals and the association of these services with 30-day readmissions for
two key cardiovascular conditions, heart failure (HF) and acute myocardial infarction (AMI).
Methods: We used contemporary national data from the American Hospital Association (AHA)
Annual Survey to ascertain US hospitals offering RPM services for post-discharge or chronic
care and used census-based county-level data to define the characteristics of the communities
they serve. We linked these with hospitals’ benchmarked risk-standardized relative performance
on readmissions (excess readmission ratio [ERR]) from CMS Hospital Quality Reports (2018-
2022). We used mixed-effects multivariable regression to examine the association between RPM
services at hospitals and hospital characteristics-adjusted ERR for HF and AMI.

Results: There were 2,754 hospitals with CMS quality report data. Over five years of the study,
there was a 38.3% increase in the number of hospitals offering RPM services, rising from 952
(42.0%) hospitals in 2018 to 1,237 (58.1%) in 2022. However, the availability of RPM services
varied across different hospital groups with smaller, non-teaching hospitals, particularly those
serving rural, low-income communities, and those located in the South, were less likely to offer
RPM services. There was a consistent association between the availability of RPM services and
better risk-standardized readmission performance for HF, with lower ERR for hospitals offering
RPM compared with those not offering RPM (absolute difference, -0.016 [-0.023, -0.009],
standardized difference, 24.6%, p<0.001). However, no such association was observed for AMI

(-0.007 [-0.016, 0.002], standardized difference, 10.3%, p=0.19).
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Conclusions: In this national study of US hospitals, there has been a large increase in the
availability of RPM services but with large variation among hospitals, with lower availability in
hospitals serving low-income and rural communities. RPM services were associated with lower
hospital readmission rates for HF but not AMI.
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INTRODUCTION

Despite a sustained emphasis on heart failure (HF) and acute myocardial infarction (AMI) as
targets for reducing readmission risk in US health policy,* 1 in 4 older adults hospitalized for HF
and 1 in 8 hospitalized for AMI are still being readmitted within 30 days of their discharge.??
Moreover, even the observed reduction in readmissions is largely offset by a concomitant
increase in post-discharge emergency and observation care, with 1 in 3 individuals revisiting the
hospital within 30 days.** To address this persistent challenge, there has been an increasing
recognition of the role of personalized post-discharge care.®® Specifically, digital technologies
that enable the monitoring of patients outside clinical settings — or remote patient monitoring
(RPM) - present a promising avenue.”'® However, understanding the current investment of US
hospitals in such technologies and how this investment correlates with their readmission
performance on these key indicator conditions is essential to appraise the broader acceptance and
utility of RPM as a strategy to address readmissions in the US.

Contemporary RPM services represent payer-reimbursed care wherein patients use in-
home or wearable devices to remotely collect digital health information, such as their weight,
heart rate, and blood pressure, which are transmitted electronically for review by clinicians."*?
These data can enable clinicians to identify early markers of clinical deterioration and intervene
before patients suffer hospitalization.**'* The evaluation of RPM services has demonstrated their
role in maintaining the quality of care, facilitating faster access to services, reducing patient
travel costs, and minimizing the frequency of clinic visits.’®*>*® Their use has also been endorsed
by European clinical practice guidelines, which now recommend remote monitoring as a
standard component of disease management programs for cardiovascular conditions like HF.!" In

the US, while there has been a growing emphasis on value-based care, it is unclear whether
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hospitals are emphasizing RPM as an available service and whether current patterns of uptake of
RPM services are associated with better patient outcomes.*?*819

In this study, we pursued a national assessment of the availability of RPM services at US
hospitals. In addition, we evaluated the association between a hospital’s investment in RPM

services for their patients and their risk-standardized relative 30-day readmission performance on

the key indicator cardiovascular conditions of HF and AMI.

METHODS

Data Sources and Study Population

We defined RPM services available at hospitals using data from the American Hospital
Association (AHA) Annual Survey and defined their respective county-level population
characteristics based on the US census. We also defined each hospital’s corresponding 30-day
risk-standardized readmission performance on HF and AMI from the Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services (CMS) Hospital Quality Report.

Additional information about the AHA Annual Survey can be found in eMethods. We
used data from the AHA Annual Surveys from 2018 through 2022, representing the most recent
5-year period that collected information on RPM services.?’ We used the US Cities Database as
an up-to-date record of all US cities and towns to link hospitals to their corresponding serving
communities’ characteristics. All demographic information is derived from the American
Community Survey of the US Census Bureau.?

The CMS Hospital Quality Reports for the years corresponding to the AHA surveys were
obtained to define each hospital’s publicly reported risk-standardized readmission rates and

relative readmission performance for HF and AMI. These quality measures, described in further
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detail below, are linked to a hospital-specific Medicare provider ID.??> We identified all
Medicare-certified acute-care hospitals from the AHA annual survey using their Medicare

provider IDs. Datasets were linked using their unique Medicare Provider ID numbers.?®

RPM service availability

The AHA survey defined RPM as the use of digital technologies to collect medical and other
forms of health data from individuals in one location and electronically transmit the information
securely to healthcare providers in a different location for assessment and recommendation.®
The survey specifically inquired about the availability of RPM in the context of post-discharge
care, ongoing care for chronic conditions, and remote monitoring in other clinical scenarios. The

primary exposure for the study was the availability of any RPM service to patients at a hospital.

Covariates
We identified a series of hospital characteristics from the AHA survey. These included hospital
bed size, presented as the absolute number of available beds as well as categorized into subsets
with <100, 100-300, and >300 beds, US region (Northeast, Midwest, South, and West), and area
type (metropolitan, micropolitan, and rural, based on the definitions of the US Census Bureau).
Hospital’s teaching status was defined based on their membership in the Council of Teaching
Hospitals of the Association of American Medical Colleges, and hospital ownership as either
government or privately owned.

Key demographic and socio-economic characteristics of the communities served by these
hospitals included the distribution of age (proportion of individuals 65 years and older), gender

(proportion of females), race and ethnicity (proportion of self-declared Black or Hispanic),
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median household income in US Dollars, education level (proportion of people with less than a

high school education), and the proportion of disabled individuals in their respective counties.

Outcomes
The key outcomes for evaluating hospital performance in this study were their respective excess
readmission ratios (ERRs) for HF and AMI. This represents the ratio of the hospital's predicted
readmission rates relative to the expected readmissions in the same period, accounting for each
hospital’s case-mix. The ERRs for any given year are derived from a condition-specific (i.e., HF
or AMI) hierarchical logistic regression model that includes fee-for-service hospitalizations with
a principal discharge diagnosis for the condition over a preceding 3-year window across all
hospitals. Detailed information about the model used to derive ERRs can be found in eMethods.
An ERR greater than 1.0 indicates that the hospital had more readmissions than expected

for their case mix, while an ERR less than 1.0 indicates fewer than expected readmissions.

Statistical analysis

We pursued three key analyses. First, we described the availability of RPM services across all
hospitals for each study year. We examined the characteristics of hospitals with and without
availability of RPM services and the temporal trends in their availability across hospitals
between 2018 and 2022. Categorical features are presented as counts and percentages, with
group-level differences compared using the chi-square test for proportions. Continuous features
are presented as means and standard deviations or median and interquartile ranges, with group-
level differences compared using the non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test. Temporal trends were

tested using the Cochran-Armitage chi-square test for trend.
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143 Second, we assessed hospital and population characteristics associated with RPM

144  services in a cross-sectional assessment in 2022, the most recent year in the analysis. For this, we
145  employed a mixed-effects logistic regression model. The dependent variable in this model was a
146  hospital’s RPM service availability, with hospital (bed size, US region, area type, teaching status,
147  ownership) and population characteristics (proportion of individuals aged 65 and older,

148  proportion of females, proportion of self-reported Black and Hispanic individuals, proportion of
149  people with less than a high school education, proportion of disabled individuals, median

150  household income) as key independent variables, and the hospital site as a random effect.

151  Continuous county-level characteristics were modeled as a function of a single standard

152  deviation unit of change for each characteristic.

153 We then assessed the association of a hospital’s availability of RPM services in the full
154 window over which the readmission performance of a hospital was aggregated to compute their
155  corresponding ERR for HF and AMI. We performed this analysis for the two most recent time
156  windows for which we had complete data on RPM availability (June 2018 to July 2021 and June
157 2019 to July 2022), with RPM availability defined across all years from 2018 through 2021 for
158 the first period, and 2019 through 2022 for the second. We categorized hospitals in each period
159  as those with RPM in all years and those not offering RPM in any of the years. We also

160  compared the yearly association of RPM service availability with corresponding ERRs for HF
161 and AMI. Here, the ERR was assigned to the final year of the 3-year window with RPM service
162  status defined for that year.

163 Finally, we evaluated the association between hospitals offering RPM services in the first
164  year of the study (2018) and their subsequent readmission performance after accounting for their

165  different readmission performance in this first year. For this, we constructed a hierarchical linear
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166  regression model where a hospital’s RPM service availability in 2018 was the key independent
167  variable, hospital site was the random effect, and hospital characteristics, including bed size, US
168  region, area type, teaching status, and ownership were other independent variables. In these

169 analyses, we specifically adjusted for the hospital’s ERR in this base year to enable comparison
170  of hospitals that had similar baseline readmission performance but varied in their RPM status and
171  subsequent readmission performance. We repeated all analyses for both HF and AMI separately
172 and for specific RPM services — those that targeted post-discharge care and chronic care.

173 We used Python version 3.12.3 and Stata 18 for all analyses. The level of significance
174  was set at 0.05. Since the study uses aggregate data across hospitals without any patient-level
175  information, it was outside the purview of the Yale Institutional Review Board.

176

177 RESULTS

178  Hospital Characteristics

179  There were 2,754 acute care hospitals in the AHA Survey included in the study (eFigure 1).
180  Among these hospitals, the median bed size was 167 (IQR 84-304), 15.1% were in the Northeast,
181  and 75.2% were in metropolitan areas. A total of 222 (8.1%) were teaching hospitals.

182 Of these hospitals, 1,448 (52.6%) reported having RPM services available for one or
183  more years during the study period. There was a 38.3% increase in the number of hospitals

184  offering RPM services over the 5 years, increasing from 42.0% in 2018 to 58.1% in 2022

185  (eFigure 2). Over the study years, RPM availability was higher among certain hospital

186  subgroups. For instance, a higher proportion of hospitals with >300 beds had RPM services

187 available than those with <100 beds, though the availability of RPM services increased broadly

188  between 2018 and 2022 (>300 beds 55.7% in 2018 to 73.4% in 2022, vs <100 beds 39.7% to
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189  42.8%). Hospitals in the Northeast had the highest RPM service availability across study years
190  (58.5% in 2018 to 75.5% in 2022), with those in the South with the lowest availability (32.7% in
191 2018 and 47.2% in 2022). Similarly, teaching hospitals, those located in urban areas, and

192 privately-owned hospitals had higher RPM service availability than rural, non-teaching, and
193  government-owned hospitals, respectively (Table 1 and Figure 1).

194

195 Community Characteristics

196 A median of 15.9% (IQR 13.3-19.0) of the population in the counties served by these hospitals
197  were 65 years or older, and 51.1% (IQR 50.0-52.3) were female. The proportion of Black and
198  Hispanic individuals in these areas represented a median 8.1% (IQR 2.7-23.1) and 9.9% (IQR
199  4.5-22.2) of the population, respectively. The proportion of individuals with less than a high
200  school education was a median 10.9% (IQR 7.1-14.8) across counties, and the median annual
201  household income was $60,440.0 (IQR $49,049.0-$77,633.2). The median age, gender, and
202  race/ethnicity distributions were similar between neighborhoods with and without hospitals

203  offering RPM services to their patients. However, hospitals offering RPM services were in

204  counties with higher median household incomes and lower percentages of individuals with less
205  than a high school education (Table 2).

206

207  Factors associated with RPM service availability

208 In adjusted analyses, hospital bed size, teaching status, rural/urban location, and geographic
209  region were significantly associated with the availability of RPM services (Figure 2). Hospitals
210  with fewer than 100 beds had lower odds of RPM service availability than those with more than

211 300 beds (adjusted OR [aOR] 0.41, 95% CI 0.30-0.56). Non-teaching hospitals had over 70%

10
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lower odds of offering RPM services than teaching hospitals (aOR 0.28, 95% CI 0.17-0.46), and
rural hospitals had 50% lower odds of RPM availability compared with hospitals in urban
metropolitan areas. Additionally, hospitals in the South and West were less likely to have RPM
services than those in the Northeast (aOR 0.24, 95% CI 0.25-0.46, and aOR 0.32, 95% CI 0.32-
0.67, respectively).

For characteristics of communities served by hospitals, the proportion of Hispanic
individuals and the median income of the community were key features associated with the
availability of RPM services at their local hospitals. Each standard deviation increase in the
percentage of Hispanic individuals in the community was associated with 15% lower odds of
hospitals in that county having RPM services (aOR 0.85, 95% CI 0.72-0.99). Conversely, higher
area-level median household income was associated with 19% higher odds of RPM service
availability at hospitals in those communities (aOR 1.19, 95% CI 1.02-1.39, per standard
deviation unit change). Other hospital and population characteristics were not significantly

associated with RPM availability (eTable 1).

Association between RPM availability and ERR for HF and AMI

Among hospitals offering RPM services across years 2018-2021 and 2019-2022, the mean ERRs
for HF were 0.987 (SD 0.073) and 0.988 (SD 0.071) compared with 1.005 (SD 0.065) and 1.004
(SD 0.057) among hospitals without RPM, which were significantly lower for RPM vs no-RPM
hospitals during these periods (absolute difference: -0.018 [95% CI -0.025, -0.010] for 2018-
2021, and -0.016 [95% CI -0.023, -0.009] for 2019-2022, p<0.001 for both). In contrast, for
AMI, there were no significant differences in ERR between hospitals with and without RPM

services in both 2018-2021 (absolute difference -0.005 [95% CI -0.013, 0.003] p=0.19), and

11
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2019-2022 (absolute difference -0.007 [95% CI -0.016, 0.002], p=0.12) (Figure 3). This pattern
was replicated in calendar-year cross-sectional analyses across the five years (eTable 2 and
Figure 4).

In analyses that examined the longitudinal association of RPM availability in the first
year of the study and subsequent readmission performance, we noted that hospitals with vs.
without RPM services in 2018 had a lower ERR after HF hospitalization from 2019 through
2022, even after accounting for their readmission performance in the base year as well as the
structural characteristics of the hospital. The relative ERR for RPM was lower than for non-RPM
hospitals by 0.010 (95% CI -0.015, -0.005) in 2019 and 0.012 (95% CI -0.018, -0.006) in 2022.
A similar association was observed when analyzing RPM services targeted at post-discharge and
chronic care and hospital readmission performance after HF hospitalization (Figure 5).'%*°
However, such an association was not observed for AMI for either the overall availability of

RPM services or those specifically targeted at post-discharge or ongoing chronic care services

(Figure 5).

DISCUSSION

In this national study of US hospitals from 2018 through 2022, there was a 1.4-fold increase in
the number of hospitals with RPM services, with nearly 60% of US hospitals offering these
services in 2022. This increase was observed for both post-discharge and chronic care RPM
services, with most US hospitals providing these services in recent years. The availability of
RPM services varied widely based on hospital and neighborhood characteristics, with lower
availability of these services at small, rural, non-teaching hospitals, especially those in the South.

Moreover, hospitals in communities with low household incomes and a large proportion of

12
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Hispanic individuals had substantially lower RPM availability. Across study years, there were
consistently lower risk-standardized relative readmission rates for HF among hospitals offering
RPM services compared with those not offering these services. However, this association was
not consistently observed in the outcomes following AMI hospitalizations at these hospitals.

Patient-level studies have suggested a substantial recent increase in claims for RPM
service in fee-for-service Medicare and Medicaid beneficiaries in the US between 2019 and
2021.'%% This increase in the use of these services has occurred despite the lack of robust
evidence on the clinical benefits of RPM or clarity on patients or conditions that benefit most
from these services. Our findings complement the findings presented in these selected patient
populations to provide evidence of the national landscape and describe the rapidly increasing
proportion of US hospitals adopting RPM. We also note that, in our hospital-level analyses, risk-
standardized readmission performance for HF, a condition with substantial post-discharge care
needs, was significantly better at hospitals where these services were available. However, we
note that this uptake has varied widely across hospitals, with hospitals serving predominantly
disadvantaged communities - that also consistently experience worse readmission outcomes*® —
also have the lowest availability of RPM services.

These findings are pertinent given the growing evidence suggesting that emerging digital
health technologies can improve patient outcomes.?> 22 Numerous society guidelines also
emphasize the value of RPM services in enhancing appropriate post-discharge care.”*?**° Qur
observation that hospitals with RPM services have better risk-standardized readmission
outcomes for HF but not for AMI suggests the need for targeting RPM services to specific
conditions. Specifically, many studies have suggested a role for guideline-directed therapy

optimization in HF in the post-discharge period, and the critical services in AMI in this setting

13
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are less well-defined.**>! Therefore, it is possible that the current suite of RPM services is better
targeted at patients with chronic care needs, like those with HF. Emerging randomized clinical
trial evidence, however, suggests that RPM specifically designed to target post-acute coronary
syndrome, including symptom-triggered monitoring on home wearable ECG, blood pressure, and
pulse oximeter, with close coordination with a cardiologist, was associated with 76% lower
readmission and emergency department visits over 6 months.* These observations underscore
the need to better characterize the nature of provided services and their intended application to
enable the best outcomes at hospitals.

This work also has important policy implications. The considerable investment in RPM
services, further accelerated by the COVID-19 pandemic, has been supported by CMS and other
payers through coverage in a fee-for-service model over the past five years.'®* Besides the high
availability and broad insurance coverage of RPM services, there is no standard definition for
RPM and no consistent outcome testing.'® The observed heterogeneity in RPM service
availability highlights that not all communities that could benefit from RPM have access to these
services covered by national insurance providers. There is also a need to generate the necessary
evidence for individual services to improve the efficiency of these investments. These
considerations are especially critical as policymakers and payers consider the future of RPM
coverage in the post-pandemic era.

Our study has certain limitations that merit consideration. First, we lack detailed
information on the specific components of the RPM services evaluated. The RPM services
reimbursed by payers under this category are not well-defined, underscoring the need to more
specifically define the components of these services and their alignment with the available

evidence for each condition. Future research should focus on understanding the nature and
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304  quality of RPM services provided across different hospital types in the US. Second, we cannot
305 quantify the number of patients and the conditions managed with these services at these

306 hospitals. However, given that HF and AMI are conditions where readmission performance is
307  closely tracked, they are common targets for the use of RPM services. We posit that if RPM
308 services are available, they are likely being used for these conditions, especially within the fee-
309 for-service population. Further investigations should evaluate whether these associations are
310  observed for other patient populations at these hospitals. Finally, our evaluation of the

311  association of RPM services with readmission performance of hospitals represents a broad

312  topological assessment but does not imply the causal association between the availability of
313  RPM services with readmissions among patients receiving care at these hospitals.

314

315 CONCLUSION

316 In this national study of US hospitals, there has been a large increase in the availability of RPM
317  services, which was consistently associated with hospital readmission performance for HF but
318  not for AMI. However, there was a large variation in the availability of RPM services, with

319 lower availability in hospitals serving low-income and rural communities.
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Table 1. Hospitals with remote patient monitoring (RPM) services between 2018 and 2022. For individual hospital characteristics, the
numbers and percentages represent those offering RPM services in the respective hospital subgroups.

Overall 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 Ptrend
Hospitals, N 2,754 2,266 2,192 2,140 2,137 2,129
Hospitals with RPM services 1,448 (52.6%) 952 (42.0%) 1,017 (46.4%) 1,139 (53.2%) 1,195 (55.9%) 1,237 (58.1%)
Bed size
<100 496 (70.6%) 356 (55.7%) 373 (60.4%) 422 (69.2%) 431 (70.8%) 444 (73.4%) <0.001
100-300 626 (50.9%) 409 (41.0%) 436 (45.4%) 488 (52.3%) 516 (55.2%) 541 (57.9%) <0.001
>300 326 (39.7%) 187 (29.7%) 208 (33.9%) 229 (38.4%) 248 (41.8%) 252 (42.8%) <0.001
US Region
Northeast 287 (66.9%) 216 (58.7%) 229 (64.1%) 245 (70.0%) 253 (73.1%) 254 (75.4%)  <0.001
Midwest 421 (64.4%) 296 (50.0%) 309 (53.9%) 355 (62.0%) 353 (62.0%) 358 (66.8%) <0.001
South 513 (43.0%) 308 (32.5%) 331 (36.3%) 376 (40.9%) 408 (45.1%) 424 (47.2%) <0.001
West 281 (49.6%) 162 (37.8%) 182 (43.4%) 205 (56.2%) 230 (59.3%) 249 (57.9%) <0.001
Area Type
Metropolitan 1176 (56.8%) 798 (45.7%) 843 (49.9%) 951 (58.1%) 997 (60.6%) 1027 (62.7%) <0.001
Micropolitan 209 (44.5%) 118 (31.8%) 134 (36.7%) 153 (42.4%) 158 (44.0%) 167 (48.0%) 0.010
Rural 63 (29.4%) 36 (24.5%) 40 (28.8%) 35 (24.8%) 40 (29.9%) 43 (30.1%) 0.684
Teaching
Yes 197 (88.7%) 155 (71.8%) 156 (73.9%) 177 (84.7%) 179 (86.1%) 185 (88.5%) 0.012
No 1251 (49.4%) 797 (38.9%) 861 (43.5%) 962 (49.8%) 1016 (52.7%) 1052 (54.8%) <0.001
Ownership
Government 200 (49.1%) 108 (34.3%) 126 (40.8%) 142 (46.3%) 163 (52.6%) 168 (55.8%) <0.001
Private 1248 (53.2%) 844 (43.3%) 891 (47.3%) 997 (54.4%) 1032 (56.5%) 1069 (58.5%) <0.001
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Table 2. Population characteristics of counties with hospitals with remote patient monitoring services (2018-2022).

Overall

2754

2018
952

2019
1,017

2020
1,139

2021
1,195

2022
1,237

Age>65, %

Female, %

Black, %

Hispanic, %

Median Household
Income

Less than high school

education, %

Disabled, %

15.9 (13.3-19.0)

51.1 (50.0-52.3)

8.1 (2.7-23.1)

9.9 (4.5-22.2)

$60440
(49049-77633)

10.9 (7.1-14.8)

13.9 (11.3-17.4)

15.5 (13.3-18.5)

51.1 (50.1-52.2)

8.6 (2.9-23.1)

10.2 (5.0-20.1)

$63597
(52029-82910)

9.9 (6.4-13.5)

13.3 (11.0-16.5)

15.7 (13.3-18.7)

51.1 (50.1-52.2)

8.1 (2.7-22.5)

10.1 (5.0-20.2)

$63698
(52208-82772)

9.9 (6.3-13.5)

13.3 (10.9-16.5)

15.6 (13.2-18.6)

51.1 (50.1-52.2)

8.6 (2.9-23.2)

9.9 (4.8-20.0)

$63684
(52049-82614)

9.9 (6.3-13.4)

13.3 (10.9-16.4)

15.6 (13.2-18.7)

51.0 (50.1-52.2)

8.4 (2.9-23.1)

10.3 (4.9-20.2)

$63985
(52059-82696)

9.9 (6.4-13.5)

13.3 (10.9-16.4)

15.6 (13.3-18.7)

51.0 (50.0-52.1)

8.2 (2.8-22.4)

10.4 (4.9-20.8)

$63985
(52056-82998)

10.0 (6.6-13.6)

13.3 (10.9-16.4)
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FIGURES

Figure 1. Relative increase in remote patient monitoring (RPM) services across hospital groups between 2018 and 2022.
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Figure 2. Community and hospital characteristics associated with the availability of remote patient monitoring services.
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Figure 3. Association between the availability of remote patient monitoring (RPM) in all versus none of the years (2018-2021 and
2019-2022) and their association with excess readmission ratios (ERR) for heart failure (HF) and acute myocardial infarction (AMI) in
the corresponding periods.
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Figure 4. Mean excess readmission ratios (ERRs) for heart failure (HF) and acute myocardial infarction (AMI) among hospitals with
and without RPM services (2018-2022).
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Figure 5. Availability of remote patient monitoring (RPM) services in the study's first year (2018) and relative excess readmission
ratios at hospitals in subsequent years (2019-2022). (A) Coefficient for ERR for heart failure (HF) at hospitals with RPM services. (B)
Coefficient for ERR for HF at hospitals with post-discharge or chronic RPM services. (C) Coefficient for ERR for acute myocardial

infarction (AMI) at hospitals with RPM services. (B) Coefficient for ERR for AMI at hospitals post-discharge or chronic RPM
Services.
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