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DISCOVERY PHASE
[bookmark: _heading=h.1fob9te]Table 1S – Participants in the Discovery Phase: interviews and/or design thinking sessions.  
	[bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]Name
	Expertise & Position
	Filiation
	Participation

	Zoe Herreras
	General Practitioner (GP) & Head of Care Processes
	CAPSBE
	I only

	Antoni Sisó
	GP & CAMFIC president
	CAPSBE
	I + DT

	Susanna Torres
	Social worker
	CAPSBE
	I only

	Luis González
	Nurse & Technician
	CAPSBE
	I + DT

	Juan José Zamora
	Nurse & Head of nursing processes
	ICS
	I + DT

	Esther Limón
	GP & Education coordinator & CAMFIC treasurer
	ICS
	I+DT

	Gemma Yago
	Advanced practice nurse at the Diabetes Unit
	HCB
	I+DT

	David Font
	MD & Strategy and Planning Director
	HCB
	I+ DT

	Jose Antonio Rodríguez
	Nurse & Coordinator Geriatric Unit
	HCB
	I only

	Carmen Hernandez
	Nurse & Innovation Unit
	HCB
	I only

	Joan Escarrabill
	MD & Director of Chronic Care
	HCB
	I+DT

	Marco Inzitari
	MD & Director of Intermediate Care
	Parc Sanitari Pere Virgili
	I + DT

	Jordi Piera
	Computer Engineer & Director of the Digital Health Strategy Office. CatSalut
	Ministry of Health
	I+ DT

	Joan Carles Contel
	Nurse & Staff member of the Chronic Care Program
	Ministry of Health
	I only

	Oscar Solans
	MD & Functional manager of eHealth
	CatSalut
	I only

	Jordi Ambàs
	Director of the Integrated Care Agency
	Ministry of Health
	DT only

	Belen Enfedaque
	Deputy director of primary and community care
	Ministry of Health
	DT only



GP: General Practitioner; CAPSBE: Primary Care Consortium at Barcelona-Esquerra; I: Interview; CAMFIC: Catalan Society of Primary Care; DT: Design Thinking sessions; ICS: Institut Catalan of Health; MD: Medical Doctor; CatSalut: Catalan Health Services is the single-public payer.

Interviews and Design thinking (DT) sessions

During the months of October to December 2021, in-depth interviews were conducted with 20 key informants, including 5 patients and 15 clinical professionals and healthcare service managers, chosen for their leadership in the Catalan Health System. 
The interviews with the patients focused on their experiences in the care process. For the other key informants, the interviews addressed topics such as the identification of patients with complex needs (CCP), the role of healthcare professionals, current management of CCP, and proposals to improve care and reduce readmissions. The interviews were carried out by the first author (CH) and a qualitative research and service design specialist (FO, Buenaidea). On average, the interviews lasted for 45 minutes each. 
Patients’ recruitment - A total of 25 patients were selected from the community, CAPSBE (Primary Care Consortium of Barcelona-Esquerra) as potential candidates for the interviews. The inclusion criteria were: i) At least one hospital admission in the last year, ii) Two or more chronic pathologies and iii) Adjusted Morbidity Group (AMG) Score 3-4, which corresponds to > P80 in the Catalan risk stratification pyramid. We excluded those patients presenting: i) Difficulties in conducting an interview (sensory problems, cognitive impairments, or severe mental illness), and ii) Refusing to participate. The final five patients, in whom the interviews were conducted, were selected balancing the following criteria to achieve the highest representativeness: i) Male/female, ii) With/without caregiver and iii) With transition from hospital to home/hospital-intermediate-care-home.
Professionals’ recruitment (Table 1S)– Fifteen experts were selected based on their leadership in integrated care, as well as the coverage of three areas: i) Clinical activities (physicians, nurses, and social workers), ii) Managers and policy     makers (micro-, meso-, and macro levels), and iii) Technological expertise. Representativeness of different healthcare tiers (Primary care, Hospital care, Intermediate care, and Macro-management) was also considered. 
Two design thinking (DT) sessions were conducted with fifteen key professionals (Table 1S) between January and February 2022. All fifteen professionals participating in the interviews were invited to participate in the DT sessions, but only nine of them accepted. The absences of the remaining six were due to scheduling conflict. Moreover, two additional leaders could attend only the DT sessions. Such that the final number of attendees to the two DT session was 11. 
For the first DT session, a Context analysis (Figure 1S) and an Empathy map (Figure 2S) were prepared, based on the information gathered from the interviews. Moreover, input from quantitative studies (1-3), as reported in the main document, were included in the debate. Discussion and consensus-building took place regarding the ideas presented, and proposals were collected. The results of the first DT session were used to generate a SWOT analysis and to prepare a summary of the results of the session (Figure 3S). Both exercises were input material for the second DT session of the Discovery phase.
[image: ]
Figure 1S. Context Analysis. General understanding of the patient’s and experts’ ideas collected during the interviews, aligned with seven different topics related to healthcare implementation.
[image: ]
Figure 2S. Empathy Map. Summary of the patients' interviews. Focused on their experience in the care process, ranging from the onset of the episode to the stay and discharge in intermediate care. Four areas that are confined to patient perception, segregated by whether they are      discerned as a frustrating or motivating situation.


[image: ]
Figure 3S. Results from Workshop 1. Key challenges and proposals gathered during the first DT design session were most relevant to the participants. 

During the second DT session, all the participants from the previous session remained engaged. Building upon the information gathered and the variables explored previously, they delved deeper into the challenges and proposals at hand. During the second DT session, a context analysis and an Impact feasibility matrix was constructed (Figure 4S).  

[image: Insertando imagen...]
Figure 4S. Impact feasibility matrix. This illustration was generated during the second DT session with the most important variables detected. A discussion was held regarding the operational aspects of the proposed solutions. The Impact feasibility matrix was enhanced for better understanding and making informed decisions, allowing us to identify areas of advantage, areas that need improvement, potential opportunities to leverage, and potential outcomes to mitigate.

Codes, subthemes, and themes were generated using Atlas.ti 9 software.


CONFIRMATION PHASE

Table 2S. Participants in the Confirmation phase: Survey (S) and Design Thinking (DT) sessions 

	Name
	Expertise & Position
	Filiation
	Participation

	David Nicolas 
	MD & Coordinator of the HaH
	HCB
	S + DT

	Francesc Xavier Jiménez
	MD & Coordinator of the HaH
	Hosp. Vall d’Hebron
	S + DT

	Eulalia Villegas-Bruguera
	MD & Coordinator of the HaH
	Hosp. Dos de Maig
	S + DT

	Carme Hernandez
	Nurse. PhD & Innovation Unit & Former HaH coordinator  
	HCB
	S + DT 

	Mireia Espallargues
	Staff member (HaH specialist)
	AQuAS
	S + DT

	Montserrat Suárez
	Staff member (HaH specialist)
	CatSalut
	S+ DT

	Elvira Torné
	Staff member (HaH specialist)
	CatSalut
	S + DT


MD: Medical Doctor; HaH: Hospital at Home, HCB: Hospital Clinic de Barcelona; S: Survey; DT: Two Design Thinking sessions; AQuAS: Catalan Health Quality Agency; CatSalut: Catalan Health Services is the single-public payer. 

The panel of 7 experts included 1-to-2 representatives of the most relevant organizations in implementing or assessing HaH services in Catalonia: two members from the Catalan-Balearic Society of Hospital at Home (FXJ and EV-B), two staff members from the Catalan Health Service (MS and ET), one staff member from the Health Quality and Assessment Agency of Catalonia (AQuAS) (ME), and two HaH experts from the local JADECARE team (DN and CH). Four out of the seven experts were clinical leaders of different HaH programs. A qualitative research and service design specialist (F.O., BuenaIdea) was recruited as a facilitator for planning and leading the expert panel discussions. 
Survey and Design thinking sessions

Overall, the experts agreed that HaH is safe and provides value to the healthcare system, with similar health outcomes than conventional hospitalization, and positive impacts on patients’ and professionals’ experience. HaH may also result in savings associated with fewer personnel and structure requirements. The experts agreed that heterogeneity in patient profile and outcomes was expected and identified three important sources of this heterogeneity: i) maturity of HaH teams (i.e., mature teams tend to admit older and more complex patients), ii) hospital strategies to use HaH in a sub-set of patients with specific diagnoses, and iii) local ecosystem (e.g., lack or availability of certain integrated care services in the area). The high potential shown by HaH to foster vertical integration was unanimously endorsed by the expert group. The full set of results of the quantitative and qualitative analyses have been reported in (4). 

REFERENCES
1.       Casas A, Troosters T, Garcia-Aymerich J, Roca J, Hernández C, Alonso A, et al. Integrated care prevents hospitalisations for exacerbations in COPD patients. European Respiratory Journal. 2006 Jul;28(1):123–30. 
2.	Hernández C, Alonso A, Garcia-Aymerich J, Serra I, Marti D, Rodriguez-Roisin R, et al. Effectiveness of community-based integrated care in frail COPD patients: a randomised controlled trial. NPJ Prim Care Respir Med. 2015 Apr 9;25
:15022. doi: 10.1038/npjpcrm.2015.22. PMID: 25856791; PMCID: PMC4532156. 
3.	González-Colom R, Carot-Sans G, Vela E, Espallargues M, Hernández C, Jiménez FX, et al. Five years of Hospital at Home adoption in Catalonia: impact and challenges. medRxiv. 2023 Feb 17;2023.01.25.23284997. 
4. 	González-Colom R, Herranz C, Vela E, Monterde D, Contel JC, Sisó-Almirall A, et al. Prevention of Unplanned Hospital Admissions in Multimorbid Patients Using Computational Modeling: Observational Retrospective Cohort Study. J Med Internet Res. 2023 Feb 16;25: e40846. 

 


image4.png
IMPACT FEASIBILITY MATRIX CLINIC

GREATER IMPACT Hospital Universitari

LESS
REACHABLE

REDUCED IMPACT




image1.png
CONTEXT REVIEW

@ HEALTHC

Acquisition of talent
Talent from other countries /
leakage

Change
in
mindset

s m for
The program: ecosyste!
emented in novation
Caalonia are 2
referenceat the

level

@ TECHNOLOGICAL

FACTORS
—)

ARE TRENDS S

Hospital Universitari

@ SOCIETY TRENDS

@DIRECTIONOFTHE | @ PROFESSIONAL o i carsor
HEALTHCARE SYSTEM NEEDS framnen

Deployment of i Insufficient Lack of Lack of culture and
shared electronic resources in available strategy within the
health records (1S3) primary care positions and system regarding

skilled integrated care
The information sy stems T e—— rofessionals,
align with the needs and experiencing Outdated financing
strategy of the system high levels of Professionals and pay ment model
overwhelmed

Creation of the.

F’f:ference I
OMe carg
— A highly fragmented

Integrated Unstable team healthcare system
B Patients yitp, that perpetuates
1CCESS t0 more siloed culture

aVailablg
f

Different territories,
heterogeneity of
resources

@ PATIENTS NEEDS

Lack of
Siow, knowledge The information
insufficient, about ‘ systems are
g e emargency @ DIFFICULTIES ighty fragmented
response from Investing in prevention i cost-
effective, but it is challenging to c":':“p:’ & ——
prioritize it on the agenda. =y ;‘W y

Multiplicity of Difficulty in Lack of consensus on Instabilty of

circuitsamong | coordinating the role of primary e

multiple actors | with contracted | care as a central axis e
within the centers o the sy stem e





image2.png
EMPATHY MAP - PATIENT EXPERIENCE

When transitioning between
‘specialties, | notice that
perhaps they don't have or
haven't reviewed my medical
ormedication

histy

Ihave fttle
recollection of
the admission
and the stay in

the hospital. /7|

The specialst told

me that if I havea

crisis, I should go to
the emergency

depariment |

The educators.
explain tome how |
should do it

Atthe intermediate care
center, they had limited
knowiedge about my
condition 7

Stress during the ward
‘admission, sharing a room,
lack of privacy, frequent
interruptions by nursing
staff, noise, and music.

I can'tfind Healthcare.
the personnel who
scheduled do not identify
visitsin"La themselves

‘meva salut™

That is
serious,
Tam

Ifeargetting infected by other
people coughing while waiting for
6 hours in the emergency room

Ifeelvuinerable
being alone in the
emergency room '

scared.

Ieela deep sense of
gratitude towards the
public healthcare

WHAT ITTHINKS AND WHAT IT FEEL Jiesptalcine.

The specialists know
what they are doing,

and | have full trust
in their expertise

Ibelieve they haveall
the available information
about me in different

The professionals at the
inic are the best prepared
totake care of me, and |

| 3

Ifeelthat| did not receive |

enough information upon
discharge from the

Itis better for me
toexplain to the
doctor what is

‘happening tomy

father/mother...

system; they have services. don't mind watting.
always been there to
help me.

WHATIT LISTENS TO WHATIT SEES
The doctorat the care )
facility did not inform me. He/she won't be
that I had COVID, only able to take care
respratory insurfciency. Yo ornmernersel
Ly G ] receivedthe medication at the = o
VTELERLLE] 7 ic, and | handed it overtothe e

‘Guttmann facility for himther i the

1 had to insist for them to
provide a few sessions of
physiotherapy to regain

e Gmistation I
WHAT IS SAYSAND WHAT IT

lactasa
liaison

Ihad to request that they
use abell o restrain

hinther to prevent them
from falling again for the

momir

supported by the

CLINIC

nuspnal Universitari

Ifeltvery

hospital team

Every month, they
conduct incredibly

thorough analy ses
on me. It's mind-

blowing. /

Ifind the
emergency room at
the Clinic to be
gloomy , unsanitary,
‘and "catastrophic”.

strengthin the legs. specialtie
Repeating e T Having Frre Online consdltations are very
clinicaltests. | ¢ o0 e Sy home useful and practical
4/
WHAT IS FRUSTRATINC WHAT IS MOTIVATING The educators
are lovely
\ G Having the.
The . Being questioned e i Exceptin the emergency — NOSPitalization Cres
ambulance about why Iam in timein the room, | never hav e to wait, is perfectand under control
takes a long the emergency emergency and they treat me very weil unbeatable. /
timetoamve. ./ depariment room





image3.png
REVIEW OF RESULTS FROM WORKSHOP 1

Need to integrate
clinical vision with
socialand
dependency
aspects.

Lack of more and
better patient

—  supportand
accompaniment

Fragmented
L information systems

The labeling of
complexity is
incomplete and not
agile enough

Heterogeneity of
resources R N
. resourees 1 pealthcare system
Lackof
communication Lacko
tools
e prioritization for
professionals at [— _this type of patient
differentlevels of

care ’

Lack of know ledge
about emergency
pathw ays

There aretoo
many assurptions
made; it w ould be
necessary toask
patients more
often.

NEW SHARED
PROTOCOLS

4

Shared discharge
and post-discharge
education

-_— 7

Implementing Pre-

Intensifying post-
discharge visits

Developing a
standarized and

collaborative
W'_/
Shared social
netw orks

S—

Coordination with the

Disch: if
charge uniformly ol
7 7
Simplifying Aligning admissions
processes (efficient | ey
and transparent) Patient-centered
Maximizing the —protocdl__)
amount of time Ensuring a good
patients spend at death for patient
homme: /
T Pre-hospitalization
available resources (Lo easesee
(nutritonist (toprevent iCU
rehabiltation | COLENS)
Fragiity unit
“Incorporation of (exarples from the
good habits United Kingdom,
reducing alcohol Hospital de Sant
consumption,
smoking, and

sedentary fifestyle j#

IMPROVEMENTS
IN

STRATIFICATION

Stratified and Qualitative
Assessment Instruments
e ——

NEW
TECHNOLOGICAL
SOLUTIONS

__’___/

Usable and Automated
Digital Tools for
Patients

Agile and Fast Digital
Communication Tools

betw een Services
el

Increasing Sensitivity
among Professionals

Hospital Universitari

Promotion of the
Chronicity Program
by the Department

Incorporating New
Professional Profiles

Mechanisms for
Prioritizing Care

Specialized Teams
within Primary Care

Self-management of
Schedules and
Purchasing Capacity

Common Objectives
and hdicators

Payment Systems
m""c'aorz"‘e'ed that Promote Al




