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Abstract

Introduction: Stroke has a long-term impact on functional status and quality of life in multiple health domains. A
well-coordinated managed care program for stroke patients is crucial for ameliorating patients’ health and cost-
efficient use of resources. The aim of this study is the implementation and evaluation of an optimised cross-
sectoral, coordinated and managed care program for stroke patients bridging secondary and tertiary care.

Methods: In this multi-center mixed method sequentially controlled intervention study, stroke patients with
ischemic stroke (I63), transient ischemic attack and related syndromes (G45), or intracerebral haermorrhage (I64) will
be invited to participate. For a 12-months period, 235 consecutive patients are expected to be enrolled and
assigned standard of care treatment as an active control group. During the following 12 months, 235 consecutive
patients will be enrolled and assigned to a post stroke intervention program. The StroCare intervention consists of
repeated outpatient visits with specialized stroke teams, the implementation of a case manager, the use of an
electronical tool for communication between acute care, rehabilitation facilities, and out-patient care, and the
definition of individualized treatment targets. Patients will be followed up for 24 months. The primary outcome is
health-related quality of life measured by the Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System 10-
Question Short Form (PROMIS-10) at 12 months after the index event, i.e. stroke or TIA. For the qualitative survey of
the implementation process, 21 patients in the intervention group will be interviewed after implementation of the
interventions. In addition, 20 health care providers and staff members will be interviewed before and after
implementation. Additionally, economic outcomes will be evaluated after 6 and 12 months.
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Perspective: The study will not only provide information about the tested intervention but is likely to be helpful
for clinicians, suppliers of reimbursement, and researchers in implementing and evaluating complex interventions in
stroke care in general. With this program, the health care system will have a reference model at its disposal for
transfer to other regions and settings.

Trial registration: The trial is registered at ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT04159324). Approval of the local ethics committee
(Ethik-Kommission der Ärztekammer Hamburg, Niedersachsen, Schleswig-Holstein) has been obtained.

Keywords: Stroke, Quality of life, Stroke nurse, Case management, Implementation, Controlled trial

Introduction
Stroke is the most common cause of acquired long-term
disability [1]. Many stroke patients have to live with a re-
duced functionality and changes in quality of life [2]. In-
creased life expectancy with a higher risk of stroke events
and improved treatment interventions lead to more long-
term survivors. After diagnosis and initial acute care, in
general, inpatient or outpatient rehabilitative care follows
in specialized clinics before long-term outpatient guidance
by general physicians and neurologists. As a result, opti-
mizing early steps towards rehabilitative care and detect-
ing and preventing imminent recurrences at an early stage
are becoming increasingly important in stroke care.
At present patients, the process of finding a place for

neurorehabilitation and achieving treatment guarantee
by the health insurance is often time consuming and
leads to delay in the initiation of effective neurorehabil-
itative treatment [3].
Moreover, outpatient care after rehabilitation is largely

insufficient [4]. Often, no medically experienced contact
person is available for patients after rehabilitation [4].
This can lead to a compromised adherence to medica-
tion, insufficiently controlled risk factors and more fre-
quent recurrent events. A lack of information of either
the patients or their caregivers is one of the important
reasons why follow-up treatments are not performed [4].
In up to 50% of the cases, the treatment goals regarding
vascular risk factors are not met [5]. This represents a
worldwide problem which was already by the World
Health Organization WHO [6]. Complications needing
treatment including repeated hospitalisations pose a
strain for patients as well as for the healthcare system
[7]. Furthermore, optimal stroke treatment depends on a
multidisciplinary involvement and cooperation between
in-patient clinics, general practitioners and physio- and
occupational therapists, which is often lacking [4].
In order to improve stroke care in Germany, specific

programs have been developed and are being tested. The
program STROKE-OWL focuses on providing “stroke-
guides”, similar to a case-manager (https://stroke-owl.
de). The program SANO intends to build an integrated
(intersectoral and interprofessional) network for stroke
patients [8].

Stroke patients´ impairment to their quality of life can
be measured by patient-reported outcomes (PROMs)
and is associated with stroke severity and comorbidi-
ties(D. L. [9]). The EPOS approach comprised the imple-
mentation of the International Consortium for Health
Outcome Measurement (ICHOM) Standard set for
Stroke in clinical routine (David Leander [10]) and re-
peatedly assessed quality of life in follow ups at different
time points after stroke [11].

Methods
Aim of the study
The aim of the present study is to evaluate cross-
sectoral, coordinated and evidence-based stroke care
(StroCare) in three hospitals and five rehabilitation cen-
ters, with three objectives: a) to assess the intervention
effects on outcomes (effectiveness); b) to explore the im-
plementation process; and c) to investigate economic
outcomes.

Study description and study design
The StroCare intervention will be evaluated in a multi-
center mixed-methods sequentially controlled interven-
tion study with a longitudinal design (Fig. 1). Onset is
acute inpatient stroke treatment with subsequent neuro-
logical rehabilitation. Patients will be enrolled during
their initial stay at the stroke unit for the control and
intervention group during a 12months period each,
starting with the control group. Afterwards, the inter-
vention will be deployed and enrolment in the interven-
tion group will start. For individual patients, the
intervention will cover a period of 24 months. The inter-
vention effects on outcomes will be evaluated by a quan-
titative survey 12 and 24months after stroke. In terms of
the implementation process, qualitative interviews will
be conducted with patients after the implementation of
the interventions. Additionally, employees (doctors,
nurses, and IT staff) involved in the study will be inter-
viewed before and after the implementation of the inter-
ventions. Comparative analyses of health-care costs are
planned 6 and 12months after admission with admitted
permission to insurance data files. Enrolment of patients
in the control group started in January 2020. Scheduled
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duration of the entire study from first-patient-in to last-
patient-out has been extended from 24 to 36months
due to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Eligibility criteria
Patients will be included according to the following cri-
teria: treatment at one of the participating acute clinics,
diagnosis (ICD-10) of ischemic attack (I63), transient is-
chemic attack and related syndromes (G45), intracere-
bral haemorrhage (I64), insurance with the BARMER
health insurance agency, sufficient mastery of German

language and written informed consent. BARMER insur-
ance membership is necessary due to its cooperation to
defray the follow-up examination costs and to give ac-
cess to patient data. Exclusion is based on the following
criteria: premorbid score of mRS≥4, present diagnosis of
artificial respiration (Z99.1), dementia (F00.x., F01.x. or
G30.x) or aphasia (R47), substantially impaired commu-
nication capacity due to aphasia or dementia and admis-
sion to a nursing home following the acute treatment.
Patients will be screened by study nurses via electronic

health record for diagnosis and insurance company after

Fig. 1 Exprected patient flow diagram for the assessment of effectiveness
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admission to the stroke unit. They will not be involved
in patients´ treatment.

Sample size calculation
In order to assess the effectiveness of the StroCare inter-
vention, the two prospective groups will include all pa-
tients insured with the health insurance BARMER who
will be hospitalised in one of the three participating
clinics over a period of 24 months for stroke treatment
and have given their written consent. Previous studies
showed moderate to large effects of similar interventions
on health-related quality of life with standardized mean
differences (Cohen’s d) between treatment and control
groups ranging from 0.2 to 0.6 [8, 12]. We aim to iden-
tify a moderate effect (Cohen’s d=0.3) of the intervention
on patient’s experienced health-related quality of life.
With a power of 80% and an alpha error of 0.025 (ad-
justed for two primary endpoints, the two subscales of
the PROMIS-10), a sample size of N=213 patients per
group (426 in total) will be needed. Accounting for an
expected dropout rate of 10% results in a necessary sam-
ple size of 235 per group (470 in total). In the past few
years, approximately 600 patients insured with BARMER
with a diagnosis of stroke were treated annually in the
three participating clinics. In the planned time frame of
24 months we thus expect to enroll the planned number
of 426 patients if 39% of 1200 participants participate.
For the qualitative interviews it is indicated that on

average 12 interviews are sufficient to reach theoretical
saturation [13]. Thus, the planned sample size of a max-
imum of 21 patients enrolled in the intervention group
and 20 employees of different departments (doctors,
nurses, and IT staff) represents a meaningful basis for
the investigation of the experience gained during the
implementation.

Arms and interventions
StroCare intervention
The key element will be, on the one hand, improved co-
operation between the various health care providers
across sectoral boundaries (acute hospital, neurological
rehabilitation, outpatient aftercare) and a health insur-
ance company. In addition, optimized secondary preven-
tion, risk factor control and risk adjustment in
accordance with guidelines is going to be achieved by es-
tablishing a specific follow-up care offer at all participat-
ing neurological clinics. The StroCare intervention is a
multicomponent procedure aimed at different persons
and points of stroke care. Its main components are:

� Primary contact - A study nurse of the department
of Neurology of the UKE will contact the patient
during primary acute stroke treatment. This nurse
will be the responsible contact person for the patient

for all medical questions for the next two years. The
outpatient managed care will also be organised by
the stroke nurse. Every three months for the
following two years, the responsible stroke nurse
maintains contact to the patient via telephone and
every six months, arranges a consultation with the
patient in the outpatient clinic including a check-up
(ECG, blood samples) and a physical examination.

� Outpatient managed care - To achieve an well-
structured outpatient care and to ensure regular
follow-up appointments, the patients will be sched-
uled for a check-up and physical examination every
six months at the respective acute clinic. The
follow-up treatment will be performed by a study
nurse and a neurologist experienced in stroke care
and will comprise a neurological examination, ca-
rotid and intracranial ultrasound, evaluation of risk
factors, and planning of further treatment.

� Case Management - In addition to establishing
contact with a stroke nurse, each patient is assigned
a case manager. The case manager acts on behalf of
the health insurance company and the first contact
is made during acute inpatient care. The case
manager supports the patient regarding
organisational issues, whereby the individual social
situation is taken into account. In addition to care-
relevant issues from the statutory health insurance
system (like a request for classification of the degree
of care), issues concerning the social nursing care in-
surance will also be addressed. The family, profes-
sional and financial situation, the housing situation
and mobility factors, other health risk factors, and
co-morbidities are taken into account by the case
manager. Further non-medical context factors for
patient-centered monitoring are, for example, exist-
ing responsibilities of the proxy and living wills, reli-
gious affiliation, private interests, and relevant
biographical events. The Case Management should
prevent disruptions between inpatient and out-
patient care. It initiates and organizes seamless
transitions.

� Coverage of costs by the health insurance company -
By participating in StroCare, additionally to standard
care costs are generated through study nurses, case
manager, IT-portal, and neurological outpatient
follow-up examinations in the UKE. These costs are
paid by the insurance company as well as the stand-
ard care costs of neurological rehabilitation .

� Electronical allocation of capacities (rehabilitation
portal) - Within StroCare an electronic
rehabilitation portal will be implemented to speed
up and secure a tailored referral to the five
cooperating rehabilitation clinics. The portal is also
meant to ensure efficient information transfer
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(medical reports, pictures, diagnostics) (see Fig. 2 for
a comparison of the control and the intervention
group).

The portal establishes a network between the acute
care hospitals and rehabilitation clinics in order to en-
able a direct and fast exchange of information (see Fig.
2b). Through the rehabilitation portal a direct inquiry
for available capacities can be placed by an employee of
the acute hospital to the rehabilitation clinics. Employees
of the rehabilitation clinics are able to register when and
where vacancies for neurological rehabilitation are avail-
able. Once a suitable rehabilitation clinic for the patient
is found, the according reports and images can be sent
directly to the clinic via the rehabilitation portal. With
this software, a seamless transition in treatment is sup-
posed to be achieved, whilst the staff members adminis-
trative tasks are reduced.

Standard care
Patients allocated to the control group experience the
usual stroke care. After initial treatment at an acute
clinic, a request for rehabilitation to the health insurance
company has to be submitted and approved. Afterwards
a suitable clinic for a neurological or geriatric rehabilita-
tion with available capacities has to be found. This may
not be achieved immediately after initial stroke treat-
ment by the differently focused acute therapists, and in
addition, not every patient receives the rehabilitation
treatment best suitable for her/him [3].

Outcome measures
Effectiveness
In order to assess the effect of intervention, patient-
reported outcomes will be surveyed measuring health-
related quality of life (Fig. 3). They will be measured 12,
and 24 months after baseline, using the questionnaire
“Patient Reported Outcome Information System 10-
Question Short Form” (PROMIS-10). The PROMIS-10
is a standardized questionnaire and consists of two
scales measuring mental health and physical health [14],
respectively, which will serve as the two primary out-
comes. For evaluation of the PROMIS-10, at first a sum
score and afterwards a t-score with standardized t-values
is calculated. Reference of M ± SD= 50 ± 10 regards to a
sample of healthy American subjects.
Additionally, the secondary outcome of depression and

anxiety symptoms will be measured at all time points,
using the “Patient Health Questionnaire-4” (PHQ-4) [15].
This questionnaire entails the two dimensions, depressive
and anxiety symptoms, with two items each. The sum
score ranges from 0 to 6 in each dimension. A score of 3
or higher indicates a potential anxiety or depression. The
patient’s functional status will be assessed by the modified
Rankin Scale questionnaire (smRSq) [16]. The scale of the
smRSq ranges from 0 (“no symptoms”) to 6 (“death”). The
outcomes of overall survival and stroke recurrence will be
measured with the ICHOM-Standard set for Stroke [11].
The ICHOM-Standard Set for Stroke was developed
under the coordination of the International Consortium
for Health Outcomes Measurements (ICHOM) and mea-
sures a range of patient-reported outcomes from function-
ality to general health status. Further secondary outcomes

Fig. 2 Placement allocation in usual care and in the StroCare intervention. a usual care: medical staff inquires separately by telephone for
vacancies in rehabilitation clinics. b StroCare: all inquiries are forwarded to the rehabilitation clinics and back via electronical platform
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are: utilization of health care services, patient’s waiting
time between treatment phases, success in regaining target
values of relevant risk factors (blood pressure, LDL-
cholesterol, HbA1c) and costs. These parameters will be
measured via the medical patient record and the rehabili-
tation portal. Also, a sociodemographic questionnaire will

be used, measuring age, gender, living situation, partner-
ship, vascular and non-vascular comorbidities.

Process evaluation outcomes
With the aim of evaluating the implementation process
a qualitative survey will be performed. For conducting

Fig. 3 Outcome measures
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qualitative interviews with patients and employees dur-
ing the intervention phase a semi-structured interview
guide will be developed. Five of the indicators proposed
by Proctor et al. [17] [17] will be the focus in the inter-
views and evaluation process acceptability, adoption, ap-
propriateness, feasibility and fidelity. Moreover, to
explore the patient-centeredness of the intervention, ac-
cess to care and clinician-patient relationship will be in-
vestigated [18]. Finally satisfaction with treatment will be
explored. Interviews will be conducted by scientific staff.

Economic evaluation outcomes
Primary economic outcomes are inpatient and out-
patient costs, costs for medication and nursery.

Data analysis
Analysis of effectiveness outcomes
The structural equality of the control and intervention
groups at baseline will be examined to detect imbal-
ances, using descriptive statistical analysis.
In order to evaluate the intervention effect on the two

primary outcomes at the 12-months follow-up, data will
be analyzed using linear mixed models. In the fixed part
of the model, exposure to the intervention (StroCare vs
usual care) will be included as the independent variable
of interest. Potential confounding variables will be added
as fixed effects in case of baseline imbalance, including
demographic characteristics, stroke type and severity of
stroke symptoms, as well as vascular and systemic fea-
tures. The random effects part of the model will include
variance parameters for the intercept and for the treat-
ment effect across the participating clinics, respectively.
Findings regarding the primary outcomes with an alpha
error rate below 0.025 will be considered statistically sig-
nificant (Bonferroni adjustment for two outcomes).
The primary outcome at the 24-months follow-up and

the secondary outcomes will be analyzed using similarly
structured models. In the case that data are not normally
distributed, generalized mixed models will be applied.
Findings regarding the secondary outcomes with an
alpha error rate below 0.05 will be considered statisti-
cally significant.
Parameter estimates will be reported with 95% confi-

dence intervals. Missing values will be handled using
multiple imputation.

Analysis of the process outcomes
The audio recordings of the conducted interviews will
be transcribed. Qualitative data will be analyzed using
qualitative content analysis based on P. Mayring [19]. A
deductive-inductive approach will be used with deduct-
ive categories derived from literature and inductive de-
rived from the analysis of the qualitative interviews. This

method was chosen for its structuring and at the same
time adaptable approach.

Analysis of the economic outcomes
We will employ both two-part (binomial, gamma) and
generalized linear models (gamma distributed outcome)
to analyze health care costs, because these models can
incorporate the special features of cost distributions –
i.e. right skewed distributions that contain a large pro-
portion of zero values [20]. Cox-regression or frailty
models as well as generalized linear models will be con-
sidered to analyze secondary outcomes such as rehospi-
talizations, the duration of hospital stays or the
utilization of specific services.

Contacts
Consortium management is executed by the Depart-
ment of Neurology of the University Medical Center
Hamburg-Eppendorf. Recruitment of patients is car-
ried out in cooperation further with two acute care
hospitals: Albertinen Krankenhaus and Elbe-Kliniken-
Stade-Buxtehude-GmbH. The participating rehabilita-
tion clinics are Reha-Centrum-Hamburg-GmbH,
Klinikum-Bad-Bramstedt-GmbH, MediClin-Klinikum-
Soltau-GmbH, VAMED-Klinik-Geesthacht and VAME
D-Rehaklinik-Damp. Development and execution of
the technical intervention is performed by Forcare-
GmbH and the department of information technology
of UKE. As part of the intervention, the case manage-
ment will be carried out by the health care insurance
BARMER and Lohman & Birkner Medical Service-
Center GmbH. Evaluation is performed by the De-
partment of Medical Psychology and the Department
of Health Economics and Health Care Research at
University Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf.

Perspective
This study combines different aspects of health care (pri-
mary contact, outpatient managed care, case manage-
ment, coverage of costs by the health insurance
company and an electronical allocation of capacities) in
order to improve managed care of stroke patients. The
study will not only provide information on the tested
intervention but is likely to be helpful for stakeholders
and researchers implementing and evaluating complex
interventions in stroke care in general. The StroCare in-
terventions will be established at three acute-care clinics
with different care structures including five rehabilita-
tion clinics in northern Germany and a nationwide
health insurance company. Thus, the health care system
will have an evaluated reference model at its disposal for
transfer to other regions as well as organizational struc-
tures and processes.

Rimmele et al. Neurological Research and Practice             (2021) 3:7 Page 7 of 9



Abbreviations
StroCare: Inter-sectoral, coordinated and evidence-based stroke care;
PROMs: Patient-reported outcomes; ICHOM: International Consortium for
Health Outcomes Measurements; ICHOM-SSS: ICHOM Standard Set for Stroke;
PROMIS-10: Patient Reported Outcome Information System 10-Question
Short Form; PHQ-4: Patient Health Questionnaire-4; UKE: University Medical
Center of Hamburg-Eppendorf

Acknowledgements
The authors thank Ramona Meister and Lisa Lebherz (Department of Medical
Psychology, University Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf) for their contri-
bution to the funding proposal.

Authors’ contributions
LR and TS contributed to the design of the study and wrote the manuscript.
CB, AE, CG, MR, and HS contributed to the design of the study, and revised
the manuscript critically for important intellectual content. MH, LK, and GT
conceptualized and designed the study, and revised the manuscript critically
for important intellectual content. All authors approved the final version and
take responsibility for the accuracy and integrity of the study.

Funding
The sturdy receives funding from the Innovation Fund of the German
Federal Joint Committee (01NVF18022).

Availability of data and materials
Data will be made anonymous by the research staff during transcription.
After completion of the project, the research data/primary data will be
stored for another 10 years on durable and secure carriers of the project
group in accordance with the proposals for safeguarding good scientific
practice of the DFG – German Research Foundation (www.dfg.de). Data
evaluation will be carried out by the research staff and no personal data will
be published or passed on to third parties. Upon reasonable request that
includes a methodologically sound proposal for the usage of data that is
also approved by the responsible review committee data may be shared.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Data collection, analysis and preservation will be carried out according to
established standards as good scientific practice, good clinical practice,
guidelines and recommendations to ensure good epidemiological practice,
and good practice of secondary analysis. The participation in the study is
voluntary and has no influence on the further care of the patient. All
patients will be informed in detail about the study contents and have to
provide written consent. The risks of participation in this study for the
patients are estimated to be very low for patients. Potentially occurring
unexpected risks will be monitored regularly by scientific project
management. The Ethics Committee of the Chamber of Physicians of the
City Hamburg has approved this study. The trial is registered at clinicaltrials.
gov (NCT04159324).

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
LR, TS, CB, AE, MH, HS, and LK report no conflict of interest. CG reports
personal fees from Amgen, Bayer Vital, Bristol-Myers Squibb, Boehringer
Ingelheim, Sanofi Aventis, Abbott, and Prediction Biosciences outside the
submitted work. GT reports receiving consulting fees from Acandis, grant
support, and lecture fees from Bayer, lecture fees from Boehringer Ingelheim,
Bristol-Myers Squibb/Pfizer, and Daiichi Sankyo, and consulting fees and lec-
ture fees from Stryker outside the submitted work. MR reports lecture and
consulting fees from Bayer Vital, Bristol-Myers Squibb, Pfizer, Boehringer
Ingelheim, and Daiichi Sankyo outside the submitted work.

Author details
1Department of Neurology, University Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf,
Martinistr. 52, 20246 Hamburg, Germany. 2Department of Medical
Psychology, University Medical Center Hamburg-Eppendorf, Martinistr. 52,
20246 Hamburg, Germany. 3Department of Health Economics and Health
Care Research, University Medical Center Hamburg Eppendorf, Martinistraße
52, 20246 Hamburg, Germany. 4Department of Neurology and Neurological

Early Rehabilitation, Albertinen Krankenhaus, Süntelstraße 11A, 22457
Hamburg, Germany. 5Department of Neurology, Elbe Klinik Stade,
Bremervörderstraße 111, 21682 Stade, Germany. 6Department of Neurology,
University Medical Center Göttingen, Robert-Koch-Str. 40, 37075 Göttingen,
Germany.

Received: 2 January 2021 Accepted: 13 January 2021

References
1. Johnson, C. O., et al. (2019). Global, regional, and National Burden of stroke,

1990–2016: A systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study
2016. The Lancet Neurology, 18(5), 439–458.

2. Chen, Q., Cao, C., Gong, L., & Zhang, Y. (2019). Health related quality of life
in stroke patients and risk factors associated with patients for return to
work. Medicine, 98(16), e15130.

3. Unrath, M., Kalic, M., & Berger, K. (2013). Who Receives Rehabilitation after
Stroke?: Data from the Quality Assurance Project ‘Stroke Register Northwest
Germany.’. Deutsches Ärzteblatt International, 110(7), 101–107.

4. Hempler, I., Woitha, K., Thielhorn, U., & Farin, E. (2018). Post-stroke care
after medical rehabilitation in Germany: A systematic literature review
of the current provision of stroke patients. BMC Health Services Research,
18(1), 1–9.

5. Heuschmann, P. U., et al. (2015). Control of Main risk factors after Ischaemic
stroke across Europe: Data from the stroke-specific module of the
EUROASPIRE III survey. European Journal of Preventive Cardiology, 22(10),
1354–1362.

6. World Health Organization (2004). “The Global Burden of Disease 2004.”
Update, World Health Organization, (pp. 43–50) of 146.

7. Kolominsky-Rabas, P. L., et al. (2006). Lifetime cost of ischemic stroke in
Germany: Results and National Projections from a population-based stroke
registry - the Erlangen stroke project. Stroke, 37(5), 1179–1183.

8. Eichner, F. A., et al. (2020). Trial design and pilot phase results of a cluster-
randomised intervention trial to improve stroke care after hospital discharge
– The structured ambulatory post-stroke care program (SANO). European
Stroke Journal, 1–9.

9. Rimmele, D. L., et al. (2020). Health-related quality of life 90 days after
stroke assessed by the international consortium for health outcome
measurement standard set. European Journal of Neurology, 27(12), 2508–
2516.

10. Rimmele, D. L., et al. (2019). Outcome evaluation by patient reported
outcome measures in stroke clinical practice (EPOS) protocol for a
prospective observation and implementation study. Neurological Research
and Practice, 0, 1–7.

11. International Consortium for Health Outcomes Measurement (ICHOM).
2017. “Measuring Results That Matter Ability to Communicate Stroke.
Data Collection Reference Guide.” http://www.ichom.org/medical-
conditions/stroke: 32.

12. Ahmadi, M., et al. (2020). A support Programme for secondary
prevention in patients with transient Ischaemic attack and minor stroke
(INSPiRE-TMS): An open-label, randomised controlled trial. The Lancet
Neurology, 19(1), 49–60.

13. Guest, G., Bunce, A., & Johnson, L. (2006). How many interviews are
enough?: An experiment with data saturation and variability. Field Methods,
18(1), 59–82.

14. Cella, D., et al. (2010). Initial adult health item banks and first wave
testing of the patient reported outcomes measurement information
system (PROMIS) network. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 63(11),
1179–1194.

15. Löwe, B., et al. (2010). A 4-Item Measure of Depression and Anxiety :
Validation and Standardization of the Patient Health Questionnaire-4 ( PHQ-
4 ) in the General Population. Journal of Affective Disorders, 122(1–2), 86–95.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2009.06.019.

16. Bruno, A., et al. (2011). Simplified modified Rankin scale questionnaire.
Stroke, 42(8), 2276–2279. https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.111.
613273.

17. Proctor, E., et al. (2011). Outcomes for implementation research:
Conceptual distinctions, measurement challenges, and research agenda.
Administration and Policy in Mental Health and Mental Health Services
Research, 38(2), 65–76.

Rimmele et al. Neurological Research and Practice             (2021) 3:7 Page 8 of 9

http://www.dfg.de
http://clinicaltrials.gov
http://clinicaltrials.gov
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04159324
http://www.ichom.org/medical-conditions/stroke:
http://www.ichom.org/medical-conditions/stroke:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2009.06.019
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.111.613273
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.111.613273


18. Scholl, I., Zill, J. M., Härter, M., & Dirmaier, J. (2014). An integrative model of
patient-centeredness-a systematic review and concept analysis. PLoS One, 9(9),
e107828.

19. Mayring, P., & Gahleitner, S. B. (2019). “Qualitative Inhaltsanalyse.” Handbuch
qualitative Methoden in der Sozialen Arbeit, (pp. 295–304).

20. Mihaylova, B., Briggs, A., O’Hagan, A., & Thompson, S. G. (2011). Review of
statistical methods for ANALYSING healthcare resources and costs. Health
Economics, 20, 897–916.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Rimmele et al. Neurological Research and Practice             (2021) 3:7 Page 9 of 9


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Perspective
	Trial registration

	Introduction
	Methods
	Aim of the study
	Study description and study design
	Eligibility criteria
	Sample size calculation
	Arms and interventions
	StroCare intervention
	Standard care

	Outcome measures
	Effectiveness
	Process evaluation outcomes
	Economic evaluation outcomes

	Data analysis
	Analysis of effectiveness outcomes
	Analysis of the process outcomes
	Analysis of the economic outcomes

	Contacts
	Perspective
	Abbreviations

	Acknowledgements
	Authors’ contributions
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Author details
	References
	Publisher’s Note

