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Background: Lack of adherence to prescribed therapies and poor symptom recognition are 

common reasons for recurring hospitalizations among heart failure (HF) patients. The purpose 

of this literature review is to examine the effectiveness of HF self-care interventions in relation 

to clinical events and symptom burden.

Methods: A systematic review of randomized controlled trials with a HF self-care measure was 

conducted. The PubMed, CINAHL, and Medline databases were searched between 2010 and 2014, 

using the keyword “heart failure” in combination with the terms “self-care”, “self-management”, 

“self-care maintenance”, “self-care confidence”, “symptoms”, and “hospitalizations”. Outcomes 

of interest were clinical events and/or symptom burden.

Results: Nine studies met the inclusion criteria. HF education was the core of all interventions 

examined. Dose and strategies varied across studies. All interventions that effectively decreased 

clinical events included education on how to respond to worsening HF symptoms.

Conclusion: Knowledge alone does not improve HF self-care behaviors or reduce the risk 

of clinical events and/or symptom burden. Interventions that augment self-confidence or self-

efficacy to perform optimal self-care management and self-care maintenance may be useful.

Keywords: heart failure, self-care, self-management, self-care maintenance, self-care 

confidence, symptoms, hospitalizations

Introduction
Heart failure (HF) is a major public health concern worldwide in terms of morbidity, 

mortality, and cost. Currently, an estimated 5.8 million Americans are diagnosed with 

HF, with associated costs estimated at over $30 billion dollars annually.1 The incidence 

of HF increases with age, and the prevalence of HF is predicted to increase by 46% 

by 2030. Despite advances in pharmacological and medical management, mortality 

rates remain high, with 50% of patients dying within 5 years of diagnosis.1 In terms 

of morbidity, HF is responsible for more than one million hospitalizations annually. 

Importantly, many hospitalizations are for symptom management and considered 

preventable.2 Efforts to decrease hospitalization risk include providing guideline-based 

treatment which involves maximizing pharmacotherapy and improving self-care.3

Patients with HF require education in order to adapt to their chronic condition 

and perform self-care behaviors. Despite receiving HF education and perceiving 

HF information as important, patients often have low levels of knowledge and lack 

a clear understanding of the causes of HF.4,5 Similarly, patients with HF often do 

not understand how and when self-care behaviors should be performed.6 The most 

favorable strategy for promoting HF self-care should be straightforward, standardized, 
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and practical for a variety of health care providers and 

patient populations.7

Self-care strategies are a vital link empowering patients 

to take responsibility for their health. Consequently, self-care 

strategies are patient-centric as opposed to provider-centric.8 

It is important to note that terminology related to self-care 

varies across the literature. For the purpose of this review, 

operational definitions of self-care are based on the work by 

Riegel and Dickson.9 Accordingly, self-care encompasses 

self-care maintenance and self-care management behaviors 

that are moderated by self-care confidence.9–11 Self-care 

maintenance is defined as daily activities that maintain clini-

cal stability. Typically, these are adherence behaviors, such 

as taking medications, limiting dietary sodium, and daily 

monitoring of symptoms and weight. Self-care management 

involves recognizing a change in symptoms and responding 

to this change by taking an extra diuretic, limiting fluids, 

or calling one’s health care provider. Self-care confidence 

is the belief in one’s ability to perform self-care behaviors 

effectively. Although self-care confidence is an important 

determinant of self-care, it is not self-care per se.9,11 Symptom 

monitoring is a challenge for HF patients. In particular, 

determining the meaning or importance of symptoms and 

differentiating HF symptoms from other comorbid illnesses is 

difficult for patients.12,13 For example, early symptoms signal-

ing impending decompensation (eg, increasing fatigue and 

weight gain) are not specific to the syndrome, and only 33% 

of patients weigh themselves frequently or always.14 Patients 

also commonly attribute these symptoms to less threatening 

illness, and symptoms may increase insidiously, impeding 

early recognition.4,13 Timely reporting of symptoms and or 

self-management can lead to early intervention, improving 

quality of life and decreasing hospitalization risk.7

Effective management of HF is a major challenge for 

both HF patients and their health care providers for several 

reasons. Patients with HF are generally older in age and 

often have complex comorbid illness profiles. As a result, 

polypharmacy related to both HF and comorbid illnesses 

further complicate management by providers and the patient’s 

ability to achieve effective self-care.15,16 In addition, cognitive 

dysfunction is common among patients with HF, potentially 

affecting self-care capacity.17–19 Published HF guidelines 

emphasize the importance of self-care behaviors to decrease 

clinical events requiring hospitalization.3,20 Consequently, 

the importance of HF patients using self-care strategies to 

maintain and manage their illness is critical.

Limitations of prior HF reviews include inconsistent 

differentiation of self-care maintenance versus self-care 

management, inclusion of telehealth studies, and omission 

of outcomes (eg, symptom burden and clinical events).8,21,22 

Self-care maintenance behaviors are important to maintain 

clinical stability, but when employed alone are insufficient 

in preventing clinical events such as hospitalization.23–26 In 

addition, HF management decisions using telehealth is not 

the equivalent of self-care management as providers rather 

than patients are managing the illness. Symptom burden 

and clinical events were not included as outcome measures 

in the review by Barnason et al.21 A review by Ditewig et al 

examined the effectiveness of self-management interventions 

with regard to clinical events and quality of life. Although the 

authors reported a positive if not always significant improve-

ment in clinical events and quality of life, some studies in 

the review were not true self-management interventions.8 

As symptoms drive health care utilization, interventions that 

address skill in self-management of symptoms are needed to 

avert hospitalization. Therefore, the purpose of this review 

was to identify effective HF self-care management interven-

tions that decrease clinical event risk and reduce symptom 

burden.

Methods
A systematic review of randomized controlled trials was 

conducted.27–29 Electronic databases (PubMed, CINAHL, 

and Medline) were searched using the key word “heart 

failure” in combination with the terms “self-care”, 

“self-management”, “self-care maintenance”, “self-care 

confidence”, “symptoms”, and “hospitalizations”. A hand 

search was conducted on studies retrieved. The inclusion 

criteria were: randomized controlled trials with a HF self-care 

measure, specific self-management component in the inter-

vention, reported outcomes of interest which were clinical 

events and/or symptom burden, and studies published in 

English for the years 2010–2014. Clinical events were defined 

as unplanned contact with health care providers, emergency 

department admission, and hospitalization. Years were limited 

as prior reviews examined self-care interventions published 

for years 1996–2010.8,21,22 Intervention studies targeting self-

care knowledge alone were excluded because our outcome 

of interest focused on actual self-care behaviors. The authors 

reviewed abstracts followed by a full text review to support 

the reliability and validity of studies selected for the review. 

Consensus was reached among the authors on studies selected 

for inclusion. Two hundred and seventy citations were evalu-

ated for inclusion. Duplicate citations (n=29), nonrandomized 

clinical trials, studies that did not address self-care behaviors 

or outcomes of interest, and studies not available in English 
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were excluded (n=232; Figure 1). Nine studies (n=1,415 

participants) met the inclusion criteria for this review.

Results
Self-care interventions and clinical events
Eight of the nine randomized trials meeting the inclusion 

criteria reported on the relationship between self-care 

management and clinical events (Table 1). Interventions 

varied across studies in relation to educational content, 

educational dose, and timeframe to event. Most of the 

studies used written materials such as a HF booklet.7,30–33 

One investigator also created an audiotape of the HF educa-

tion session for participants30 and one provided a DVD on 

HF self-management.33 All but one study specified use of 

one-on-one education.7,30–36 Instrumental support included 

provision of weight scales,7,30–33 pill boxes and measuring 

cups,30 and a telemonitoring system with weight and blood 

pressure capability.36 Monitoring and reinforcement of 

education was done with follow-up telephone calls,30,31,33–35 

home visits,7,35 and daily symptom and weight diaries.7,34,35 

Few studies specified teaching patients in use of extra 

diuretic doses for worsening symptoms.7,31,34 Most studies 

limited the self-management component to recognizing and 

responding to worsening symptoms by contacting health 

care providers. Interestingly, six of eight studies reported 

improved self-care or knowledge scores,7,30–32,35,36 but only 

three studies reported a significant decrease in clinical 

events.32–34

The dose of the intervention did not consistently relate 

to frequency of clinical events. Among the interventions 

effective in reducing clinical events, the number of contacts 

ranged from a one-time one-hour educational session32 to 

six contacts.33,34 The study by Kommuri et al had the largest 

sample (n=265) and the shortest intervention (one hour).32 

The interventions in the studies by Lee et al and Shively 

et al used six sessions either in-person or by telephone.33,34 

Lee et al instructed participants (n=44) in use of a symp-

tom diary, evaluation of symptoms as clusters, and how 

to weigh themselves daily.34 Risk for a clinical event was 

higher in the usual care group at the 90-day follow-up (haz-

ards ratio 3.17, 95% confidence interval 1.09–9.16). The 

intervention (symptom graph, symptom clusters, weigh-

ing instructions) was similar to that used by Jurgens et al 

that did not reduce events at 90 days.7 The interventions 

differed in dose. Lee et al conducted five booster sessions 

via telephone over 90 days, whereas Jurgens et  al used 

one home visit to reinforce the education. Shively et  al 

employed a patient activation intervention which addressed 

information, motivation, and behavioral skills necessary 

for self-management. Participants received a tailored edu-

cation intervention based on their level of activation and 

self-selected goals. Participants also received instrumental 

support, including a blood pressure cuff, a pedometer, and 

a weight scale along with the DVD and booklet. Shively 

et al reported fewer hospitalizations in the low activation 

and high activation groups, but not the medium activation 

group.33 All interventions that effectively decreased clinical 

events included education on how to respond to worsening 

HF symptoms.

The intervention dose ranged from one contact to nine 

contacts in studies reporting little or no effect on clinical 

events.7,30,31,35,36 The study by De Walt et al (n=605) reported 

that a multisession intervention did not decrease clinical events 

over 12 months compared with a single session (incidence rate 

ratio 1.01, 95% confidence interval 0.83–1.22).31 However, 

the multisession intervention was beneficial in reducing 

HF-related hospitalizations for participants with low literacy. 

The usual care group received a single education session on 

salt avoidance and medication adherence, in addition to an 

educational manual and digital weight scale. The intervention 

group received usual care plus specific instructions on daily 

weights, diuretic self-adjustment, and five to eight follow-up 

telephone calls over 4 weeks. All participants in the study by 

Jurgens et al similarly received educational booklets and weight 

scales, which potentially blunted identification of differences 

in clinical events between the usual care and intervention 

groups.7 Seto et al reported no difference in number of clinical 

events among intervention group participants who received an 

individual educational session and a telemonitoring system to 

267 records identified via
database search  

3 records identified via
hand search 

270 total records
identified 

232 records did not
meet inclusion criteria
and were excluded  

38 records screened 29 duplicates excluded

9 records analyzed 

Figure 1 PRISMA flowchart for selection of evidence.
Abbreviation: PRISMA, Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and 
Meta-Analyses.

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Research Reports in Clinical Cardiology 2014:5submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

246

McGreal et al

T
ab

le
 1

 S
el

f-c
ar

e 
an

d 
cl

in
ic

al
 e

ve
nt

s

R
ef

er
en

ce
 a

nd
 a

im
Sa

m
pl

e/
m

et
ho

d/
in

te
rv

en
ti

on
s

C
lin

ic
al

 e
ve

nt
s

St
re

ng
th

s 
an

d 
lim

it
at

io
ns

D
av

is
 e

t 
al

30

A
im

T
o 

te
st

 t
he

 e
ffe

ct
 o

f a
 t

ar
ge

te
d 

in
te

rv
en

tio
n 

 
on

 s
el

f-c
ar

e,
 H

F 
kn

ow
le

dg
e,

 a
nd

 3
0-

da
y 

 
re

ad
m

is
si

on
s

U
SA

n=
12

5
U

C
 n

=6
2

IG
 n

=6
3

M
ea

n 
ag

e 
59

 (
SD

 1
3)

 y
ea

rs
53

%
 m

al
e

31
%

 w
hi

te
M

ea
su

re
s

1.
 �S

C
H

FI
 α

=0
.6

5–
0.

76
2.

 �D
ut

ch
 H

F 
kn

ow
le

dg
e

Sc
al

e 
α=

0.
39

In
te

rv
en

tio
ns

U
C

1.
 �S

ta
nd

ar
d 

di
sc

ha
rg

e 
te

ac
hi

ng
 (

ve
rb

al
 r

ev
ie

w
 o

f a
 H

F 
ed

uc
at

io
n 

 
bo

ok
le

t 
w

ith
 s

ym
pt

om
 r

ec
og

ni
tio

n,
 m

an
ag

em
en

t, 
ex

er
ci

se
,  

di
et

ar
y 

an
d 

flu
id

 r
es

tr
ic

tio
n,

 m
ed

ic
at

io
n 

ad
he

re
nc

e)
IG 1.

 �S
ta

nd
ar

d 
di

sc
ha

rg
e 

te
ac

hi
ng

 p
lu

s 
ta

rg
et

ed
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

te
ac

hi
ng

  
in

te
rv

en
tio

n 
w

hi
le

 h
os

pi
ta

liz
ed

 t
ai

lo
re

d 
to

 p
er

so
na

l r
ou

tin
e

a.
 �W

or
kb

oo
k 

w
ith

 p
ic

to
gr

am
s

b.
 �P

er
so

na
liz

ed
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

sc
he

du
le

 (
m

ed
ic

at
io

ns
,  

ap
po

in
tm

en
ts

, s
ym

pt
om

 d
oc

um
en

ta
tio

n)
c.

 �P
ro

bl
em

-s
ol

vi
ng

 s
es

si
on

 a
ud

io
-t

ap
ed

 a
nd

 g
iv

en
 t

o 
pa

tie
nt

d.
 �W

ei
gh

t 
sc

al
e

e.
 �P

ill
 b

ox
f. �

M
ea

su
ri

ng
 c

up
s

g.
 �S

al
t 

su
bs

tit
ut

e
h.

 �F
ol

lo
w

-u
p 

te
le

ph
on

e 
ca

ll 
24

–7
2 

ho
ur

s 
af

te
r 

di
sc

ha
rg

e 
 

to
 c

on
du

ct
 t

ea
ch

 b
ac

k 
se

ss
io

n

N
o 

di
ffe

re
nc

e 
in

 r
ea

dm
is

si
on

 r
at

es
  

be
tw

ee
n 

th
e 

gr
ou

ps
:

IG
 2

2%
, U

C
 1

9%
 a

t 
30

 d
ay

s
Se

lf-
ca

re
IG

 h
ad

 g
re

at
er

 b
ut

 n
ot

 s
ta

tis
tic

al
ly

 s
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

 
im

pr
ov

em
en

t 
in

 s
el

f-c
ar

e 
fo

r 
al

l s
ub

sc
al

es
D

ut
ch

 H
F 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
sc

or
es

 in
cr

ea
se

d 
 

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly

 in
 IG

(P
,

0.
00

1)
, b

ut
 d

ec
re

as
ed

 in
 U

C

St
re

ng
th

s
H

et
er

og
en

eo
us

 s
am

pl
e 

in
 t

er
m

s 
of

 
ge

nd
er

 a
nd

 e
th

ni
ci

ty
Li

m
ita

tio
ns

Sh
or

t 
in

te
rv

en
tio

n 
tim

e
A

ge
 2

1 
ye

ar
s 

an
d 

ol
de

r
D

ep
re

ss
io

n 
sc

al
e 

no
t 

va
lid

at
ed

 in
 

yo
un

g 
ad

ul
ts

Sm
al

l s
am

pl
e 

si
ze

Y
ou

ng
 m

ea
n 

ag
e

Si
ng

le
 a

ca
de

m
ic

 c
en

te
r

Sa
m

pl
e 

m
ai

nl
y 

bl
ac

k 
pa

tie
nt

s;
 

no
t 

re
pr

es
en

ta
tiv

e 
of

 d
iv

er
se

 
po

pu
la

tio
ns

D
eW

al
t 

et
 a

l31

A
im

T
o 

co
m

pa
re

 t
w

o 
di

ffe
re

nt
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

m
et

ho
ds

;  
si

ng
le

-s
es

si
on

 v
er

su
s 

m
ul

tis
es

si
on

 li
te

ra
cy

- 
se

ns
iti

ve
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

in
te

rv
en

tio
n 

an
d 

ef
fe

ct
  

on
 a

ll-
ca

us
e 

ho
sp

ita
liz

at
io

n 
an

d 
de

at
h

U
SA

n=
60

5
U

C
 n

=3
02

IG
 n

=3
03

M
ea

n 
ag

e 
60

.7
 (

SD
 1

3.
1)

 y
ea

rs
52

%
 m

al
e

39
%

 w
hi

te
16

%
 H

is
pa

ni
c

38
%

 b
la

ck
M

ea
su

re
s

1.
 �H

F 
qu

al
ity

 o
f l

ife
: i

m
pr

ov
in

g 
ch

ro
ni

c 
ill

ne
ss

 c
ar

e 
ev

al
ua

tio
n 

 
H

F 
sy

m
pt

om
 s

ca
le

 (
se

lf-
ca

re
 e

du
ca

tio
n 

an
d 

sy
m

pt
om

 b
ur

de
n)

*
2.

 �C
lin

ic
al

 e
ve

nt
s 

(a
ll-

ca
us

e 
ho

sp
ita

liz
at

io
n 

or
 d

ea
th

)

IG
 (

m
ul

tis
es

si
on

 in
te

rv
en

tio
n)

 d
id

 n
ot

  
de

cr
ea

se
 a

ll-
ca

us
e 

ho
sp

ita
liz

at
io

n 
an

d 
de

at
h 

 
at

 1
 y

ea
r

IR
R

 1
.0

1 
(9

5%
 C

I 0
.8

3–
1.

22
)

Se
lf-

ca
re

IG
 (

m
ul

tis
es

si
on

 g
ro

up
) 

ha
d 

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly

  
gr

ea
te

r 
im

pr
ov

em
en

t 
in

 s
el

f-c
ar

e 
at

 1
  

an
d 

6 
m

on
th

s,
 b

ut
 n

ot
 a

t 
12

 m
on

th
s

Ef
fe

ct
 o

f m
ul

tis
es

si
on

 d
iff

er
ed

 b
y 

lit
er

ac
y 

 
gr

ou
p

Lo
w

 li
te

ra
cy

 h
ad

 lo
w

er
 h

os
pi

ta
liz

at
io

n 
an

d 
 

de
at

h 
w

ith
 IR

R
 0

.7
5;

 9
5%

 C
I (

0.
45

–1
.2

5)

St
re

ng
th

s
La

rg
e 

sa
m

pl
e

Li
m

ita
tio

ns
C

an
no

t 
at

tr
ib

ut
e 

th
e 

ef
fe

ct
s 

to
 a

ny
 

si
ng

le
 e

le
m

en
t 

of
 t

he
 in

te
rv

en
tio

n
In

fo
rm

at
io

n 
on

 d
os

ag
es

 o
f 

m
ed

ic
at

io
ns

 n
ot

 c
ol

le
ct

ed
 n

or
 

nu
m

be
r 

of
 o

ut
pa

tie
nt

 v
is

its

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Research Reports in Clinical Cardiology 2014:5 submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

247

Heart failure self-care interventions

In
te

rv
en

tio
n

U
C

1.
 �4

0-
m

in
ut

e 
tr

ai
ni

ng
 s

es
sio

n 
on

 d
ai

ly
 s

el
f-a

ss
es

sm
en

t, 
ac

tio
n 

pl
an

  
fo

r 
ex

ac
er

ba
tio

n,
 s

al
t a

vo
id

an
ce

, e
xe

rc
ise

, m
ed

ic
at

io
n 

ad
he

re
nc

e
2.

 �E
du

ca
tio

na
l m

an
ua

l
3.

 �D
ig

ita
l w

ei
gh

t 
sc

al
e

IG 1.
 �4

0-
m

in
ut

e 
tr

ai
ni

ng
 s

es
sio

n 
on

 d
ai

ly
 s

el
f-a

ss
es

sm
en

t, 
ac

tio
n 

pl
an

  
fo

r 
ex

ac
er

ba
tio

n,
 s

al
t a

vo
id

an
ce

, e
xe

rc
ise

, m
ed

ic
at

io
n 

ad
he

re
nc

e
2.

 �E
du

ca
tio

na
l m

an
ua

l
3.

 �D
ig

ita
l w

ei
gh

t 
sc

al
e

4.
 �I

ns
tr

uc
tio

n 
on

 d
ai

ly
 w

ei
gh

ts
 t

o 
gu

id
e 

di
ur

et
ic

 s
el

f-a
dj

us
tm

en
t

5.
 �5

–8
 fo

llo
w

-u
p 

10
-m

in
ut

e 
ph

on
e 

ca
lls

 o
ve

r 
4 

w
ee

ks
 t

o 
re

in
fo

rc
e 

 
ed

uc
at

io
n 

an
d 

gu
id

e 
pa

tie
nt

 t
ow

ar
d 

be
tt

er
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

sk
ill

s

H
ig

h 
lit

er
ac

y 
ha

d 
hi

gh
er

 IR
R

 1
.2

2;
 9

5%
, C

I  
0.

99
–1

.5
0 

(P
=0

.0
04

8)
H

F-
re

la
te

d 
ho

sp
ita

liz
at

io
n

A
m

on
g 

lo
w

 li
te

ra
cy

, I
G

 h
ad

 a
 lo

w
er

 in
ci

de
nc

e 
 

ra
te

 0
.5

3;
 9

5%
 C

I 0
.2

5–
1.

12
 h

ig
h 

lit
er

ac
y 

ha
d 

a 
 

hi
gh

er
 r

at
e 

of
 1

.3
2 

(9
5%

 C
I 0

.9
2–

1.
88

; P
=0

.0
05

)
A

n 
in

te
ns

iv
e 

m
ul

tis
es

si
on

 in
te

rv
en

tio
n 

di
d 

 
no

t 
ch

an
ge

 c
lin

ic
al

 o
ut

co
m

es
 c

om
pa

re
d 

w
ith

  
a 

si
ng

le
-s

es
si

on
 in

te
rv

en
tio

n.
 P

eo
pl

e 
w

ith
  

lo
w

 li
te

ra
cy

 a
pp

ea
r 

to
 b

en
efi

t 
m

or
e 

fr
om

  
m

ul
tis

es
si

on
 in

te
rv

en
tio

n 
th

an
 p

eo
pl

e 
w

ith
  

hi
gh

 li
te

ra
cy

R
an

do
m

iz
at

io
n 

di
d 

no
t 

re
su

lt 
in

 e
ve

n 
di

st
ri

bu
tio

n 
be

tw
ee

n 
gr

ou
ps

 o
n 

H
F 

qu
al

ity
 o

f l
ife

 s
co

re
s 

(p
re

di
ct

or
 o

f h
os

pi
ta

liz
at

io
n)

C
on

du
ct

ed
 a

t 
on

ly
 fo

ur
 a

ca
de

m
ic

 
ce

nt
er

s,
 w

hi
ch

 m
ay

 li
m

it 
ge

ne
ra

liz
ab

ili
ty

Ju
rg

en
s 

et
 a

l7

A
im

T
o 

te
st

 t
he

 e
ffi

ca
cy

 o
f a

n 
H

F 
tr

ai
ni

ng
 p

ro
gr

am
  

on
 a

 p
at

ie
nt

’s
 a

bi
lit

y 
to

 r
ec

og
ni

ze
 a

nd
 r

es
po

nd
  

to
 c

ha
ng

es
 in

 H
F 

sy
m

pt
om

s
U

SA

n=
99

U
C

 n
=5

1
IG

 n
=4

8
M

ea
n 

ag
e 

67
.7

 (
SD

 1
2.

1)
 y

ea
rs

67
.7

%
 m

al
e

88
.9

%
 w

hi
te

M
ea

su
re

s
1.

 �S
C

H
FI

 a
t 

ba
se

lin
e 

an
d 

3 
m

on
th

s,
 α

=0
.4

3–
0.

83
2.

 �H
F 

so
m

at
ic

 p
er

ce
pt

io
n 

sc
al

e 
(s

ym
pt

om
 b

ur
de

n)
, α

=0
.8

7
3.

 �C
lin

ic
al

 e
ve

nt
s 

(H
F 

ho
sp

ita
liz

at
io

n,
 e

m
er

ge
nc

y 
de

pa
rt

m
en

t 
 

vi
si

t, 
de

at
h)

In
te

rv
en

tio
n

U
C

1.
 �B

oo
kl

et
 o

n 
H

F 
se

lf-
ca

re
2.

 �W
ei

gh
t 

sc
al

e
IG 1.

 �B
oo

kl
et

 o
n 

H
F 

se
lf-

ca
re

2.
 �W

ei
gh

t 
sc

al
e

3.
 �H

F 
sy

m
pt

om
 t

ra
in

in
g 

in
te

rv
en

tio
n:

 o
ne

 t
im

e 
on

e-
on

-o
ne

  
tr

ai
ni

ng
 b

y 
ad

va
nc

ed
 p

ra
ct

ic
e 

nu
rs

e 
us

in
g 

6-
m

in
ut

e 
w

al
k 

 
T

es
t 

to
 in

cr
ea

se
 e

ffo
rt

 fo
r 

de
te

ct
in

g 
di

ffe
re

nc
es

 in
 d

ys
pn

ea
  

an
d 

fa
tig

ue
4.

 �D
ai

ly
 s

ym
pt

om
 g

ra
ph

 o
f w

ei
gh

t, 
dy

sp
ne

a,
 fa

tig
ue

,  
an

d 
pr

es
en

ce
 o

f e
de

m
a

5.
 �M

ea
ni

ng
 o

f s
ym

pt
om

s 
(e

g,
 w

he
n 

to
 c

al
l p

ro
vi

de
r 

or
 t

ak
e 

an
  

ex
tr

a 
di

ur
et

ic
)

6.
 �F

ol
lo

w
-u

p 
vi

si
t 

1 
w

ee
k 

af
te

r 
tr

ai
ni

ng
 t

o 
re

vi
ew

 in
st

ru
ct

io
n

Pr
im

ar
y 

en
dp

oi
nt

: t
im

e 
to

 fi
rs

t 
H

F 
ho

sp
ita

liz
at

io
n,

 E
D

 v
is

it 
fo

r 
 

H
F,

 o
r 

H
F-

re
la

te
d 

ca
us

e 
an

d 
de

at
h

Ea
rl

y 
bu

t 
no

t 
su

st
ai

ne
d 

be
ne

fit
 o

n 
cl

in
ic

al
  

ev
en

ts
N

o 
di

ffe
re

nc
e 

be
tw

ee
n 

U
C

 a
nd

 IG
 in

 9
0-

da
y 

 
ev

en
t-

fr
ee

 s
ur

vi
va

l (
χ2 =

1.
53

, P
=0

.2
16

)
Se

lf-
ca

re
IG

 h
ad

 s
ta

tis
tic

al
ly

 s
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

  
in

 s
el

f-c
ar

e 
m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
, s

el
f-c

ar
e 

 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
an

d 
se

lf-
ca

re
 c

on
fid

en
ce

 fr
om

  
ba

se
lin

e 
to

 9
0 

da
ys

U
C

 h
ad

 s
ta

tis
tic

al
ly

 s
ig

ni
fic

an
t 

im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

  
in

 s
el

f-c
ar

e 
m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 a

nd
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 
 

fr
om

 b
as

el
in

e 
to

 9
0 

da
ys

IG
 h

ad
 g

re
at

er
 b

ut
 n

ot
 s

ta
tis

tic
al

ly
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
 

im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 in
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

m
ai

nt
en

an
ce

 a
nd

  
se

lf-
ca

re
 c

on
fid

en
ce

 c
om

pa
re

d 
w

ith
 U

C
U

C
 h

ad
 g

re
at

er
 b

ut
 n

ot
 s

ta
tis

tic
al

ly
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
 

im
pr

ov
em

en
t 

in
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

sc
or

es

St
re

ng
th

s
Ev

al
ua

te
d 

co
m

po
ne

nt
s 

of
 

in
te

rv
en

tio
n

Li
m

ita
tio

ns
Sm

al
l s

am
pl

e
Pr

im
ar

ily
 w

hi
te

, m
al

e 
sa

m
pl

e
In

ab
ili

ty
 t

o 
bl

in
d 

th
e 

in
di

vi
du

al
 

co
lle

ct
in

g 
te

le
ph

on
e 

da
ta (C

on
tin

ue
d)

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Research Reports in Clinical Cardiology 2014:5submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

248

McGreal et al

T
ab

le
 1

 (
Co

nt
in

ue
d)

R
ef

er
en

ce
 a

nd
 a

im
Sa

m
pl

e/
m

et
ho

d/
in

te
rv

en
ti

on
s

C
lin

ic
al

 e
ve

nt
s

St
re

ng
th

s 
an

d 
lim

it
at

io
ns

K
om

m
ur

i e
t 

al
32

A
im

T
o 

as
se

ss
 c

ha
ng

es
 in

 H
F 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
 

as
se

ss
m

en
ts

 b
et

w
ee

n 
a 

co
nt

ro
l g

ro
up

  
an

d 
a 

nu
rs

e 
ed

uc
at

or
 e

du
ca

tio
n 

se
ss

io
n

U
SA

n=
 2

65
U

C
 n

=1
37

IG
 n

=1
28

M
ea

n 
ag

e 
67

 y
ea

rs
61

%
 m

al
e

78
%

 w
hi

te
M

ea
su

re
s

1.
 �H

F 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

qu
es

tio
nn

ai
re

 a
t 

di
sc

ha
rg

e,
 3

0 
da

ys
, 6

0,
 9

0,
  

an
d 

18
0 

da
ys

 t
o 

as
se

ss
 H

F 
di

se
as

e 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
kn

ow
le

dg
e,

  
se

lf-
ca

re
 m

an
ag

em
en

t 
be

ha
vi

or
s 

an
d 

m
ed

ic
at

io
ns

, d
ie

t 
 

re
co

m
m

en
da

tio
ns

, a
nd

 s
al

t 
co

nt
en

t*
In

te
rv

en
tio

n
U

C
1.

 �S
ta

nd
ar

d 
di

sc
ha

rg
e 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n

IG 1.
 �S

ta
nd

ar
d 

di
sc

ha
rg

e 
in

fo
rm

at
io

n
2.

 �O
ne

 h
ou

r 
fa

ce
-t

o-
fa

ce
 n

ur
se

 e
du

ca
to

r 
de

liv
er

ed
 H

F 
pr

og
ra

m
   

a
. �

Pr
in

ci
pl

es
 o

f H
F

   
b

. �
D

ie
ta

ry
 s

od
iu

m
   

c
. �

Li
m

iti
ng

 fl
ui

ds
   

d
. �

D
iu

re
tic

 m
ec

ha
ni

sm
s

   
e

. �
R

at
io

na
le

 fo
r 

m
ed

ic
at

io
n

   
f.

 �D
ai

ly
 w

ei
gh

t 
m

on
ito

ri
ng

   
g

. �
Se

lf-
ca

re
 b

eh
av

io
rs

   
h

. �
M

ed
ic

at
io

n 
co

m
pl

ia
nc

e
   

i.
 �S

m
ok

in
g 

ce
ss

at
io

n
   

j.
 �A

vo
id

 n
on

st
er

oi
da

l m
ed

ic
at

io
ns

   
k

. �
R

es
po

ns
e 

to
 w

or
se

ni
ng

 s
ym

pt
om

s
   

l.
 �A

vo
id

 a
lc

oh
ol

   
m

. �
H

F 
gu

id
el

in
es

 in
 la

y 
te

rm
s

Pr
im

ar
y 

en
dp

oi
nt

: c
lin

ic
al

 e
ve

nt
s 

of
 h

os
pi

ta
liz

at
io

n 
or

 d
ea

th
  

w
ith

in
 1

80
 d

ay
s

C
ha

ng
e 

in
 H

F 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

sc
or

es
 fr

om
 b

as
el

in
e 

to
 3

0 
da

ys
  

an
d 

18
0-

da
y 

fo
llo

w
 u

p

IG
 h

ad
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

tly
 h

ig
he

r 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

sc
or

es
  

at
 3

 m
on

th
s 

co
m

pa
re

d 
w

ith
 U

C
. C

lin
ic

al
  

ev
en

ts
 a

ss
oc

ia
te

d 
w

ith
 lo

w
er

 H
F 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
 

(1
0 

ve
rs

us
 1

1,
 P

=0
.0

02
) 

an
d 

H
F 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

 
sc

or
es

 (
4 

ve
rs

us
 5

, P
=0

.0
01

) 
w

he
n 

co
m

pa
re

d 
 

w
ith

 p
at

ie
nt

s 
w

ith
ou

t 
cl

in
ic

al
 e

ve
nt

s
H

F 
nu

rs
e 

ed
uc

at
io

n 
at

 t
he

 t
im

e 
of

 h
os

pi
ta

l  
di

sc
ha

rg
e 

re
su

lts
 in

 im
pr

ov
ed

 p
at

ie
nt

  
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

an
d 

re
du

ce
d 

ri
sk

 o
f r

ea
dm

is
si

on
Se

lf-
ca

re
St

ro
ng

 a
ss

oc
ia

tio
n 

be
tw

ee
n 

H
F 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
 

an
d 

ad
he

re
nc

e 
to

 H
F 

se
lf-

ca
re

 m
ea

su
re

s 
 

(m
ed

ia
n,

 IQ
R

 1
.0

 t
o 

4 
ve

rs
us

 0
, -

2 
to

 2
,  

P=
0.

00
7)

Si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
 im

pr
ov

em
en

t 
in

 IG
 d

is
ea

se
  

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
sc

or
es

 (P
,

0.
00

1)
N

o 
im

pr
ov

em
en

t 
or

 d
iff

er
en

ce
 b

et
w

ee
n 

 
gr

ou
ps

 fo
r 

di
et

ar
y 

an
d 

so
di

um
 k

no
w

le
dg

e

St
re

ng
th

s
La

rg
e 

sa
m

pl
e

Li
m

ita
tio

ns
H

F 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

qu
es

tio
nn

ai
re

 la
ck

s 
re

lia
bi

lit
y 

an
d 

va
lid

ity
 d

at
a

U
na

bl
e 

to
 s

ho
w

 im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 
in

 d
ie

ta
ry

 k
no

w
le

dg
e 

du
e 

to
 

w
ea

kn
es

s 
in

 e
du

ca
tio

na
l p

ro
gr

am

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Research Reports in Clinical Cardiology 2014:5 submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

249

Heart failure self-care interventions

Le
e 

et
 a

l34

A
im

T
o 

te
st

 t
he

 e
ffe

ct
 o

f a
 c

om
pr

eh
en

si
ve

 d
ai

ly
  

sy
m

pt
om

 d
ia

ry
 in

te
rv

en
tio

n 
(e

du
ca

tio
n 

 
an

d 
co

un
se

lin
g 

ab
ou

t 
H

F 
sy

m
pt

om
s,

 h
ow

  
to

 r
ec

og
ni

ze
 s

ym
pt

om
s 

an
d 

w
ha

t 
to

 d
o 

w
ith

  
es

ca
la

tin
g 

sy
m

pt
om

s)
 o

n 
ev

en
t-

fr
ee

 s
ur

vi
va

l  
an

d 
he

al
th

-r
el

at
ed

 q
ua

lit
y 

of
 li

fe
U

SA

n=
44

U
C

 n
=2

1
IG

 n
=2

3
M

ea
n 

ag
e 

60
 (

SD
 1

2)
 y

ea
rs

52
.3

%
 m

al
e

61
.4

%
 w

hi
te

M
ea

su
re

s
1.

 �E
ve

nt
-fr

ee
 s

ur
vi

va
l a

ss
es

se
d 

at
 1

 m
on

th
 a

nd
 3

 m
on

th
s

2.
 �S

C
H

FI
 (

tw
o 

ite
m

s 
as

se
ss

in
g 

w
ei

gh
t 

an
d 

ed
em

a 
m

on
ito

ri
ng

)*
3.

 �M
LH

F 
(p

hy
si

ca
l s

ym
pt

om
 s

ub
sc

al
e)

*
4.

 �S
ym

pt
om

 d
ia

ry
In

te
rv

en
tio

n
U

C
1.

 �D
is

ch
ar

ge
 e

du
ca

tio
n 

bo
ok

le
t 

de
sc

ri
bi

ng
 H

F,
 a

 lo
w

 s
od

iu
m

 d
ie

t, 
 

an
d 

m
ed

ic
at

io
n 

in
st

ru
ct

io
ns

IG 1.
 �O

ne
 fa

ce
-t

o-
fa

ce
 e

du
ca

tio
n 

an
d 

co
un

se
lin

g 
se

ss
io

n 
 

in
 p

at
ie

nt
’s

 h
om

e
   

a
. �

H
ow

 H
F 

sy
m

pt
om

s 
ar

e 
re

la
te

d 
to

 fl
ui

d 
re

te
nt

io
n 

an
d 

di
et

   
b

. �
H

ow
 t

o 
m

on
ito

r 
sy

m
pt

om
s

   
c

. �W


ha
t 

to
 d

o 
fo

r 
w

or
se

ni
ng

 s
ym

pt
om

s 
(e

g,
 w

he
n 

to
 c

al
l  

pr
ov

id
er

 o
r 

ta
ke

 a
n 

ex
tr

a 
di

ur
et

ic
)

   
d

. �
R

ev
ie

w
 o

f m
ed

ic
at

io
n 

re
gi

m
en

   
e

. �
U

se
 o

f s
ym

pt
om

 d
ia

ry
 u

si
ng

 s
ym

pt
om

 c
lu

st
er

s
   

f.
 �H

ow
 t

o 
w

ei
gh

 d
ai

ly
2.

 �F
iv

e 
bo

os
te

r 
se

ss
io

ns
 v

ia
 b

iw
ee

kl
y 

ph
on

e 
ca

lls
 fo

r 
3 

m
on

th
s

IG
 p

ar
tic

ip
an

ts
 e

xp
er

ie
nc

ed
 lo

ng
er

  
ev

en
t-

fr
ee

 s
ur

vi
va

l (
P=

0.
03

) 
at

 3
 m

on
th

s
U

C
 h

ad
 h

ig
he

r 
ri

sk
 fo

r 
a 

cl
in

ic
al

 e
ve

nt
  

(H
R

 3
.1

7,
 9

5%
 C

I 1
.0

9–
9.

16
) 

co
nt

ro
lli

ng
  

fo
r 

N
Y

H
A

 fu
nc

tio
na

l c
la

ss
Se

lf-
ca

re
N

o 
di

ffe
re

nc
e 

be
tw

ee
n 

gr
ou

ps
 a

t 
ba

se
lin

e
Se

lf-
ca

re
 a

t 
1 

an
d 

3 
m

on
th

s 
no

t 
re

po
rt

ed

St
re

ng
th

s
H

et
er

og
en

eo
us

 s
am

pl
e 

in
 t

er
m

s 
of

 g
en

de
r

Li
m

ita
tio

ns
Sm

al
l s

am
pl

e 
si

ze

Se
to

 e
t 

al
36

A
im

T
o 

in
ve

st
ig

at
e 

th
e 

ef
fe

ct
s 

of
 a

 m
ob

ile
  

ph
on

e-
ba

se
d 

te
le

m
on

ito
ri

ng
 s

ys
te

m
 o

n 
H

F 
 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

ou
tc

om
es

C
an

ad
a

n=
10

0
U

C
 n

=5
0

IG
 n

=5
0

M
ea

n 
ag

e 
53

.7
 (

SD
 1

3.
7)

 y
ea

rs
79

%
 m

al
e

72
%

 w
hi

te
M

ea
su

re
s

1.
 �S

C
H

FI
*

2.
 �M

LH
F*

3.
 �C

lin
ic

al
 e

ve
nt

s
In

te
rv

en
tio

n
U

C
1.

 �S
ta

nd
ar

d 
ca

re
 w

hi
ch

 in
cl

ud
ed

   
a

. �V


is
its

 t
o 

cl
in

ic
 o

nc
e 

ev
er

y 
2 

w
ee

ks
 t

o 
on

ce
 e

ve
ry

  
3–

6 
m

on
th

s,
 d

ep
en

di
ng

 o
n 

se
ve

ri
ty

 o
f H

F
   

b
. �E

d
uc

at
io

n 
du

ri
ng

 p
re

lim
in

ar
y 

vi
si

ts
 t

o 
cl

in
ic

   
c

. �
U

se
 o

f t
el

ep
ho

ne
 c

lin
ic

 a
s 

ne
ce

ss
ar

y

N
o 

di
ffe

re
nc

es
 b

et
w

ee
n 

gr
ou

ps
 fo

r 
H

F 
 

ho
sp

ita
liz

at
io

ns
, E

D
 v

is
its

, o
r 

nu
m

be
r 

of
  

ni
gh

ts
 in

 h
os

pi
ta

l a
t 

6 
m

on
th

s
IG

 g
ro

up
 h

ad
 h

ig
he

r 
nu

m
be

r 
of

 H
F 

cl
in

ic
  

vi
si

ts
 (

P=
0.

04
) 

re
la

te
d 

to
 t

he
 c

ar
di

ol
og

is
t 

 
as

ki
ng

 t
he

m
 t

o 
co

m
e 

in
 b

as
ed

 o
n 

 
te

le
m

on
ito

ri
ng

 a
le

rt
s

Se
lf-

ca
re

Bo
th

 IG
 a

nd
 U

C
 h

ad
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
  

in
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

m
ai

nt
en

an
ce

 s
co

re
s.

 IG
 h

ad
  

gr
ea

te
r 

im
pr

ov
em

en
t 

th
an

 U
C

 o
n 

se
lf-

ca
re

  
m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
 (

P=
0.

03
)

Bo
th

 IG
 a

nd
 U

C
 h

ad
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
  

in
 s

el
f-c

ar
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t, 

bu
t 

no
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
 

di
ffe

re
nc

es
 b

et
w

ee
n 

gr
ou

ps
 (

P=
0.

7)

Li
m

ita
tio

ns
St

ud
y 

in
ad

eq
ua

te
ly

 p
ow

er
ed

 t
o 

de
te

ct
 e

ffe
ct

s 
of

 t
el

em
on

ito
ri

ng
 o

n 
m

or
ta

lit
y 

an
d 

ho
sp

ita
liz

at
io

n
Sa

m
pl

e 
in

cl
ud

ed
 p

at
ie

nt
s 

ne
w

 t
o 

H
F 

cl
in

ic
 a

nd
 s

ta
bl

e 
H

F 
pa

tie
nt

s
H

om
og

en
eo

us
 p

op
ul

at
io

n 
in

 t
er

m
s 

of
 g

en
de

r 
an

d 
et

hn
ic

ity
Y

ou
ng

 m
ea

n 
ag

e

(C
on

tin
ue

d)

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Research Reports in Clinical Cardiology 2014:5submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

250

McGreal et al

T
ab

le
 1

 (
Co

nt
in

ue
d)

R
ef

er
en

ce
 a

nd
 a

im
Sa

m
pl

e/
m

et
ho

d/
in

te
rv

en
ti

on
s

C
lin

ic
al

 e
ve

nt
s

St
re

ng
th

s 
an

d 
lim

it
at

io
ns

IG 1.
 �S

ta
nd

ar
d 

ca
re

2.
 �T

el
em

on
ito

ri
ng

 s
ys

te
m

   
a

. �
D

ai
ly

 m
or

ni
ng

 w
ei

gh
t

   
b

. �
BP

 r
ea

di
ng

s
   

c
. �W


ee

kl
y 

EC
G

3.
 �A

ns
w

er
ed

 d
ai

ly
 m

or
ni

ng
 s

ym
pt

om
 q

ue
st

io
ns

 o
n 

m
ob

ile
 p

ho
ne

4.
 �I

nd
iv

id
ua

l t
ra

in
in

g 
se

ss
io

n 
on

 h
ow

 t
o 

us
e 

sy
st

em
, p

ro
vi

de
d 

 
te

ch
ni

ca
l s

up
po

rt
Sh

ao
 e

t 
al

35

A
im

T
o 

de
te

rm
in

e 
th

e 
ef

fe
ct

iv
en

es
s 

of
 a

 s
el

f- 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
pr

og
ra

m
 b

as
ed

 o
n 

th
e 

se
lf-

 
ef

fic
ac

y 
co

ns
tr

uc
t 

in
 o

ld
er

 p
eo

pl
e 

w
ith

 H
F

T
ai

w
an

n=
93

U
C

 n
=4

6
IG

 n
=4

7
M

ea
n 

ag
e 

72
 (

SD
 5

.5
) 

ye
ar

s
68

%
 m

al
e

M
ea

su
re

s
1.

 �S
el

f-e
ffi

ca
cy

 fo
r 

sa
lt 

an
d 

flu
id

 c
on

tr
ol

, α
=0

.9
4–

0.
96

2.
 �H

F 
se

lf-
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
be

ha
vi

or
 s

ca
le

 (
lo

w
er

 s
co

re
s 

in
di

ca
te

  
be

tt
er

 s
el

f-m
an

ag
em

en
t)

, α
=0

.7
1

3.
 �H

F 
sy

m
pt

om
 d

is
tr

es
s 

sc
al

e,
 α

=0
.6

7
4.

 �H
ea

lth
 s

er
vi

ce
 u

se
 (

in
cl

ud
e 

pa
tie

nt
 c

lin
ic

al
, E

D
 v

is
its

,  
an

d 
ho

sp
ita

liz
at

io
n)

In
te

rv
en

tio
n

U
C

1.
 �E

du
ca

te
d 

on
 im

pr
ov

in
g 

ge
ne

ra
l k

no
w

le
dg

e 
of

 H
F,

 c
au

se
s,

  
si

gn
s 

an
d 

sy
m

pt
om

s,
 c

om
pl

ic
at

io
ns

, m
ed

ic
at

io
ns

, a
nd

 a
ct

iv
ity

  
an

d 
di

et
ar

y 
re

co
m

m
en

da
tio

ns
2.

 �P
ho

ne
 c

al
ls

 a
t 

w
ee

ks
 3

, 7
, a

nd
 1

1
IG 1.

 �E
du

ca
te

d 
on

 im
pr

ov
in

g 
ge

ne
ra

l k
no

w
le

dg
e 

of
 H

F,
 c

au
se

s,
 s

ig
ns

  
an

d 
sy

m
pt

om
s,

 c
om

pl
ic

at
io

ns
, m

ed
ic

at
io

ns
, a

nd
 a

ct
iv

ity
  

an
d 

di
et

ar
y 

re
co

m
m

en
da

tio
ns

2.
 �H

om
e 

vi
si

t 
w

ith
in

 3
 d

ay
s 

af
te

r 
en

ro
llm

en
t

3.
 �P

ho
ne

 c
al

ls
 a

t 
w

ee
ks

 1
, 3

, 7
, a

nd
 1

1
4.

 �D
ia

ry
 o

f d
ai

ly
 s

od
iu

m
 a

nd
 fl

ui
d 

in
ta

ke
 a

nd
 d

ai
ly

 w
ei

gh
t

Pr
im

ar
y 

en
dp

oi
nt

: H
F-

re
la

te
d 

sy
m

pt
om

s, 
ho

sp
ita

liz
at

io
n 

at
 1

2 
w

ee
ks

N
o 

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
 d

iff
er

en
ce

s 
be

tw
ee

n 
gr

ou
ps

  
in

 h
ea

lth
 s

er
vi

ce
 u

se
 a

t 
12

 w
ee

ks
Se

lf-
ca

re
Se

lf-
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
be

ha
vi

or
 im

pr
ov

ed
  

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
ly

 in
 IG

 v
er

su
s 

U
C

 (
m

ea
n 

27
.1

5 
 

ve
rs

us
 3

0.
13

, P
,

0.
00

1)

Li
m

ita
tio

ns
Sh

or
t 

fo
llo

w
-u

p 
fo

r 
m

ea
su

ri
ng

 
ou

tc
om

es
La

ck
 o

f o
bj

ec
tiv

e 
m

ea
su

re
s 

to
 

su
pp

or
t 

di
ffe

re
nc

e 
be

tw
ee

n 
IG

 
an

d 
U

C
H

om
og

en
ou

s 
po

pu
la

tio
n

T
w

o 
m

ed
ic

al
 c

en
te

rs
 li

m
its

 
ge

ne
ra

liz
ab

ili
ty

U
na

bl
e 

to
 c

on
cl

ud
e 

w
hi

ch
 

in
te

rv
en

tio
n 

w
as

 e
ffe

ct
iv

e 
be

ca
us

e 
th

e 
ef

fe
ct

iv
en

es
s 

of
 fo

ur
 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n 

so
ur

ce
s 

co
ul

d 
no

t 
be

 
de

te
rm

in
ed

Sh
iv

el
y 

et
 a

l33

A
im

To
 d

et
er

m
in

e 
th

e 
ef

fic
ac

y 
of

 a
 p

at
ie

nt
  

ac
tiv

at
io

n 
in

te
rv

en
tio

n 
co

m
pa

re
d 

w
ith

 U
C

  
on

 p
at

ie
nt

 a
ct

iv
at

io
n,

 s
el

f-m
an

ag
em

en
t, 

 
ho

sp
ita

liz
at

io
n,

 a
nd

 E
D

 v
isi

ts
 in

 p
at

ie
nt

s 
w

ith
 H

F

n=
84

U
C

 n
=4

1
IG

 n
=4

3
M

ea
n 

ag
e 

66
 (

SD
 1

1)
 y

ea
rs

99
%

 m
al

e
77

%
 w

hi
te

IG
 h

ad
 fe

w
er

 h
os

pi
ta

liz
at

io
ns

 in
 lo

w
/h

ig
h 

 
ac

tiv
at

io
n 

gr
ou

p 
at

 6
 m

on
th

s 
(F

=2
.5

7,
  

P=
0.

04
1)

IG
 h

ad
 m

or
e 

ho
sp

ita
liz

at
io

ns
 in

 m
ed

iu
m

  
ac

tiv
at

io
n 

gr
ou

p

Li
m

ita
tio

ns
Sm

al
l s

am
pl

e 
si

ze
H

om
og

en
eo

us
 s

am
pl

e 
in

 t
er

m
s 

of
 

ge
nd

er
 a

nd
 e

th
ni

ci
ty

Sm
al

l n
um

be
r 

of
 c

lin
ic

al
 e

ve
nt

s

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com
www.dovepress.com


Research Reports in Clinical Cardiology 2014:5 submit your manuscript | www.dovepress.com

Dovepress 

Dovepress

251

Heart failure self-care interventions

U
SA

M
ea

su
re

s
1.

 �P
at

ie
nt

 a
ct

iv
at

io
n 

m
ea

su
re

2.
 �S

C
H

FI
, α

=0
.4

2–
0.

88
3.

 �M
ed

ic
al

 o
ut

co
m

es
 s

tu
dy

 s
pe

ci
fic

 a
dh

er
en

ce
 s

ca
le

4.
 �H

os
pi

ta
liz

at
io

n 
an

d 
ED

 v
is

its
In

te
rv

en
tio

n
U

C
1.

 �R
ou

tin
e 

m
ed

ic
al

 c
ar

e 
in

 p
ri

m
ar

y 
ca

re
 o

r 
no

n-
H

F 
sp

ec
ia

lty
 c

lin
ic

IG 1.
 �R

ou
tin

e 
m

ed
ic

al
 c

ar
e 

in
 p

ri
m

ar
y 

ca
re

 o
r 

no
n-

H
F 

sp
ec

ia
lty

 c
lin

ic
2.

 �A
ct

iv
at

io
n 

as
se

ss
ed

 a
nd

 in
di

vi
du

al
iz

ed
 h

ea
lth

 b
eh

av
io

r 
go

al
s 

se
t

3.
 �S

ix
 s

es
si

on
s 

on
e-

to
-o

ne
 e

du
ca

tio
n 

by
 t

el
ep

ho
ne

 o
r 

in
 p

er
so

n 
 

by
 a

dv
an

ce
d 

pr
ac

tic
e 

nu
rs

e
4.

 �E
du

ca
tio

na
l b

oo
kl

et
5.

 �B
P 

cu
ff

6.
 �H

F 
se

lf-
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
D

V
D

7.
 �W

ei
gh

t 
sc

al
e

8.
 �P

ed
om

et
er

M
ea

su
re

s 
ta

ke
n 

at
 b

as
el

in
e,

 a
nd

 a
t 

3 
an

d 
6 

m
on

th
s

Se
lf-

ca
re

N
o 

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
 d

iff
er

en
ce

s 
in

 g
ro

up
-b

y-
 

tim
e 

in
te

ra
ct

io
ns

 fo
r 

SC
H

FI
 m

ai
nt

en
an

ce
,  

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

or
 c

on
fid

en
ce

 s
co

re
s

IG
 h

ad
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t 
in

cr
ea

se
 in

 p
at

ie
nt

  
ac

tiv
at

io
n 

sc
or

es

N
ot

e:
 *

C
ro

nb
ac

h’
s 

al
ph

a 
no

t 
re

po
rt

ed
.

A
bb

re
vi

at
io

ns
: B

P,
 b

lo
od

 p
re

ss
ur

e;
 C

I, 
co

nfi
de

nc
e 

in
te

rv
al

; H
F,

 h
ea

rt
 fa

ilu
re

; E
C

G
, e

le
ct

ro
ca

rd
io

gr
am

; E
D

, e
m

er
ge

nc
y 

de
pa

rt
m

en
t; 

U
C

, u
su

al
 c

ar
e 

gr
ou

p;
 IG

, i
nt

er
ve

nt
io

n 
gr

ou
p;

 IQ
R

, i
nt

er
qu

ar
til

e 
ra

ng
e;

 IR
R

, i
nc

id
en

ce
 r

at
e 

ra
tio

; S
C

H
FI

, 
Se

lf-
C

ar
e 

of
 H

F 
In

de
x;

 M
LH

F,
 M

in
ne

so
ta

 L
iv

in
g 

w
ith

 H
F 

Q
ue

st
io

nn
ai

re
; H

R
, h

az
ar

d 
ra

tio
; N

Y
H

A
, N

ew
 Y

or
k 

H
ea

rt
 A

ss
oc

ia
tio

n 
(fu

nc
tio

na
l c

la
ss

); 
α,

 C
ro

nb
ac

h’
s 

al
ph

a;
 S

D
, s

ta
nd

ar
d 

de
vi

at
io

n.

monitor weight, blood pressure, and electrocardiograms for 

6 months.36 Finally, among investigators using symptom diaries 

or some form of symptom tracking,7,30,34,35 only the study by 

Lee et al had a significant effect on clinical events.34

Self-care interventions  
and symptom burden
Symptom burden, as a predictor of quality of life and 

hospitalization, is an important outcome of interest in 

relation to the effectiveness of self-care interventions.37,38 

Symptom burden was reported as an outcome in four 

studies (Table 2).34–36,39 In some cases, measurement was 

extrapolated from quality of life measures with physical 

symptom subscales.34,36 Two studies reported significant 

improvement in symptom burden in relation to instituting a 

self-management intervention.35,39

Baker et  al compared a brief educational intervention 

(usual care group) compared with a teach-to-goal intervention 

on self-care behaviors and HF quality of life.39 Both groups 

received a 40-minute educational session on self-care main-

tenance and self-care management. All participants (n=605) 

also received an educational manual and a digital scale. The 

intervention group was provided with specific instructions on 

daily weights and diuretic self-adjustment followed by five to 

eight phone calls over 4 weeks to reinforce the education. The 

intervention group had significant improvement in symptoms 

and self-efficacy whereas symptom burden was unchanged 

in the usual care group. Both groups had significantly 

improved self-care scores; however, the improvement in the 

intervention group was significantly greater. Strengths of this 

study were its large sample size and heterogeneity in terms 

of gender and ethnicity. Limitations include high baseline 

HF knowledge and younger mean age than typically found 

among samples of patients with HF.

The intervention group in the study by Shao et al received 

the same intervention as the usual care group, supplemented 

by a home visit, one extra phone call, and a diary for daily 

sodium, fluid intake, and weight.35 Self-care management 

and symptom scores improved in the intervention group. The 

intervention by Lee et al was similar; however, the symptom 

burden did not differ between groups at 3 months.34

Discussion
This review was limited to studies with a self-management 

component in the intervention. We found the majority of 

self-care interventions increased knowledge and improved 

self-care scores, but were inconsistent in relation to decreas-

ing clinical events or reducing symptom burden. The core 
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of each intervention was patient education, and educational 

content was similar across studies. Other components of 

interventions such as use of symptom diaries or instrumental 

support (eg, provision of weight scales) also were inconsis-

tent in relation to the outcomes of interest. Only one inves-

tigator evaluated the self-care intervention components to 

identify those that were most effective. Provision of a weight 

scale and conducting a home visit were the two components 

associated with statistically significant improved self-care.40 

Without additional responder analysis data, we are unable 

to conclusively identify which self-care interventions are 

most effective in reducing clinical event risk and symptom 

burden. However, interventions focused on improving skill 

in symptom monitoring and timely response to escalating 

symptoms are important.5,11

Self-care, an integral component of HF disease manage-

ment, is beneficial in terms of reducing morbidity, mortal-

ity, and symptom burden, and improving quality of life.41–43 

Considering HF is a chronic and progressive illness, need for 

oversight by health care providers will presumably increase 

over time. However, it is preferable to maximize self-care 

capacity to assist patients in maintaining clinical stability 

and independence for as long as possible.

Self-care capacity is known to vary among patients.44 

Several factors affect self-care capacity, including but 

not limited to cognitive status,17,18,45 health literacy,46,47 

depression,48–50 and self-efficacy or self-confidence.39,51 

Consequently, determining which self-management inter-

ventions are effective for improving outcomes in different 

populations is challenging. Attention to modifiable fac-

tors affecting self-care capacity is therefore warranted. In 

particular, self-efficacy and self-confidence are important 

targets for self-management interventions because of a 

moderating and mediating effect on self-care. Lee et  al 

reported that higher levels of self-care were associated with 

better health status, but only if self-confidence was high.51 

A case in point is a lack of difference in clinical events in 

the study by Jurgens et  al. The intervention group had a 

statistically significant improvement in self-care confidence 

from baseline to 90 days (from 54.3 to 65.2, P0.01); 

however, Self-Care of HF Index scores were below 70, 

which is the cutoff score considered adequate.7 Exploring 

use of interventions that improve self-efficacy and self-care 

confidence may support increased effectiveness of many of 

the interventions currently in use. Motivational interview-

ing and similar cognitive behavioral interventions may be 

a useful strategy for increasing confidence and subsequent 

self-management skills.52,53
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Limitations of studies in this review include both method-

ological concerns and sampling. Treatment fidelity to ensure 

consistency in delivery of interventions is an important aspect 

of research. Only one study specifically reported treatment 

fidelity procedures.7 In other studies, fidelity was implied 

by delivery of the intervention by the same person31–33,39 

or not reported.30,34–36 Limitations to generalizability of the 

studies also include small sample sizes,7,30,33,36 homogenous 

samples with respect to ethnicity,7,30,32,33,35,36 and limited time 

to follow-up.30 Lastly, reporting instrument reliability coef-

ficients affects the interpretation of study results. Only four 

of the nine studies7,30,33,35 reported reliability coefficients.

Research implications
This review highlights several implications for future conduct 

of research on HF self-care interventions. First, differentiat-

ing the components of self-care, particularly in relation to 

maintenance and management, is important. Studies in this 

review support the usefulness of HF education to improve 

patient knowledge. However, knowledge alone is insufficient 

to improve outcomes. Knowledge of self-care maintenance 

or adherence behaviors plus skill in HF self-management is 

needed to reduce clinical event risk and symptom burden. The 

evidence also suggests the importance of self-efficacy and 

self-confidence for effective self-care management. Second, 

all interventions evaluated in this review incorporated several 

components, but little is known about which components 

are most important. As health care resources are limited, 

conducting responder analyses would assist in filling gaps 

in knowledge regarding which component(s) to emphasize 

in terms of outcomes and cost. Third, self-care capacity and 

effectiveness of interventions varies across individuals and 

populations. Therefore, analyses of interventions in relation 

to their effectiveness in subpopulations are needed to guide 

choice and dose of interventions.5,44,54 Finally, research is 

needed to examine the effect of self-care on health outcomes 

important to patients, insurance providers, and health care 

systems. Outcomes of interest include but are not limited to 

symptom burden, quality of life, morbidity, mortality, and 

hospitalization.

Implications for practice
Self-care is an essential component of HF management, but 

patient education frequently occurs in the time-limited pro-

cess of hospital discharge. As a result, self-care interventions 

need to be standardized and feasible for clinicians across 

health care settings.55,56 Consideration of patient factors such 

as adequacy of social support, health literacy, cognition, 

depression, socioeconomic status, and advanced age is also 

important when choosing an intervention.11,21 Importantly, 

patients with HF seek information on how to negotiate all the 

components of self-management in addition to understanding 

medications, dietary restrictions, and symptom monitoring.6 

Consequently, a focus on skill-building educational tactics 

is needed in addition to basic self-care information. Timely 

self-management is challenging for patients due to difficulty 

in detecting an increase over baseline symptoms.4 As a result, 

delay in seeking care for symptoms is common, because 

symptoms such as weight gain and increasing fatigue are 

not perceived as important or related to HF.12,57 To support 

effective self-management, patients need specific instruction 

on the importance of symptoms and what to do when symp-

toms occur (eg, weight gain). Inclusion of family members 

or other support persons in education and skill building is 

recommended as they can assist with many components of 

self-care, including detecting a change in status.11

Conclusion
Self-management of HF is a complex proposition for patients 

and their families based on the skills required to maintain 

clinical stability as well as skills for symptom management. 

The most effective dose for self-care interventions is 

unknown. Strategies that increase self-care confidence may 

be a key factor in determining the frequency and amount 

of oversight needed over time.50,51 Finally, patients need 

to understand the importance of acting when a change in 

status occurs. Patients with HF are known to wait to see if 

symptoms improve.12 Understanding the importance of self-

management of the early symptoms of HF, such as weight 

gain, increasing fatigue, decreasing activity tolerance, and 

dyspnea on exertion, is particularly important. If the early 

symptoms of impending decompensation are recognized 

and treated, hospitalization for symptom management may 

be averted.
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