Appendix 1
Table 3: Details of work steam 1

Data collection method

Work stream 1
objectives
Feashbility Researcher obsenvations of visit process recorded in handwritten note form
30-45 minute
real-warld Feashbility Start and Finish e of visit recoded by researcher
remote visit
simulations. Concurrent Cancurrent participant fesdback collectsd using researcher handwritien nates
acceptability
50 minute Retrospective Researcher faciitated participant discussion explaning retraspective acceptabiiity of the
discussion acceptabilty ramote visit including what fetures of thesystem could e improved racorded in writtan
1550 note farm by the researcher
10 minute Retrospective Ananymous participant questiannaire containing:
questionnare  |acceptabiltyand |* O STd ustons amins la caplrs ine pariants quaiaine sacament of the
- system retraspective. acceptability
feasibifity v Likert scale usabiity questions derived from System Usabifity Score (SUS} {Brooke, 1336)
which exploced the participants’ assessment of the systemis Teasibibty; usability
learnaisifity_and uses expesience [Masumdar et al, 20176},

Table 4: Details of work stream 2

Waork Data collection method
Stream 2
objectives
Prospective | Al Gccupational Theragy staff (n=87] within the participating NHS Fust sentan online
Onlineanonymousstaff |acceptabiliy [#uner wia Surey Mankey (SurveyMankeysarn, 2019) cantaining partsipant
information sheet and technology description
suney - 26 respanses from 10 clinical aress
- 10 questions requiring Likert scale {Likert, 1932}, open text or multiple choice
n answers collecting data on stall roles, clinical area, frequency of hamevisit
5 completion and subjectvs apinien of the tschnalogy ubiity, Benefits and drawsacks
B [Staffpresertationand  |Prospective |30 minute project presentation and dicussion session .2 chmical Torum ol sai-
? | - sedecting Occupational Therapy stall from the participating NHS Trust (n= 30 faciitated
= discussion SceepEDiny By the Clinical academic Occupational Therapist collecting feedack via ananymaus
I hand written nate. Discussion facused on five spesific questions regarding the benefits
= and drawbiacks of the technalogy
= [pPi presentationand Prospective |30 minute sroject reentation and dicussian Lo 3ol seecting memisers af the
B - il ticipating NHS Tusts and Paliative Care Patient and Pubic
discussion Engagement. Panel {n=3} undertaken by the cinical Oecupational Therapist who
collected fesdback via anoaymous hand written notes
Discussion focused on five spesific questions regarding the benefits and drawbacks of
the tchnology
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Data collection method
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Callsction a fve seli-reported narrative cave studies fram three clinical
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,/Activitv ‘Work stream 3 objectives
Exploration of prospective

sccepbility of remote visits, | Occupational Thesapy senviess within the parbepating NHS Tust.

Self-reported narrative
casestudycollection  with spedfic reference to
potentis benefits
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Table 6: Details of work stream 4

./Activitv

Work stream 4 objectives

Data collection method

Exploration of

visitresourceutilisaion

Exploration of prospective

traditional andremote |3ccepmEbility, with=pedfic

reference to potential resource
utilisation benefits

Three key NHS Occupational Therapy serviceswithin the
participating NHS askedto sefi-reportinformation regarding
the duration, frequency, desination and staffing levelsfor il
traditional accessvisits completed over the previcusyear




