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    ABSTRACT
Purpose Quality improvement (QI) in healthcare is a cultural transformation process that requires long-term commitment from the executive board. As such, an overview of QI applications and their impact needs to be made routinely visible. We explored how routine reporting could be developed for QI governance.

Design We developed a retrospective evaluation of QI projects in an NHS healthcare organisation. The evaluation was conducted as an online survey so that the data accrual process resembled routine reporting to help identify implementation challenges. A purposive sample of QI projects was identified to maximise contrast between projects that were or were not successful as determined by the resident QI team. To hone strategic focus in what should be reported, we also compared factors that might affect project outcomes.

Findings Out of 52 QI projects, 10 led to a change in routine practice (‘adoption’). Details of project outcomes were limited. Project team outcomes, indicative of capacity building, were not systematically documented. Service user involvement, quality of measurement plan, fidelity of plan-do-study-act (PDSA) cycles had a major impact on adoption. We discussed how routine visibility of these factors may aid QI governance.

Originality Designing a routine reporting framework is an iterative process involving continual dialogue with frontline staff and improvement specialists to navigate data accrual demands. We demonstrated how a retrospective evaluation, as in this study, can yield empirical insights to support dialogue around QI governance, thereby honing the implementation science of QI in a healthcare organisation.
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