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 2

Abstract  18 

Objectives: To describe the content and methodological quality of local physiotherapy and nursing treatment 19 

protocols specifically regarding physical activity promotion in patients hospitalised with myocardial infarction.  20 

Design: Cross-sectional study comprising the analysis of 18 physiotherapy and 14 nursing protocols. 21 

Setting: Protocols from twenty Dutch hospitals were used.  22 

Main outcome measures: Data were extracted from protocols for patients hospitalised with myocardial infarction 23 

according to a standardized data-extraction procedure. Descriptive statistics were used to describe the content of 24 

protocols, in specific, treatment goals, interventions, clinimetrics and discharge criteria. Methodological quality of 25 

the protocols was examined using the AGREE-II tool. 26 

Results: Therapeutic goals concerning physical activity were described in 83% of the physiotherapy protocols and 27 

in 7% of the nursing protocols. Therapeutic interventions concerning physical activity were described in 100% of 28 

the physiotherapy protocols and in 57% of the nursing protocols. Two (14%) of the fourteen interventions described 29 

in the physiotherapy protocols and none in the nursing protocols, were interpreted as physical activity promotion. 30 

All protocols were rated as having low methodological quality, mainly due to a lack of supporting scientific 31 

evidence. The overall quality was rated with an average score of 3 out of 7 (range: 1-5). 32 

Conclusions: Physiotherapy and nursing protocols for hospitalized patients with myocardial infarction are primarily 33 

aimed at physical activity under supervision, rather than physical activity promotion. Our work provides 34 

physiotherapists and nurses insights in how to further improve the content and methodological quality of their local 35 

treatment protocols for patients hospitalised with myocardial infarction. 36 
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Introduction 40 

 Physical inactivity is common among hospitalised patients, as they spend, on average, 51-83% of their 41 

hospital time lying in bed.[1-3] In the acute phase of illness or after surgery, it seems inevitable that physical activity 42 

levels drop. However, low physical activity levels are also found in patients who were able to be physically 43 

active.[2, 3] Unnecessary bed rest can delay recovery and harm patients.[4] Physical inactivity during hospital stay 44 

can lead to deconditioning with muscle weakness, reduced pulmonary function, and functional decline as important 45 

adverse effects.[5-7] The last couple of years increased awareness has been raised on the importance to end the 46 

epidemic of physical inactivity among hospitalized patients.[1, 8]  47 

 While being physically active is important for all hospitalised patients, it might especially be beneficial to 48 

patients hospitalised for MI. Evidence suggests that patients with myocardial infarction (MI) have an increased 49 

mortality risk when they delay ambulation.[9] International guidelines recommend professional support with early 50 

ambulation for patients hospitalised with MI, tailored to individual needs and preferences with help of the FITT 51 

criteria (Frequency, Intensity, Time and Type),[10-12] under the condition that the patient’s safety is ensured.[13] 52 

 Physical activity promotion contains all non-therapeutic actions to encourage and support increases in 53 

physical activity behaviour in individuals,[17] [18] and should ideally be utilized in all three phases of cardiac 54 

rehabilitation: hospitalisation and early rehabilitation (phase 1), outpatient rehabilitation (phase 2), and after care 55 

(phase 3).[19, 20] It the first phase, hospitalization and early rehabilitation, primarily physical therapists and nurses 56 

are the most logical candidates to promote physical activity. It is however, unclear to what extent physical activity 57 

promotion has been integrated in patient care of physical therapists and nurses, alongside their usual care.[21, 22] 58 

In the Netherlands, hospitals use local protocols to standardize care processes in line with international 59 

standards.[15, 16] These protocols describe, amongst others, goals, interventions, recommended clinimetric 60 

instruments, and discharge criteria. Information from the content and quality of local treatment protocols might 61 

provide insight into the current state of stimulating physical activity for people hospitalized with MI. Therefore, our 62 

aim is to describe the content and methodological quality of local physiotherapy and nursing treatment protocols 63 

specifically regarding physical activity promotion in patients hospitalized with myocardial infarction. 64 

 65 

Methods 66 

Design and eligibility 67 

In this cross-sectional study, we asked department managers to share their local physiotherapy and nursing protocols 68 

for patients hospitalized with MI. Data were collected between September and November 2017. We used purposive 69 

sampling, targeting both academic and general hospitals, to gather protocols from all hospitals across twelve 70 
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districts of the Netherlands. To maximise the response rate, we contacted hospitals through Dutch hospital 71 

physiotherapy networks: the association for hospital physiotherapy (NVZF) and the association for physiotherapy 72 

managers in intramural physiotherapy (VLF). Protocols were eligible for inclusion if they met the following criteria: 73 

1) treatment protocols were developed for use by physiotherapists and/or nurses, and 2) for the treatment of patients 74 

hospitalised with MI. Reporting of this study followed the STROBE statement.[23] 75 

 76 

Data extraction 77 

We used a standardised data extraction form to extract data on the content of the local, based on the work of Janssen 78 

et al.[24] First, all data regarding goals, interventions, clinimetric instruments, and discharge criteria were extracted. 79 

RvO and TJH, determined, independent of each other, which of the extracted goals and interventions were 80 

specifically related to physical activity promotion and which to regular mobilisation care. To our knowledge, there is 81 

currently no consensus on the definition of physical activity promotion, therefore, based on the work of both King 82 

and Stewart, we defined physical activity promotion as: all actions to encourage and facilitate physical activity in 83 

individuals or in the community, beyond the scope of an individual treatment session.[17, 18] Examples of physical 84 

activity promotion are motivational interviewing to increase physical activity behaviour or discussing a plan to 85 

achieve physical activity milestones after hospital discharge with shared decision-making. 86 

 87 

Methodological quality assessment 88 

Methodological quality of the protocols was independently assessed by two trained physical therapists using the 89 

AGREE-II tool and checked by two authors (NK and TH).[25] This tool consists of 23 items that can be scored on a 90 

seven-point scale (1= ‘strongly disagree’ to 7= ‘strongly agree’), resulting in a total score between 23 and 161. 91 

There are six domains: 1) scope and purpose, 2) stakeholder involvement, 3) rigour and development, 4) clarity of 92 

presentation, 5) applicability, and 6) editorial independence. The overall quality was rated on a 7-point scale 93 

(‘lowest possible quality’ to ‘highest possible quality’). The AGREE-II tool has shown to be reliable and valid when 94 

used by physical therapists to assess clinical guidelines.[26] In case of discrepancies, the outcomes were discussed 95 

and if necessary, a third assessor (NK) was consulted.  96 

 97 

Statistical methods 98 

Content of the protocols was presented using descriptive statistics. Data from physiotherapy and nursing protocols 99 

were compared using descriptive statistics. We calculated a quality score for each of the six domains of the AGREE-100 

II tool.[25] The domain scores per question were calculated:  101 
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� 100 

Furthermore, we calculated the average scores and standard deviations for all protocols and each domain score.  102 

A domain score of !60% was considered positive.[27, 28] If five or more domains of one treatment protocol scored 103 

"60%, the methodological quality was rated as good; if three or four domains of one treatment protocol scored 104 

>60%, the methodological quality was rated as neutral; and if less than three domains of one treatment protocol 105 

scored >60%, the methodological quality was rated low.[28]  106 

 107 

Results 108 

In total, department managers of 61 hospitals were contacted of which 22 (36%) responded to our request. Two of 109 

the responding managers were not able to send the requested protocols, as one of them worked in a hospital without 110 

a cardiology ward and another one shared an outpatient protocol, which therefore was excluded. Ultimately, twenty 111 

different hospitals participated in this study; seventeen general and three academic hospitals. Since not all hospitals 112 

provided both their nursing and physiotherapy protocols, a total of eighteen physiotherapy protocols and fourteen 113 

nursing protocols were retrieved. Department managers of twelve hospitals sent both their physiotherapy and 114 

nursing protocol. 115 

 116 

Content of protocols 117 

Goals concerning rehabilitation were described in 83% of the physiotherapy protocols and in 7% of the nursing 118 

protocols. Interventions concerning physical activity were described in 100% of the physiotherapy protocols and in 119 

57% of the nursing protocols. Clinimetric instruments were described in 44% the physiotherapy protocols and in 120 

21% of the nursing protocols. Discharge criteria were described in 50% of the physiotherapy protocols and in 50% 121 

of the nursing protocols. Hospital and protocol characteristics are displayed in Table 1. The differences in treatment 122 

goals, interventions, clinimetric instruments, and discharge criteria between physiotherapy and nursing protocols are 123 

displayed in Table 2. 124 

 125 

Please insert Table 1 about here 126 

 127 

Please insert Table 2 about here 128 

 129 

Physical activity promotion in goals and interventions 130 
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None of the protocols described goals targeting physical activity promotion. Two (14%) of the fourteen 131 

interventions described in the physiotherapy protocols and none in the nursing protocols, were interpreted as 132 

physical activity promotion. Both these interventions aimed to stimulate physical activity: discuss active lifestyle 133 

and advise walking outside.134 

 135 

Methodological quality assessed using the AGREE II - tool 136 

The methodological quality scores of the treatment protocols are presented in Table 3. The first domain, Scope and 137 

Purpose, was scored positive in 33% of the physiotherapy (6 of 18) and in 36% of the nursing protocols (5 of 14). 138 

None of the physiotherapy or nursing protocols scored positive on any of the other domains (i.e., no local treatment 139 

protocol scored positive on two or more domains). Hence, all protocols were rated as low methodological quality. 140 

Domain scores per protocol are shown in Appendix 2.  The overall methodological quality score of both 141 

physiotherapy and nursing protocols was rated, on average, 3 out of 7 (range: 1-5). (Appendix 2). The most 142 

frequently missing information were (from most to least frequent): Scientific evidence; Content of therapeutic 143 

actions; Goals and interventions; Measurements for physical activity; Discharge criteria; Poor clarity of 144 

presentation.  145 

 146 

Please insert table 3 about here 147 

 148 

Discussion 149 

 To our knowledge, this is the first study describing the content and methodological quality of local 150 

physiotherapy therapy and nursing protocols regarding physical activity promotion in patients hospitalised with MI. 151 

The majority of protocols missed essential content and clearly formulated treatment goals, interventions, and 152 

discharge criteria. Described goals and interventions aimed at rehabilitation or physical activity under supervision of 153 

healthcare providers, not at physical activity promotion. According to the AGREE II scores, methodological quality 154 

of all protocols included was considered low. 155 

 Nearly all physiotherapy protocols described goals and interventions addressing basic mobility such as 156 

sitting in bed, sitting in a chair, standing and walking. However, protocols frequently mentioned “mobilisation”, 157 

without providing detailed information on FITT criteria of interventions.[29] These criteria however are available 158 

and clearly described by the ACSM (Box 1). In line with international guidelines, the majority of the physiotherapy 159 

protocols described supervised walking, however the description lacked specificity. Clinimetric instruments were 160 

described in nearly half of the physiotherapy protocols, mostly including MET-values as advised in the Dutch 161 
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guideline.[30] When clinimetric instruments were described they were not linked to treatment goals or discharge 162 

criteria. While for example the Borg-score could be used to measure exercise intensity and to provide instructions 163 

concerning physical activity.[31] Moreover, monitoring hearth frequency or hearth rhythm changes were only 164 

described in one physiotherapy protocol, while these vitals are needed to screen for contra-indications prescribing 165 

exercise, but also take an important part in applying FITT criteria.[11]  166 

 167 

Insert box 1 here 168 

 169 

 Nursing protocols contained hardly any information on physical activity nor its promotion. This is 170 

unexpected, as tasks such as stimulating and facilitating physical activity falls within the nursing domain, and the 171 

evidence about the nurses’ role in stimulating physical activity on hospitalised patients.[32] [33] The majority of the 172 

nursing protocols target restoring self-care in activities in daily living and providing medical information. These 173 

targets are only briefly named and not made explicit in goals or concise interventions. The importance of physical 174 

activity promotion for patients hospitalised with MI has not yet been translated in either the physiotherapy or 175 

nursing protocols. It raises the question: who claims the domain of physical activity promotion? 176 

 To our knowledge this is the first study assessing local hospital protocols using the AGREE-II tool, which 177 

was originally developed to assess clinical guidelines. We introduced this method because all items rated in the 178 

AGREE-II tool, despite the item “editorial independence”, are applicable to local hospital protocols. All protocols 179 

were scored as low methodological quality.[25] Domain 1 “Scope and Purpose”, showed the highest scores for both 180 

physiotherapy and nursing protocols. Objectives, health questions and population were described, but lacked 181 

specificity. The protocols scored low on all other domains, mainly because scientific evidence or substantiation of 182 

therapeutic actions was lacking and barriers and facilitators were not mentioned. This is in line with the findings of 183 

Oosting et al. (2009) who conducted a similar study with protocols for patients hospitalised with total knee 184 

replacement.[27] These authors also found poor methodological quality, lacking clinical reasoning and absent 185 

literature referencing. These findings indicate that physical activity is poorly described in hospital protocols and the 186 

information from applicable guidelines has not been integrated.  187 

 A limitation of this study is that we do not know to which extent protocols are implemented and used in 188 

hospitals. Therefore we cannot conclude that hospital care, concerning physical activity, is performed as described 189 

in the protocols. It might seem simplistic to assume that local protocols reflect the actual care as provided to 190 

patients. Moreover, these local protocols including all sorts of clinical management aspects and often focus on 191 
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practical local arrangements. However, the role of protocols is to achieve good quality and responsible care for 192 

patients. (Inter)national quality systems require hospital professionals to follow protocols as these provide the staff 193 

and the organisation a standard to work with and to be audited by.[34] As local protocols are meant to standardise 194 

the care processes, this could mean that the quality of care is at stake. The delivery of either care might be lacking, 195 

certainly if protocols are used for longer spans of times and when newly appointed staff is trained (partly) with 196 

information from protocols. The quality of the treatment could be suboptimal, because protocols lack specific 197 

content despite availability of valuable literature on this topic. Further limitations of this study are the sample of 198 

protocols only from hospitals in the Netherlands, which means that the results might not easily be translated to the 199 

hospital context in other countries. However, the Dutch health care system is known as high quality and effective 200 

primary and secondary care,[35] which you would expect to be reflected in protocols. Moreover, the limited number 201 

of protocols in the sample enabled the authors to analyse the protocols in detail.  202 

 Findings from this study imply that there is a gap between information available in international guidelines 203 

and the content of local hospital protocols. Adopting this knowledge to local procedures could improve the 204 

implementation of physical activity promotion for hospitalised patients with MI. Furthermore, when physical 205 

activity promotion in a broader sense is specified in protocols it might raise awareness on the role of different 206 

healthcare providers.  207 

 208 

Conclusion 209 

 Physiotherapy and nursing protocols for hospitalized patients with myocardial infarction are primarily 210 

aimed at physical activity under supervision, rather than physical activity promotion. Information from international 211 

guidelines stressing the importance of physical activity promotion has not been integrated in these protocols. Our 212 

work provides physiotherapists and nurses insights in how to further improve the content and methodological 213 

quality of their local treatment protocols for patients hospitalised with MI. 214 

 215 

Acknowledgements 216 

We would like to thank Danique van Venrooij, Marijn Weren, Sabine van den Heuvel, and Femke Wolfs for their 217 

help during data collection and data-analysis. Furthermore we would like to thank the ‘Dutch association for 218 

hospital physiotherapy’ (NVZF) and the ‘association of managers in hospital physiotherapy (VLF) for their help 219 

contacting the hospitals. Finally, we want to thank the participating hospitals for sharing their protocols. 220 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 10

 221 

Ethical approval 222 

Not applicable. 223 

 224 

Funding 225 

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, commercial, or 226 

not-for-profit sectors. 227 

 228 

Declarations of interest 229 

None.  230 

 231 

References 232 

1. Brown CJ, Redden DT, Flood KL and Allman RM. The underrecognized epidemic of low mobility during 233 

hospitalization of older adults. Journal of the American Geriatrics Society. 2009; 57:1660-5. 234 

2. Pedersen MM, Bodilsen AC, Petersen J, et al. Twenty-four-hour mobility during acute hospitalization in 235 

older medical patients. Journals of Gerontology Series A: Biomedical Sciences and Medical Sciences. 2012;68:331-236 

7. 237 

3. Koenders N, Weenk M, van de Belt TH, van Goor H, Hoogeboom TJ and Bredie SJ. Exploring barriers to 238 

physical activity of patients at the internal medicine and surgical wards: a retrospective analysis of continuously 239 

collected data. Disability and rehabilitation. 2019:1-7. 240 

4. Allen C, Glasziou P and Del Mar C. Bed rest: a potentially harmful treatment needing more careful 241 

evaluation. The Lancet. 1999; 354:1229-33. 242 

5. Zisberg A, Shadmi E, Gur-Yaish N, Tonkikh O and Sinoff G. Hospital-associated functional decline: the 243 

role of hospitalization processes beyond individual risk factors. Journal of the American Geriatrics Society. 2015; 244 

63:55-62. 245 

6. Covinsky KE, Palmer RM, Fortinsky RH, et al. Loss of independence in activities of daily living in older 246 

adults hospitalized with medical illnesses: increased vulnerability with age. Journal of the American Geriatrics 247 

Society. 2003; 51:451-8. 248 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 11

7. Sourdet S, Lafont C, Rolland Y, Nourhashemi F, Andrieu S and Vellas B. Preventable iatrogenic disability 249 

in elderly patients during hospitalization. Journal of the American Medical Directors Association. 2015; 16: 674-81. 250 

8. Oliver D. David Oliver: Fighting pyjama paralysis in hospital wards. British Medical Journal. 2017;357. 251 

9. Cortes OL, Villar JC, Devereaux P and DiCenso A. Early mobilisation for patients following acute 252 

myocardiac infarction: A systematic review and meta-analysis of experimental studies. International journal of 253 

nursing studies. 2009;46:1496-504. 254 

10. Achttien R, Staal J, Van der Voort S, et al. Exercise-based cardiac rehabilitation in patients with coronary 255 

heart disease: a practice guideline. Netherlands Heart Journal. 2013;21:429-38. 256 

11. Medicine ACoS. ACSM's guidelines for exercise testing and prescription. Lippincott Williams & Wilkins, 257 

2017. 258 

12. Ibanez B, James S, Agewall S, et al. 2017 ESC Guidelines for the management of acute myocardial 259 

infarction in patients presenting with ST-segment elevation: The Task Force for the management of acute 260 

myocardial infarction in patients presenting with ST-segment elevation of the European Society of Cardiology 261 

(ESC). European heart journal. 2017;39:119-77. 262 

13. Munir H, Fromowitz J and Goldfarb M. Early mobilization post-myocardial infarction: A scoping review. 263 

PloS one. 2020;15. 264 

14. Orkaby AR and Forman DE. Physical activity and CVD in older adults: an expert’s perspective. Expert 265 

review of cardiovascular therapy. 2018;16:1-10. 266 

15. International JC and Organizations JCoAoH. Joint Commission International accreditation standards for 267 

hospitals. Joint Commission Resources, 2007. 268 

16. Mitchell JI, Nicklin W and Macdonald B. The accreditation Canada program: a complementary tool to 269 

promote accountability in Canadian healthcare. Healthcare Policy. 2014;10:150. 270 

17. King AC, Whitt-Glover MC, Marquez DX, et al. Physical Activity Promotion: Highlights from the 2018 271 

Physical Activity Guidelines Advisory Committee Systematic Review. Medicine and science in sports and exercise. 272 

2019;51:1340-53. 273 

18. Stewart AL, Verboncoeur CJ, McLellan BY, et al. Physical activity outcomes of CHAMPS II: a physical 274 

activity promotion program for older adults. The Journals of Gerontology Series A: Biological Sciences and Medical 275 

Sciences. 2001;56:M465-M70. 276 

19. Balady GJ, Williams MA, Ades PA, et al. Core components of cardiac rehabilitation/secondary prevention 277 

programs: 2007 update: A scientific statement from the american heart association exercise, cardiac rehabilitation, 278 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 12

and prevention committee, the council on clinical cardiology; the councils on cardiovascular nursing, epidemiology 279 

and prevention, and nutrition, physical activity, and metabolism; and the american association of cardiovascular and 280 

pulmonary rehabilitation. Circulation. 2007;115:2675-82. 281 

20. van Dijk J. De multidisciplinaire richtlijn Hartrevalidatie 2011. TBV–Tijdschrift voor Bedrijfs-en 282 

Verzekeringsgeneeskunde. 2011;19:410-5. 283 

21. Grol R and Grimshaw J. From best evidence to best practice: effective implementation of change in 284 

patients' care. The lancet. 2003;362:1225-30. 285 

22. Sheldon TA, Cullum N, Dawson D, et al. What's the evidence that NICE guidance has been implemented? 286 

Results from a national evaluation using time series analysis, audit of patients' notes, and interviews. British Medical 287 

Journal Publishing Group, 2004. 288 

23. Von Elm E, Altman DG, Egger M, Pocock SJ, Gøtzsche PC and Vandenbroucke JP. The Strengthening the 289 

Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement: guidelines for reporting observational 290 

studies. Preventive medicine. 2007;45:247-51. 291 

24. Janssen ERC, Scheijen EEM, van Meeteren NLU, et al. Determining clinical practice of expert 292 

physiotherapy for patients undergoing lumbar spinal fusion: a cross-sectional survey study. European spine journal 293 

: official publication of the European Spine Society, the European Spinal Deformity Society, and the European 294 

Section of the Cervical Spine Research Society. 2016;25:1533-41. 295 

25. Brouwers MC KM, Browman GP, Burgers JS, Cluzeau F, Feder G, Fervers B, Graham ID, Grimshaw J, 296 

Hanna and SE LP, Makarski J, Zitzelsberger L, for the AGREE Next Steps Consortium. AGREE II: Advancing 297 

guideline development, reporting and evaluation in healthcare,. CMAJ. 2010;182:E839-42. 298 

26. MacDermid JC, Brooks D, Solway S, Switzer-McIntyre S, Brosseau L and Graham ID. Reliability and 299 

validity of the AGREE instrument used by physical therapists in assessment of clinical practice guidelines. BMC 300 

health services research. 2005;5:18. 301 

27. Oosting E, Hoogeboom T, Elings J, Van Der Sluis G and Van Meeteren N. Inhoud en methodologische 302 

kwaliteit van ziekenhuisprotocollen fysiotherapie na totale knieartroplastiek. Nederlands Tijdschrift voor 303 

Fysiotherapie. 2009;119:186. 304 

28. Messina C, Bignotti B, Tagliafico A, et al. A critical appraisal of the quality of adult musculoskeletal 305 

ultrasound guidelines using the AGREE II tool: an EuroAIM initiative. Insights into imaging. 2017;8:491-7. 306 

29. Garber CE, Blissmer B, Deschenes MR, et al. American College of Sports Medicine position stand. 307 

Quantity and quality of exercise for developing and maintaining cardiorespiratory, musculoskeletal, and neuromotor 308 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 13

fitness in apparently healthy adults: guidance for prescribing exercise. Medicine and science in sports and exercise. 309 

2011;43:1334-59. 310 

30. Achttien R, Staal J, Merry A and Voort S. KNGF-richtlijn Hartrevalidatie. Supplement bij het Nederlands 311 

Tijdschrift voor Fysiotherapie. 2011;121. 312 

31. Creswell JW and Clark VLP. Designing and conducting mixed methods research. Sage publications, 2017. 313 

32. Tucker SJ and Carr LJ. Translating Physical Activity Evidence to Hospital Settings: A Call for Culture 314 

Change. Clinical nurse specialist CNS. 2016;30:208-15. 315 

33. Liu B, Moore JE, Almaawiy U, et al. Outcomes of Mobilisation of Vulnerable Elders in Ontario (MOVE 316 

ON): a multisite interrupted time series evaluation of an implementation intervention to increase patient 317 

mobilisation. Age and ageing. 2017;47:112-9. 318 

34. van Schoten SM, Hoogervorst-Schilp J, Groenewegen PP, Spreeuwenberg P and Wagner C. The 319 

association between quality system development stage and the implementation of process-level patient safety 320 

themes in Dutch hospitals: an observational study. BMC health services research. 2018;18:189. 321 

35. OECD, Systems EOoH and Policies. Netherlands: Country Health Profile 2017. 2017. 322 

 323 

324 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table 1. Hospital and protocol characteristics. 325 

  Physiotherapy protocols N = 18 Nursing protocols N = 14  
Hospital Hospital 

type 
Available Created Goals Inter- 

ventions  
Clinimetric 
instruments  

Discharge  
criteria 

Available Created Goals  
 

Inter-
ventions  

Clinimetric 
instruments 
 

Discharge  
criteria 

Hospital covered  
all four domains 

1* General A - + + - + A - - - - - - 
2* General A 2017 + + + + A 2016 - - - - + 
3* Academic A - + + + + A 2011 - - - + + 
4* General A 2016 + + - - A - + + - - - 
5* General A - + + - - A - - + + + + 
6* General A - + + - + A - - + + + + 
7* General A - - + - - A 2015 - + - + - 
8* General A - + + - - A - - - - - - 
9* General A - + + -  A - - + - + - 
10 General A - + + + + NA + 
11 Academic A 2017 + + - + NA - 
12 General A 2017 + + + - NA - 
13 General NA A - - - - - - 
14* General A - + + + - A - - + - + + 
15* General A - + + + + A 2015 - + - - + 
16 General A - - + + - NA - 
17* Academic A - + + - + A 2017 - + - + - 
18 General A - + + - - NA - 
19 General A - + + + + NA + 
20 General NA A - - - + - - 
Totals 17 General 

3 Academic 
18 A 
2 NA 

 16 
(83%) 

18 
(100%) 

8 
(44%) 

9 
(50%) 

14 A 
6 NA 

 1 
(7%) 

8 
(57%) 

3 
(21%) 

7 
(50%) 

8 
(57% 

 

Abbreviations: * Hospital sent both physiotherapy and nursing protocol A= available; NA = not available; + = described in protocol; - = not described in protocol 
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Table 2. The content in treatment protocols concerning goals, interventions, clinimetric instruments and discharge criteria. 328 

 329 

 Physiotherapy protocols N = 18 Frequency %  Nursing protocols N = 14 Frequency % 
Goals Improving ADL 8 44  Patient can walk independently 1 7 

Improving basic mobility 6 33  Patient can do ADL independently 1 7 
Initialize cardiac rehabilitation phase II 5 28  Patient has knowledge of heart disease 1 7 
Balancing load and capacity 4 22  Patient knows lifestyle prescriptions and precautions 1 7 
Restoring confidence in ability to be active 3 17  Restoring physical performance after ischemia 1 7 
Mobilisation  3 17  Restoring confidence in ability to be active 1 7 
Improving insight in heart disease 3 17  Increase self-management 1 7 
Optimizing physical functioning (endurance, strength) 2 11   
Informing on exercise capacity 2 11  
Showing boundaries 2 11  
Reactivate 2 11  
Stress reduction 1 6  
Risk factor cessation 1 6  
Prevent functional decline due to immobilisation 1 6   
Advise on posture 1 6  

Interventions Supervised walking 13 72  Provide information on prescriptions and precautions 3 21 
Supervised climbing stairs 12 67  Provide information on heart disease 2 14 
Basic mobility training 12 67  Mobilise (out of bed) under supervision 2 14 
Informing on balancing load and capacity 8 44  Provide information about cardiac rehabilitation 2 14 
Informing/referral to cardiac rehabilitation phase II 8 44  Initialize cycle ergometry test 1 7 
Initiate ADL training 5 28  Refer to cardiac rehabilitation phase II 1 7 
Provide information on heart disease 5 28   
Cycling (on indoor cycling trainer) 5 28  
Stimulating active lifestyle* 3 17  
Provide walking scheme 2 11  
Activate large muscle groups 1 6  
Inform on signals of over-exerting oneself 1 6  
Stimulate walking outside* 1 6  
Inform on the effect of pharmaceutical treatment 1 6  

Clinimetric 
instruments 

MET values 5 28  Cycle ergometry test 3 21 
Borg 4 22   
SPO2 1 6  
Heart frequency 1 6  

Discharge  
criteria 

ADL independent 6 33  Referral to cardiac rehabilitation phase II 7 50 
Patient knows how to deal with cardiac disease 4 22  Control appointment cardiologist planned 2 14 
ADL functioning 3-4 MET 4 22   
Patient can climb stairs  3 17  
Patient has knowledge of cardiac disease 1 6  
Patient has knowledge of rehabilitation process 1 6  

 
ADL = activities of daily living; Basic mobility = sitting in bed, sitting in chair, standing, walking etc; Improving activities of daily living = self-care, washing, dressing, going to the toilet etc.; MET 
= metabolic equivalent of task; *= Was considered as physical activity promotion by the study authors 

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
-N

C
-N

D
 4.0 International license

It is m
ade available under a 

 is the author/funder, w
ho has granted m

edR
xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

(w
h

ich
 w

as n
o

t certified
 b

y p
eer review

)
T

he copyright holder for this preprint 
this version posted M

ay 11, 2021. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.05.21256684
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Table 3: Outcomes of the methodological quality assessment with the AGREE-II tool for each domain and the 330 

overall assessment. 331 

 Physiotherapy, n=18 Nursing, n=14 
 Average Standard deviation Average Standard deviation 

Domain 1: Scope and Purpose 52% 17% 48% 21% 

Domain 2: Stakeholder Involvement 22% 9% 22% 12% 

Domain 3: Rigour of Development 2% 3% 3% 5% 

Domain 4: Clarity of Presentation 17% 9% 23% 11% 

Domain 5: Applicability 7% 5% 10% 5% 

Domain 6: Editorial Independence 0% 0% 0% 0% 

Overall assessment 3 1 3 1 
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Box 1. Frequency, Intensity, Time, and Type (FITT) criteria for early mobilisation after myocardial infarction. 334 

“Frequency = 2-4 sessions a day for the first 3 days of hospital stay; Intensity = Seated or standing HRrest + 20 

beats/min. Upper limit 120≤ beats/min that corresponds to a Borg-score ≤ 13 on a scale of 6-20; Time = Begin 

with intermittent walking bouts lasting 3-5 minutes as tolerated, progressively increase duration. The rest period 

may be a slower walk (or complete rest) that is shorter than the duration of the exercise bout. Attempt to achieve a 

2:1 exercise/rest ratio. Progress to 10-15 minutes of continuous walking; Type = Walking, treadmill, or cycle. 

Resistance training is not recommended during the hospitalisation phase.”[11] 

 335 
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