medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.08.22268939; this version posted January 10, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

Potential uses of AI for perioperative nursing handoffs: a qualitative study.
Christopher Ryan King 1 (0000-0002-4574-8616)
Ayanna Shambe 1
Joanna Abraham 1,2

1

Department of Anesthesiology, Washington University School of Medicine, Washington
University in St. Louis, St Louis, Missouri, United States of America
2

Institute for Informatics Washington University in St. Louis, St Louis, Missouri, United States of
America

Correspondence:
Christopher King
660 S. Euclid Ave, MSC 8054-50-02
St Louis, MO 63110
christopherking@wustl.edu
(314) 362-8649
Keywords:
Artificial intelligence, postoperative nursing, PACU, handoffs, situational awareness
Word count: 3396/4000

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.08.22268939; this version posted January 10, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

ABSTRACT
Objective: Situational awareness and anticipatory guidance for nurses receiving a patient after
surgery are key to patient safety. Little work has defined the role of artificial intelligence (AI) to
support these functions during nursing handoff communication or patient assessment. We used
interviews and direct observations to better understand how AI could work in this context.
Materials and Methods: 58 handoffs were observed of patients entering and leaving the postanesthesia care unit at a single center. 11 nurses participated in semi-structured interviews.
Mixed inductive-deductive thematic analysis extracted major themes and subthemes around
roles for AI supporting postoperative nursing.
Results: Four themes emerged from the interviews: (1) Nurse understanding of patient condition
guides care decisions, (2) Handoffs are important to nurse situational awareness; problem focus
and information transfer may be improved by AI, (3) AI may augment nurse care decision
making and team communication, (4) User experience and information overload are likely
barriers to using AI. Key subthemes included that AI-identified problems would be discussed at
handoff and team communications, that AI-estimated elevated risks would trigger patient reevaluation, and that AI-identified important data may be a valuable addition to nursing
assessment.
Discussion and Conclusion: Most research on postoperative handoff communication relies on
structured checklists. Our results suggest that properly designed AI tools might facilitate
postoperative handoff communication for nurses by identifying elevated risks faced by a specific
patient, triggering discussion on those topics.
Word count: 231/250

LAY SUMMARY
Nurses caring for patients after surgery make many decisions about what complications to look
for and how to treat issues that arise. They rely on handoffs from prior providers to understand
the patient's background, events, and plans so far. We observed nurse handoffs after surgery
where operating room nurses transfer information and their care responsibility to postoperative
unit nurses to ensure care continuity. We also interviewed nurses to ask if and how artificial
intelligence (AI) might help them focus their handoff communication on likely problems and
generally understand the patient. Our participants stated that if AI identified likely issues, they
would discuss those topics in handoff, communicate about those problems with physicians, and
modify their monitoring and treatment to the level of risk faced by the patient. This finding runs
against most research on improving communication, which focuses on checklists of topics to
discuss. Most uses of AI for nurses focus on making specific to-do recommendations and
documentation reminders and search, but we find that nurses would benefit from AI which
focuses more on their understanding of the patient’s condition. These findings have major
implications for the application of AI support for nurses.
Word count: 193/200
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BACKGROUND AND SIGNIFICANCE
Inpatient handoffs are the transfer of responsibility, information, and control between clinical
providers or teams. Incomplete or inaccurate handoffs are a source of subsequent medical
errors and patient injury, [1, 2] particularly for patients undergoing major surgery.[3–5] We focus
on handoffs for postoperative nursing during the operating room (OR) to post-anesthesia care
unit (PACU) and PACU to ward transition for inpatient surgical populations. Handoffs are
important for receiving nurses to understand the patient's situation because residual sedation,
pain, delirium, fatigue, and surgical injuries can make patient-nurse communication difficult.
Additionally, the patient's context is subject to change; old concerns may be eliminated by
surgery and potential complications emerge. The data surrounding surgical patients is
voluminous and diverse while simultaneously incomplete, which strains the ability of receiving
nurses to review and assimilate it de novo.[6–8] Two functions of handoff are of special interest
to us: situational awareness and anticipatory guidance. Situational awareness is the
combination of perceiving critical factors in the environment, understanding what those factors
mean for the provider's goals, and understanding what will happen next.[9] Anticipatory
guidance is the communication of likely patient status changes and plans for how to address
them.[10, 11] Both of these concepts have been integrated into major quality improvement
projects.[12–14] Protocolized or checklist based handoffs are employed to ensure that key
information is transmitted throughout healthcare.[15–17] Similar methods of standardization
have been applied to nurse-to-nurse handoffs [12, 18] and perioperative nursing handoffs
specifically.[19, 20] Nevertheless, handoff-related information gaps are common for
postoperative patients.[8, 21–24]
The electronic health record (EHR) has promise for mitigating and reducing these information
gaps. EHRs place data at the fingertips of all providers. In theory, this ought to allow a nurse to
prepare for handoff and recover from an incomplete handoff. Despite this promise, most
handoff-EHR integration work does not focus on the critical functions of situational awareness
and anticipatory guidance.[25] Staggers and others [26] found that existing EHR handoff
summaries were too rigid and incomplete to be useful; additionally, they interfered with the
receiving nurse's encoding of information via note taking. They subsequently found nursing
EHR handoff support to be poorly utilized due to these limitations.[27] One exciting development
has been the use of artificial intelligence (AI) to supplement the manual review and assimilation
of EHR data. For example, use of information dashboards simplify the stream of real-time data
(for example, vital sign and laboratory data).[26–33] More complex contemporary systems
include identification of "relevant" patient data and prediction of multiple adverse events.[32–34]
A parallel literature explores the role of AI-based prediction of adverse events of specific
relevance to nursing tasks. For example, identification of patients with high risk of pressure
ulcers [35, 36] or falls [37] can trigger clinical decision support for nursing interventions. The
related clinical decision support literature focuses on recommending specific actions, medication
dosing, and documentation reminders. [31] Only a handful of studies have considered
combining these two threads with AI-based prediction to augment handoff communication. In
the neonatal ICU context, Hunter and colleagues [33] used natural-language generation to
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summarize EHR data and generate potential problems and care plans to facilitate handoffs.
Forbes and colleagues [32, 38] designed a shift-report summary for nurses including key data,
diagnoses, and predicted adverse events. Hunter and Forbes's work [32, 33, 38] suggests a
new role for AI-based prediction: facilitating problem-based report and assessment during
handoffs. Although the assessment of the patient's condition is a key part of all structured
handoffs, AI identification of likely complications and important data could prompt review of the
most pertinent issues while being much more flexible than traditional checklist-based protocols.
We previously explored related ideas at the OR to intensive care unit handoff (which often has a
brief nurse-to-nurse component due to the multi-disciplinary handoff).[39] Key findings of that
study were the difficulty of making EHR information universally accessible, the need to focus on
AI with direct relevance to patient care, and general acceptance of blending AI risk prediction
with current summaries of patient data into a handoff tool. However, the ICU shift-change and
OR-ICU handoffs which have been previously studied are quite different from the OR-PACUward transition.

OBJECTIVES
Before implementing AI support for postoperative handoffs, we identified key unanswered
questions in prior research literature about postoperative bedside nurses as givers or receivers
of handoff: (1) would postoperative nurses accept AI recommendations for handoff topics? (2)
would nurses find AI-based predictions useful and relevant? (3) would nurses share a preferred
presentation for AI-based predictions (making them widely accessible)? The goal of this single
center qualitative study was to explore these topics with a focus on potential gaps in the
postoperative nursing handoff process and how AI might fit into the situational awareness,
assessment, monitoring, and communication goals of post-anesthesia care unit (PACU) and
post-operative ward nurses. We intend these findings to guide subsequent design and
implementation efforts.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Setting
Barnes-Jewish Hospital is a 1400 bed academic medical center in St Louis, Missouri where
approximately 20,000 surgeries are performed annually. We focused on the Acute and Critical
Care Surgery (ACCS) division, which performs approximately 1600 inpatient surgeries annually,
primarily trauma and acute abdominal surgery. All postoperative patients (other than those
directly admitted to intensive care) recover from anesthesia in the PACU, a 30-bed area. Four
hospital units subsequently care for ACCS patients: two dedicated hospital wards and two highdependency units which are shared with otolaryngology, abdominal organ transplant, and
hepatobiliary services.
Surgical cases were selected for direct observation from the OR schedule based on the primary
surgery service (ACCS). Patients likely to be admitted to high dependency units based on their
procedures were also included. Interviews and direct observations were conducted under
Washington University IRB approval (#201812137 and #202009066) with the consent of the
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PACU nurse to shadow their activities. Written consents were changed to verbal consents with
electronic provision of study information during the COVID-19 pandemic.
Participants
Participants included the OR circulator nurse, anesthesia provider, surgery provider, PACU
nurse, and wards nurse caring for these patients. Concurrently, a convenience sample of PACU
and ward nurses was recruited from the above units (ACCS floor and high-dependency wards).
Interviews were conducted until topic saturation.
Description of Perioperative Handoff Processes and Care Teams
The handoff process is illustrated in Figure 1. Prior to surgery, a preoperative holding area
nurse completes a health status inventory in the Epic EHR and on a paper record (Appendix S1)
passed to PACU. An informal handoff is completed between the preoperative nurse and OR
circulating nurse. After surgery, the patient is transported to the PACU by a surgery resident or
fellow, the OR circulating nurse, and an anesthesia provider (nurse anesthetist or
anesthesiology resident). OR to PACU handoff follows a protocol (Appendix S1) where the
circulating nurse, surgeon, and anesthesia provider each give handoff to the PACU nurse.
Once a patient is deemed ready to leave the PACU, handoff is given from the PACU nurse to
the ward nurse either at the bedside (high dependency unit) or by phone call (other units). A
guideline addresses the handoff between PACU and the wards (Appendix S1). Postoperative
patients are jointly managed by fellows, resident physicians, nurse practitioners, and the
attending surgeon. The nurse practitioner or resident implementing ward care is not directly
involved in the surgery. For clarity's sake, we will refer to that resident or nurse practitioner as
the ward physician.
Data collection
Eligible patients were identified from the operating room status board between 9am and 5pm on
weekdays, and all eligible patients were attempted for observation. A researcher approached
PACU nurses before patient arrival for consent to shadow their handoff activities. The
participants were observed, and unstructured notes on the OR-PACU handoff process were
taken. For patients where the OR-PACU handoff was missed because of insufficient time to
identify the patient's bed assignment, the nurse was approached for consent to shadow the
PACU-ward handoff. We asked the PACU nurse to alert us when a handoff was imminent.
During handoff observation, we checked for completeness of information along the standard
SBAR format, [27] roughly following the same content as prior PACU-specific handoff
guides.[40] This (ref 40) checklist was included as a pilot for future studies related to our
institutional context, not as primary data collection; we don’t report the resulting scores here. We
also assessed if the handoff-giver seemed able to answer the receiver's questions.
Recruitment for semi-structured interviews occurred during the observation sessions. Our
interview questions were focused on handoff communication, patient assessment, physician
communication, and potential roles for AI. Interviews were conducted over phone or voice-
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application (interview guides in Appendix S2). Interviews were recorded and transcribed
verbatim; after selection of example quotations, stop words and verbal pauses were removed.
Analysis
Interviews and observation notes were double-coded by two researchers (King and Shambe)
using a mixed inductive-deductive thematic analysis approach.[41] After each interview, the
transcript was reviewed, and topical statements identified. Each statement was coded as
relevant to OR-PACU, PACU-ward, or both handoffs. Open codes and subthemes were
analyzed within handoff type with an inductive hierarchy and revisited to form into major themes.
Statements were also coded for relevance to major study questions (Appendix S3), forming the
deductive part of the analysis. Codes were compared between coders, and disagreements
discussed until consensus. A third researcher (Abraham) was planned to resolve
disagreements, but this was not necessary. The OR-PACU and PACU-ward coding trees were
compared for similar themes that could be coalesced. Themes were reviewed and revised with
Prof. Abraham, and statements not matching a theme reviewed for additional subthemes. After
construction of the coding tree, statements were checked to validate their applicability to the
higher-level themes. After 10 interviews, a first round of coding was done, and saturation
assessed and found to be likely as most topics were addressed by multiple participants; no new
topics were found to emerge after the 11th interview.
A consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative research (COREQ)checklist [42] is included in
appendix S4 as a qualitative research reporting framework along with some additional methods
details.

RESULTS
27 OR to PACU handoffs and 31 PACU to ward handoffs (partially overlapping patients) were
observed. 11 total interviews were conducted: 7 PACU nurses and 4 ward nurses. Table 1
displays the 4 major themes in our findings, subthemes, and exemplar quotations of each
subtheme: (1) Nurse understanding of patient condition guides care decision; (2) Handoffs are
important to nurse situational awareness; problem focus and information transfer may be
improved by AI; (3) AI may augment nurse care decision making and team communication; and
(4) user experience and information overload are likely barriers to using AI during handoffs.
These themes had substantial interactions, and with each sub-theme we have noted closely
related subthemes in square brackets. The relevance to OR-PACU, PACU-ward, or both
handoffs and number discussing are located before the exemplar quote.
Nurse understanding of patient condition guides care decisions:
Participants stressed that their bedside presence allowed rapid detection and hopefully
mitigation of complications. They universally agreed that their understanding of the issues facing
a patient modified what signs and symptoms they were alert for (Table 1 line 3), what issues
they communicated to the PACU or ward physician (Table 1 line 4), and what treatments they
recommended. Several participants stated that although almost all treatment changes required
a team discussion, their recommendations were likely to be considered or acted on.
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Table 1: Interview themes, subthemes, and supporting quotations.
Subtheme format: theme statement [linked subtheme]. # discussing, relevant to ward vs
PACU vs both. Quote.
1
Nurse understanding of patient condition guides care decisions:
2
RN monitoring → early detection, mitigation of complications. 7, Both. RN 9: Especially on the
floor that I work on, it's primary nursing, so we do everything, assessments, post-op, vitals.
We're the hands and eyes on the patient. If anything goes downhill, then we're the first ones
to know to let the providers know and to take action.
3
RN understanding → changes in assessment. 11, Both. RN 10: [I]t just depends on what the
patient had done and what complications they were having, either pre-operatively or
postoperatively. One of our major patients up on [ward] is the kidney transplants. So
obviously, for them, my biggest concern is what's their urine output and what's their vitals.
… Somebody who's had a major abdominal surgery, and they lost a lot of blood, what's their
vitals and their labs looking like? … So it is just patient specific, the main worry or concern
with each patient.
4
RN understanding → important team communication. 8, Both. RN 11: I know whenever the
floor doctors come up and check on the patient, I tell them all this information and they're
like, "Oh, I wasn't aware of this." And I'm like, "Okay. Well, here, I'm letting you know this
now." … I feel like that is where there's a lot of miscommunication, and it takes a lot longer
to be able to treat the patient
5
Handoffs are important to nurse situational awareness; problem focus and
information transfer may be improved by AI
6
Problem-focused handoff useful, sometimes absent [AI adds to problem list, discuss in
handoff]. 8, Both. RN 2: Occasionally the circulating nurse will say something. Very
infrequently the surgical person does. Sometimes they'll say they're concerned about pain
or concerned about bleeding. If there's some sort of surgical complication they'll go into
more specifics about that. Anesthesia will usually talk about if there was a problem with
anything anesthesia related if they want you to keep an eye out for anything.
7
Barrier: Lack of shared priorities [AI adds to problem list]. 9, Ward. RN 10: Sometimes I don't
care to hear some things and sometimes I do care. It depends on the patient's condition. ...
There is some stuff which we maybe should care about but don't, like, were they an easy
airway? It's one of the things they always say. … or gosh, 'They got two liters of crystalloid,
one of colloid,' that just blows over my head.
8
AI adds to problem list, discuss in handoff. 8, Both. RN 5: If you see that these people are at a
risk for an AKI or something, I would be more apt to ask about the urine output or their last
[hemato]crit values. Or if it says they're at a higher risk for being admitted to the ICU, I'll be
like, "Well, are they doing okay? Do they seem okay to you?" I'll be asking some questions if I
see that they're at risk for these things.
9
HO detail is important to understand patient condition and changes [Barrier: unreliable info
transfer: incomplete preop, AI → better understanding of disease severity, AI → general
situational awareness]. 5, Both. RN 1: [Handoff is important for] What to expect ... if it's a
spine case, what kind of deficit the patient had pre op, [or] what they're going to expect after
having, say, a craniotomy. ... But the big thing is just the basic history.
10 Barrier: unreliable info transfer: incomplete preop [AI adds to problem list, AI → find relevant
data]. 4, PACU. RN 4: If the patient isn't in pre op for very long, that paper document isn't
really filled out to completion. The only thing I really look at it for is when I'm giving report
to the floor. I will use what anesthesia has told me.
11 AI → better understanding of disease severity. 3, Both. RN 1: (regarding alert thresholds) I
think a red would be recurrent exacerbations, where somebody's ended up in the ER, ICU, or
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even just hospitalized because of a breathing issue. ... or syncopal episodes that have had a
fall or heart rate drop.
AI → general situational awareness. 5, Both. RN 3: (regarding a high calculated risk) I think it
makes you more present to the physical patient as well. Looking at them and looking at all
their vital signs, their trends. And I think it might just make you a little bit more mindful
rather than being focused so much on charting.
AI helps find relevant data. 6, Both. RN10: If your scores were all low for all your risk
assessments, I probably wouldn't even try and dive deeper into that. But if they were high,
somewhere you could find more information on why they were high like, "Why does this
patient score so high?" either in a flowsheet … or some sort of note.
AI may augment nurse care decision making and team communication
Barrier: lack of team communication, goal setting inhibits RN care planning [AI problems →
changes in communication]. 6, Floor. RN 11: There was one resident ... he would look for us
and be like, 'Hey, these are the main things that we're looking for.' And I really liked that. I
never thought about it, but yeah, that was one person that did it. No one else really does say
what the specific complications they're looking for.
AI problems → changes in communication. 3, Both. RN 5: I'll be getting a report from PACU,
and … I'll be like, 'I don't know. This patient doesn't seem like they're going to do very well
on the floor. It seems they need to be monitored closely.' And sometimes you express your
concerns to a doctor or a charge nurse, and they'll just be like, 'Oh, well, we'll see how they
do when they get here.' … maybe if they had some sort of kind of solid, concrete evidence
right there in the chart ... where some of these things that are a little bit harder to all put
together in a firm way
Barrier: information sources incomplete or uninformative [AI → find relevant data, AI
problems → changes in monitoring]. 8, Floor. RN 11: Yes, because a lot of the times, … their
[physician document] was not complete. It just said … "deceased kidney donor. This is their
blood type, and this is what happened." They're just getting it started.
AI problems → changes in monitoring. 7, Both. RN 4: (regarding communicating a high
calculated risk) I would hope so. … [be]cause the patient still should be a little more closely
monitored even when they're up on the floor, so I feel like it would help the floor nurse to
narrow down what she should really be monitoring for.
AI risks predictions with specific nursing interventions. 4, Both. RN 9: "I would definitely say
delirium would be a good one. We do see a lot of that. And we also see a lot of alcohol and
drug withdrawal but was either not talked about or just unexpected. Especially for those
patients, if we could monitor them with our CIWA protocol or … already have the Ativan and
all the medications ordered, then we could prevent an acute event from happening or an
emergency.
User experience and information overload are likely barriers to using AI
Difficult to agree on AI placement in EHR. 7, both. No exemplar quote (opinions differed).
Difficult to agree on AI presentation mode. 9, both. No exemplar quote (opinions differed).
AI flags easy to ignore. 3, Both. RN 5: If it was a popup message, it probably wouldn't be as
nice to have than if it's on the side … because sometimes stuff just pops up all the time on
the computer, and … as bad as it sounds, you just exit out of it because, usually, it's
something that you just haven't charted.
Easy for AI to info overload. 4, Both. RN 8: (regarding AI presentation) Less is more. Not too
much of a thing. I feel like the heavier it is, the more people are going to be like, 'Oh, I don't
have time for that.'
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Handoffs are important to nurse situational awareness; problem focus and information
transfer may be improved by AI:
Participants agreed that problem-focused handoffs with anticipatory guidance were extremely
useful, but that many topics in handoff were not relevant or recited data without context (Table 1
line 6). Our observations matched this claim: when a problem or complication was under active
management, it was likely to be explicitly discussed, but only a fraction of handoffs explicitly
discussed potential problems. Closely related to this concern was a lack of shared priorities
between the handoff giver and receiver. It was frequent for participants to describe receiving
handoffs focusing on details they found to be irrelevant or unintelligible or to not value topics on
which their counterparty asked questions (Table 1 line 7). Almost all participants agreed that if
AI identified a patient at high risk for a complication, that this topic would be prioritized for
discussion at handoff, and that those receiving handoff would ask follow-up questions regarding
patient state and the current plan (Table 1 line 8).
Participants stressed that accurate handoff was a critical way to learn about the patient's state,
expectations for recovery, and needs especially in the high-turnover environment of PACU
(Table 1 line 9). However, they acknowledged barriers where the documentation they relied on
was incomplete (Table 1 line 10), the handoff-giver did not know the relevant information, or
they did not understand what needed to be conveyed. Several participants commented on how
AI risk prediction at handoff might mitigate mismatch between handoff givers and receivers.
First, a high calculated risk could alert them that a known comorbidity was more severe than
they expected (Table 1 line 11). Second, awareness that a patient was overall high-risk would
prompt nurses to closely review all available data and prioritize careful patient evaluation (Table
1 line 12). Third, automatic identification of EHR data elements which increased the patients’
risk could mitigate data omissions, especially if that data was in an unusual location (Table 1
line 13). Although several participants gave examples of how they might relate data given at
handoff to specific AI-identified problems (ameliorating the laundry-list type handoff of Table 1
line 7), none explicitly identified using the AI-identified problems to organize data.
AI may augment nurse care decision making and team communication:
PACU handoff is a critical time for establishing joint plans and physician communication needs.
We also noted this in our direct observations; surgery and anesthesiology physicians made
requests for notification of symptom or physical status changes and occasionally gave explicit ifthen anticipatory guidance. However, ward participants noted that physicians only rarely
proactively contacted them, leaving nurses to deduce what issues required communication or
nursing action (Table 1 line 15). In our observations, we noted the absence of ward physicians
in the overwhelming majority of handoffs. Some participants noted that AI could help target
post-handoff nurse-physician communication in two ways. First, if a patient had been identified
as high risk, the barrier to contacting the physicians to discuss that topic would be lowered
(Table 1 line 16). Second, the nurse's view of patient risk might be difficult to communicate, and
AI-based pattern matching would make this more concrete and easier to request physicians act
on or personally evaluate (Table 1 line 16).
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Participants noted incomplete physician documentation and other EHR information negatively
affected their independent assessment of the patient (table 1 line 17). AI identification of
alternative key data would then be valuable. Additionally, AI-identified risks for adverse events
would allow the nurse to better target their assessment and monitoring independent of any
effect on handoff (Table 1 line 18). Participants noted that AI identified elevated risks could
allow them to target interventions within their scope of practice, such as fall prevention, delirium
prevention, and pneumonia prevention (Table 1 line 19). Multiple participants endorsed the
desire for more accurate prediction of patients likely to require higher nursing workload or ICU
transfer, which they could use to allocate their resources.
User experience and information overload are likely barriers to using AI
Participants identified several barriers for nursing use of AI, largely centered around the user
experience and potential for excessive information volume. First, because of the large number
of different methods for accomplishing most tasks in Epic, participants did not recommend the
same locations for finding AI risk prediction. Second, preferred visualizations also differed, with
participants variously endorsing absolute risk estimates, relative risks, simplified high-mediumlow risk flags, and plots. Several participants noted that existing clinical decision support and
alerts already generate alarm fatigue, and that additional flags would likely be ignored (Table 1
line 23). Finally, participants noted the potential for information overload with more complex
outputs (Table 1 line 24).
Other barriers to perioperative handoffs:
Participants noted many other barriers and several facilitators to perioperative handoffs and
patient care. These other findings, mostly reflecting local practices, are documented in appendix
S5 as they are outside the scope of the goals of this study.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
Our interviews highlighted the importance of team communication and anticipatory guidance at
and around postoperative handoffs for nurses to optimize patient care. The data gave consistent
answers to our knowledge-gap questions: (1) participants believed that AI which identified
patients at elevated risk would lead to focused handoff communication and physician-nurse
team communication on those topics, increasing anticipatory guidance and situational
awareness. (2) Participants believed that well-functioning AI risk assessment would lead to
activating nurse-driven interventions. To accomplish this, participants desired both overall
measures of acuity and estimation of a broad collection of risks. (3) While our participants were
enthusiastic for AI identification of relevant information in the EHR, they also acknowledged
barriers surrounding the user-experience of adding AI to their workflows and the potential for
information overload.
Our work contrasts with much of the development of AI EHR support for nurses, [31] which
largely focuses on medication documentation, medication administration, and very simple rulebased systems to identify specific nursing needs. Our work also highlights the need for handoff
communication to adapt to the patient's condition, contrasting with the dominant theme of the
literature for improving handoffs: standardized communication and checklists.[43] Similar
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themes have been found in several small studies from other nursing contexts. Home care
nurses in a prior study expressed a similar use case for AI to modify the intensity of their
services but did not discuss its role in transitions of care.[29] User-design work for EHRintegrated shift-change handoff support had similar ideas, arriving at a design which blended
data and predictive risks.[32, 38] Although their work stemmed from interactions with nurses
and nursing students, they do not describe the methods to arrive at these conclusions or
supporting beliefs by nurses. A prototype system for shift-change in the neonatal intensive care
unit focused on summarizing data in natural language, and included expert decision rules as a
minor component.[33] Our findings can also be viewed as similar to prior work with dashboards
intended to detect change in patient status which lack explicit AI predictions.[31] In our work on
OR to ICU handoffs, [39] participants endorsed similar desires to integrate AI into summaries of
patient data like laboratory results and vital signs and the need to focus on actionability. In
contrast to ICU participants, our participants felt that AI augmentation of handoff topics could be
useful, AI assessment of risks for physician communication would be valuable, and that AI could
assist their selection of necessary patient assessment steps. Taken together, our findings and
these prior studies suggest that AI can support nurses in their more general cognitive tasks, and
that future AI design efforts should (1) target critical moments of evaluation like shift change and
handoff and (2) incorporate estimates of severity and influential data outside narrow "nursing
related" problems.
Limitations
Our study drew participants from a single center, which limits the range of experiences. The
ward nurses worked in a small number of units, limiting the diversity of views. The setting was
an academic medical center, so the views may not reflect the experiences of those in private
practice. Our interview was semi-structured (but nearly structured), and participants were
informed on the nature of our study. They may have endorsed ideas to be agreeable, but
participants seemed to feel free to disagree.
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Figure 1: Illustration of perioperative handoff stages

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.08.22268939; this version posted January 10, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.08.22268939; this version posted January 10, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

