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ABSTRACT
Introduction Hypoxaemic respiratory failure (HRF) affects 
nearly 15% of critically ill adults admitted to an intensive 
care unit (ICU). An evidence- based, stakeholder- informed 
multidisciplinary care pathway (Venting Wisely) was 
created to standardise the diagnosis and management 
of patients with HRF and acute respiratory distress 
syndrome. Successful adherence to the pathway requires 
a coordinated team- based approach by the clinician 
team. The overall aim of this study is to describe the 
acceptability of the Venting Wisely pathway among critical 
care clinicians. Specifically, this will allow us to (1) better 
understand the user’s experience with the intervention and 
(2) determine if the intervention was delivered as intended.
Methods and analysis This qualitative study will 
conduct focus groups with nurse practitioners, physicians, 
registered nurses and registered respiratory therapists 
from 17 Alberta ICUs. We will use template analysis to 
describe the acceptability of a multicomponent care 
pathway according to seven constructs of acceptability: 
(1) affective attitude;,(2) burden, (3) ethicality, (4) 
intervention coherence, (5) opportunity costs, (6) perceived 
effectiveness and (7) self- efficacy. This study will 
contribute to a better understanding of the acceptability 
of the Venting Wisely pathway. Identification of areas of 
poor acceptability will be used to refine the pathway and 
implementation strategies as ways to improve adherence 
to the pathway and promote its sustainability.
Ethics and dissemination The study was approved by 
the University of Calgary Conjoint Health Research Ethics 
Board. The results will be submitted for publication in 
a peer- reviewed journal and presented at a scientific 
conference.
Trial registration number  ClinicalTrials. gov 
NCT04744298.

INTRODUCTION
Acute hypoxaemic respiratory failure (HRF) is 
a common medical emergency affecting up to 

15% of intensive care unit (ICU) admissions.1 2 
The most severe subtype of HRF is acute respi-
ratory distress syndrome (ARDS).3 ARDS is asso-
ciated with significant mortality (over 30% in 
severe cases), functional disability and increased 
healthcare resource utilisation.4–10 Guideline- 
recommended approaches for the application 
of mechanical ventilation and adjunctive thera-
pies for HRF and ARDS exist.11–15 Unfortunately, 
despite this, HRF and ARDS remain underdiag-
nosed, and evidence- based interventions remain 
underused.10

Effective clinical management of complex 
conditions such as HRF and ARDS requires 
a coordinated, multidisciplinary approach. 
The Institute of Medicine suggests using care 

STRENGTHS AND LIMITATIONS OF THIS STUDY
 ⇒ This qualitative study will provide vital informa-
tion about why the implementation of the Venting 
Wisely pathway may or may not have worked as 
anticipated.

 ⇒ Findings will identify opportunities to improve path-
way adherence and provide insights on how to sus-
tain the intervention and scale to other sites.

 ⇒ Acceptance of and adherence to the Venting Wisely 
pathway have the potential to increase and stan-
dardise the use of evidence- informed, life- saving 
therapies for mechanically ventilated patients; 
this may improve outcomes and save costs to the 
healthcare system.

 ⇒ Focus groups will be conducted with a wide variety 
of clinicians (nurse practitioners, physicians, regis-
tered nurses and registered respiratory therapists) 
and within various intensive care units (general sys-
tems, cardiovascular surgery and neurosciences) 
and hospitals (regional, community and tertiary).

 ⇒ The study is being conducted in one province in 
Canada, which may limit generalisability.

P
ro

tected
 b

y co
p

yrig
h

t, in
clu

d
in

g
 fo

r u
ses related

 to
 text an

d
 d

ata m
in

in
g

, A
I train

in
g

, an
d

 sim
ilar tech

n
o

lo
g

ies.
 . 

E
n

seig
n

em
en

t S
u

p
erieu

r (A
B

E
S

)
at A

g
en

ce B
ib

lio
g

rap
h

iq
u

e d
e l

 
o

n
 Ju

n
e 7, 2025

 
h

ttp
://b

m
jo

p
en

.b
m

j.co
m

/
D

o
w

n
lo

ad
ed

 fro
m

 
28 M

ay 2024. 
10.1136/b

m
jo

p
en

-2023-075086 o
n

 
B

M
J O

p
en

: first p
u

b
lish

ed
 as 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0300-4122
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7299-6594
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1113-0287
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2023-075086
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2023-075086
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1136/bmjopen-2023-075086&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2024-05-28
NCT04744298
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


2 Krewulak KD, et al. BMJ Open 2024;14:e075086. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2023-075086

Open access 

pathways to coordinate and improve care of complex condi-
tions.16 We developed a care pathway for HRF and ARDS 
called Venting Wisely that is evidence informed, multidis-
ciplinary and stakeholder derived.17 This pathway stan-
dardises the diagnosis and management of HRF and ARDS. 
It includes 42 elements; however, it is focused on five key 
evidence- informed steps including measuring a patient’s 
height to estimate the size of their lungs, screening for HRF 
daily, instituting lung protective ventilation consistently, using 
neuromuscular blockade and prone positioning when indi-
cated (see figure 1).17

Acceptability of the intervention among clinicians 
is a crucial attribute for its success. Sekhon et al define 
acceptability as a multifaceted construct and propose the 
theoretical framework of acceptability (TFA) to evaluate 
the acceptability of healthcare interventions.18 The TFA 
consists of seven components: (1) affective attitude (how 
a clinician feels about the intervention), (2) burden (the 
clinician’s perception about the required amount of 
effort to participate in the intervention), (3) ethicality 
(the extent to which the intervention aligns with a clini-
cian’s value system), (4) intervention coherence (the extent 
to which the clinician understands the intervention), 
(5) opportunity costs (benefits or costs to the clinician for 
using the pathway), (6) perceived effectiveness (the extent 
to which the clinician perceives the intervention as likely 
to achieve its purpose) and (7) self- efficacy (the clinician’s 
confidence that they can use the pathway).

Acceptability is recognised as an important implemen-
tation outcome that should be assessed in any complex 
intervention.19 Therefore, understanding the accept-
ability of the Venting Wisely pathway is important to under-
stand the user’s experience of the intervention and 
whether the intervention is being provided as intended. 
Implementation of the Venting Wisely pathway is complex 
because it requires the engagement of multidisciplinary 
ICU care team members, including nurse practitioners, 
physicians, registered nurses or registered respiratory 
therapists. Our understanding of why the implementa-
tion of the Venting Wisely pathway does or does not work as 
anticipated will identify opportunities to improve pathway 
adherence and provide insights on how to sustain the 
intervention and scale to other sites.18 Strong accept-
ability of the Venting Wisely pathway has the potential to 
increase and standardise the use of evidence- informed, 
life- saving therapies for HRF and ARDS, improve patient 
outcomes and reduce costs within the healthcare system. 
Study findings may also provide insights into how other 
complex interventions should and should not be imple-
mented and adopted by multidisciplinary teams.

The Venting Wisely pathway is currently being imple-
mented through a cluster randomised stepped wedge trial 
( ClinicalTrials. gov NCT04744298) across 17 adult ICUs 
in Alberta, Canada, as part of a hybrid implementation- 
effectiveness trial.20 The analysis plan for this study has 
been previously published.21 Prior to the implementation 
of Venting Wisely in 17 ICUs, we developed an implemen-
tation strategy to address identified barriers. This imple-
mentation strategy was standardised and consisted of eight 
key components: audit and feedback, education, training, 
clinical decision support, site champions, reminders, 
implementation support and empowerment.21 22 It has 
been suggested that an assessment of acceptability be 
conducted prior to full implementation.18 Acceptability 
of Venting Wisely was assessed in several ways prior to 
implementation. This included cocreation and validation 
of the pathway by stakeholders, assessment of barriers to 
pathway implementation, development of an implemen-
tation strategy to address barriers and a pilot study which 
included an acceptability assessment.17 22 23

Objective
The overall objective of this study is to explore clinician 
perceptions of the acceptability of the Venting Wisely 
pathway among ICU clinicians in a diversity of ICUs. 
These data will inform iterative refinements of the 
pathway and the implementation strategy for this pathway 
and suggestions for facilitating pathway fidelity, sustain-
ability and scalability.

METHODS AND ANALYSIS
Study design
The study will be reported according to the Consolidated 
criteria for Reporting Qualitative research.24 Following 
the implementation of the Venting Wisely pathway, we will 
conduct focus groups with critical care clinicians (nurse 
practitioners, physicians, registered nurses or registered 
respiratory therapists involved in using the pathway). The 
full study protocol has been published in a peer- reviewed 
journal.21 This focus group protocol has been posted on a 
preprint server ( medrxiv. org/ content/ 10. 1101/ 2023. 04. 
21. 23288685v1) prior to the completion of recruitment.25 
Focus groups were initiated in April 2022. The target for 
study completion is late 2023.

Participants and sampling frame
Participants will be eligible if they are a clinician (nurse 
practitioner, physician, registered nurse or registered 
respiratory therapist) working in 1 of the 17 ICUs in 

Figure 1 Five key steps of the Venting Wisely pathway.
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Alberta, Canada, that has experienced the implementa-
tion of the Venting Wisely pathway for at least 2 months. 
Focus groups will be conducted during active imple-
mentation by our implementation team which will be 
approximately 6–18 months after initial implementa-
tion depending on the cluster randomisation timing of 
each site. All 17 ICUs will be included in focus groups. 
To ensure that focus group participants have adequate 
exposure to the pathway to comment on its acceptability, 
our goal is to conduct focus groups after ICUs demon-
strate adherence to key pathway elements (ie, composite 
fidelity score of >70% or 10% gain above baseline). Any 
ICU that does not meet these criteria will have their focus 
group conducted at the end of the study regardless of 
their adherence to the pathway. The analysis of themes 
will take into consideration whether the sites were of high 
versus low adherence.

Eligible clinicians will be emailed a letter explaining the 
purpose of the study by the ICU manager or site pathway 
champions (online supplemental file 1). Interested clini-
cians will be invited to contact the research team. Partic-
ipants will be emailed a $50 gift card after completion 
of the focus group in recognition of their time. Purpo-
sive sampling will be by discipline, that is, all participants 
in each focus group will be from the same discipline to 
ensure representation from clinicians across institutions 
and with diversity in the level of experience and primary 
discipline. All participants will be emailed a consent form 
(online supplemental file 2) and be asked to provide 
verbal informed consent before participating in the focus 
group (online supplemental file 3).

Data collection
We developed a focus group guide (online supplemental 
file 4) based on the seven constructs included in the 
TFA (table 1). We developed at least one question per 
domain, with prompts to probe domains for clarifica-
tion or exploration. An ICU physician, registered nurses, 
registered respiratory therapists and researchers reviewed 
the focus group guide for face validity. The focus group 
guide will be pilot tested with four groups of specialty- 
specific stakeholders (ie, nurse practitioners, physicians, 
registered nurses and registered respiratory therapists) 
from the Venting Wisely pilot implementation site (Foot-
hills Medical Centre, Calgary AB) to refine wording and 
enhance clarity prior to conducting interviews.

Focus groups will be moderated by a researcher (KDK) 
or knowledge translation expert/registered nurse (AI) 
with experience in qualitative methods. A researcher 
will observe the focus groups and take notes to record 
details of participants’ surroundings, important features 
of participant responses and themes to consider in the 
formal data analysis. Focus groups will be conducted 
remotely using Zoom. The duration of focus groups 
will be scheduled for 1.5 hours. Demographic data will 
be collected via an online survey (Qualtrics, Provo, UT) 
prior to the start of the focus group, including age, gender 
identity, ethnic, racial or cultural self- identification, years 

of ICU experience, professional designation and primary 
hospital site (online supplemental file 5). All focus groups 
will be audio- recorded, transcribed verbatim, verified 
and deidentified. We will use  Rev. com to transcribe the 
focus group interviews.  Rev. com is an online transcription 
service that has been risk and compliance cleared by our 
institution. All focus group participants will be emailed a 
copy of the study report to review and comment on as a 
form of member checking.

Sample size
There are no a priori sample size considerations. We plan 
to conduct up to 17 focus groups at least 2 months post-
implementation of the Venting Wisely pathway (see above 
Participants and sampling frame). Each focus group will 
consist of representatives from four prespecified ICUs 
from a single discipline. We will limit focus groups to 
eight clinicians for a total of approximately 100 partici-
pants. We will conduct additional focus groups if needed 
to achieve theoretical saturation of themes (ie, point 
when new data do not generate any new insights).

Data analysis
Deidentified transcripts will be imported into NVivo- 12 
(QSR International, Melbourne, Australia) for data 
management and analysis. Each participant group 
(ie, nurse practitioner, physician, registered nurse or 
registered respiratory therapist) will be analysed inde-
pendently to allow for the identification of discipline- 
specific themes. A coding template will be developed, 

Table 1 Theoretical framework of acceptability

Construct Definition

Affective attitude How a clinician feels about the 
intervention

Perceived effectiveness The extent to which the 
intervention is perceived as 
likely to achieve its purpose

Self- efficacy The clinician’s confidence 
that they can perform the 
behaviour(s) required to 
participate in the intervention

Burden The perceived amount of effort 
that is required to participate in 
the intervention

Intervention coherence The extent to which the 
clinician understands the 
intervention and how it works

Opportunity costs The extent to which benefits, 
profits or values must be 
given up to engage in the 
intervention

Ethicality The extent to which the 
intervention has a good fit with 
a clinician’s value system

The theoretical framework of acceptability proposes seven 
component constructs of acceptability.18
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with a priori themes based on the seven constructs of the 
TFA. Qualitative data will be collected and analysed itera-
tively by two researchers (KDK and AI). The researchers, 
working independently, will begin by reading the tran-
scripts to gain familiarity with the content, followed by line- 
by- line inductive coding with constant comparison. The 
researchers will meet after reviewing every 2–3 transcripts 
to review emerging findings; differences will be resolved 
through discussion. The codes will then be mapped to 
the template of a priori themes, and additional themes 
emerging through the analysis will be added. Subthemes 
will be identified within and across themes. Once all tran-
scripts are coded and mapped, the data will be organised 
to describe how participant experiences are aligned with 
and divergent from the TFA constructs.26–28 Quantitative 
demographic data will be summarised using descriptive 
statistics. The research team will meet regularly to review 
and discuss the findings. The multidisciplinary composi-
tion of the research team will ensure that the perspec-
tives of all members of the ICU care team are reflected 
in the analysis and interpretation of data. Questions in 
the focus group guide may be adapted as focus groups 
are conducted and analysed in order to further explore 
identified subthemes.

Patient and public involvement
The study was designed with input from a patient partner. 
We do not plan to include patient or family represen-
tatives as part of the focus groups. This is for several 
reasons. First, they are not involved in either delivering 
or receiving the pathway. Second, they have not been 
educated on what the pathway is. Family involvement 
with the pathway is the topic of a separate study. A patient 
partner will be part of the final thematic interpretation 
once the initial analysis is complete.

Duration, challenges and mitigation
We anticipate focus group guide refinement, recruitment 
of participants, focus group meetings and analysis will 
take up to 24 months. The largest risk will be challenges in 
recruitment. Our team will leverage our multidisciplinary 
network of investigators and leaders to recruit clinicians 
as in previous studies completed successfully.29 30

Given the limited numbers of nurse practitioners that 
work in the critical care setting within Alberta, we may not 
have enough nurse practitioners to conduct site- based 
focus groups with just this group of practitioners. Instead, 
we may have to combine them with the physician group 
or combine nurse practitioners from multiple similar 
sites for a focus group. Future studies should endeavour 
to include as many critical care nurse practitioners as 
possible.

Focus groups may be conducted at variable durations 
after implementation of the pathway. This may introduce 
bias such as recall bias of acceptability or selection bias 
towards participants who work in the ICU. Focus groups 
will be conducted as quickly as possible within the 6–18- 
month timeframe to try and mitigate this bias.

Knowledge translation
We will use two types of knowledge translation throughout 
this study: integrated knowledge translation and end of 
grant knowledge translation.31 Members of the ICU care 
team have been engaged throughout this study, from the 
development of the Venting Wisely pathway to the develop-
ment and refinement of the focus group guide. During 
data analysis, we will present our findings to Venting Wisely 
clinical advisors to evaluate and iteratively improve imple-
mentation of the Venting Wisely pathway at other ICUs and 
improve pathway adherence.

ETHICS AND DISSEMINATION
Ethics
This study was approved by the University of Calgary 
Conjoint Health Research Ethics Board (REB20- 0646).

Dissemination
We will compile a record of perceptions of the Venting 
Wisely pathway and how clinician involvement can be 
optimised and sustained. These will be included in 
a published report and inform future phases of this 
research programme, including an exploration of 
the sustainability and (inter)national scalability of the 
Venting Wisely pathway. Study results will be shared with 
the 17 ICUs who participated in this study, submitted to 
a peer- reviewed journal for consideration of publication 
and presented at a scientific conference. The results of 
the study will be disseminated to patients and the public 
at the completion of the trial.

Exploring clinician experiences with the Venting Wisely 
pathway will contribute to a better understanding of the 
user’s experience of the Venting Wisely pathway. Study find-
ings will be used to inform the refinement, implemen-
tation and sustainment of the pathway to ensure its use 
is as intended, which in turn may improve outcomes of 
critically ill adults with HRF and ARDS. Learnings about 
the acceptability of this intervention will lead to improved 
user satisfaction and also potentially improved adherence 
to the pathway and best clinical practice. Study findings 
may also provide insights into how guideline recommen-
dations and other complex interventions for critical 
care- specific illnesses beyond HRF and ARDS should and 
should not be implemented and adopted by multidisci-
plinary teams within an ICU setting.

Author affiliations
1Critical Care Medicine, University of Calgary Cumming School of Medicine, Calgary, 
Alberta, Canada
2Critical Care Strategic Clinical Network, Alberta Health Services, Edmonton, Alberta, 
Canada
3University of Alberta Faculty of Medicine & Dentistry, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada
4Critical Care and Palliative Care, University of Calgary, Calgary, Alberta, Canada

X Ken Kuljit Singh Parhar @kenparhar

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank the patient partner for 
participation in the design of the study and final thematic analysis.

Contributors KKSP and KF conceived the study. KDK, GK, HTS, DZ, SMB and ARdO 
contributed to the development of the study protocol. KDK, GK and KKSP wrote the 

P
ro

tected
 b

y co
p

yrig
h

t, in
clu

d
in

g
 fo

r u
ses related

 to
 text an

d
 d

ata m
in

in
g

, A
I train

in
g

, an
d

 sim
ilar tech

n
o

lo
g

ies.
 . 

E
n

seig
n

em
en

t S
u

p
erieu

r (A
B

E
S

)
at A

g
en

ce B
ib

lio
g

rap
h

iq
u

e d
e l

 
o

n
 Ju

n
e 7, 2025

 
h

ttp
://b

m
jo

p
en

.b
m

j.co
m

/
D

o
w

n
lo

ad
ed

 fro
m

 
28 M

ay 2024. 
10.1136/b

m
jo

p
en

-2023-075086 o
n

 
B

M
J O

p
en

: first p
u

b
lish

ed
 as 

https://x.com/kenparhar
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


5Krewulak KD, et al. BMJ Open 2024;14:e075086. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2023-075086

Open access

first draft of the protocol and the manuscript. KKSP, KF, KDK, GK, HTS, DZ, SMB, 
ARdO, AI and JM contributed to editing and revisions. AI and JM were responsible 
for the acquisition of data and data analysis. KKSP takes full responsibility for the 
submission.

Funding This work was supported by the Canadian Institutes of Health Research 
(grant number 427 774) and Alberta Health Services (grant number N/A).

Competing interests The authors declare they have no competing interests.

Patient and public involvement Patients and/or the public were involved in the 
design, or conduct, or reporting, or dissemination plans of this research. Refer to 
the Methods section for further details.

Patient consent for publication Not applicable.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Supplemental material This content has been supplied by the author(s). It has 
not been vetted by BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) and may not have been 
peer- reviewed. Any opinions or recommendations discussed are solely those 
of the author(s) and are not endorsed by BMJ. BMJ disclaims all liability and 
responsibility arising from any reliance placed on the content. Where the content 
includes any translated material, BMJ does not warrant the accuracy and reliability 
of the translations (including but not limited to local regulations, clinical guidelines, 
terminology, drug names and drug dosages), and is not responsible for any error 
and/or omissions arising from translation and adaptation or otherwise.

Open access This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution Non Commercial (CC BY- NC 4.0) license, which 
permits others to distribute, remix, adapt, build upon this work non- commercially, 
and license their derivative works on different terms, provided the original work is 
properly cited, appropriate credit is given, any changes made indicated, and the use 
is non- commercial. See: http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/.

ORCID iDs
Karla D Krewulak http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0300-4122
Kirsten Fiest http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7299-6594
Ken Kuljit Singh Parhar http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1113-0287

REFERENCES
 1 Bellani G, Laffey JG, Pham T, et al. Epidemiology, patterns of care, 

and mortality for patients with acute respiratory distress syndrome in 
intensive care units in 50 countries. JAMA 2016;315:788–800. 

 2 Parhar KKS, Zjadewicz K, Soo A, et al. Epidemiology, mechanical 
power, and 3- year outcomes in acute respiratory distress syndrome 
patients using standardized screening. Ann Am Thorac Soc 
2019;16:1263–72. 

 3 Bernard GR, Artigas A, Brigham KL, et al. The American- European 
consensus conference on ARDS. definitions, mechanisms, relevant 
outcomes, and clinical trial coordination. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 
1994;149:818–24. 

 4 Rubenfeld GD, Caldwell E, Peabody E, et al. Incidence and 
outcomes of acute lung injury. N Engl J Med 2005;353:1685–93. 

 5 Herridge MS, Tansey CM, Matté A, et al. Functional disability 5 
years after acute respiratory distress syndrome. N Engl J Med 
2011;364:1293–304. 

 6 Herridge MS, Cheung AM, Tansey CM, et al. One- year outcomes in 
survivors of the acute respiratory distress syndrome. N Engl J Med 
2003;348:683–93. 

 7 Esteban A, Anzueto A, Frutos F, et al. Characteristics and outcomes 
in adult patients receiving mechanical ventilationa 28- day 
international study. JAMA 2002;287:345–55. 

 8 Luhr OR, Antonsen K, Karlsson M, et al. Incidence and mortality after 
acute respiratory failure and acute respiratory distress syndrome 
in Sweden, Denmark, and Iceland. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 
1999;159:1849–61. 

 9 Vincent J- L, Akça S, De Mendonça A, et al. The epidemiology 
of acute respiratory failure in critically ill patients. Chest 
2002;121:1602–9. 

 10 Cochi SE, Kempker JA, Annangi S, et al. Mortality trends of acute 
respiratory distress syndrome in the United States from 1999 to 
2013. Ann Am Thorac Soc 2016;13:1742–51. 

 11 Walkey AJ, Goligher EC, Del Sorbo L, et al. Low tidal volume versus 
non- volume- limited strategies for patients with acute respiratory 
distress syndrome. Ann Am Thorac Soc 2017;14:S271–9. 

 12 Acute Respiratory Distress Syndrome Network, Brower RG, 
Matthay MA, et al. Ventilation with lower tidal volumes as compared 
with traditional tidal volumes for acute lung injury and the acute 
respiratory distress syndrome. N Engl J Med 2000;342:1301–8. 

 13 Petrucci N, De Feo C. Lung protective ventilation strategy for the 
acute respiratory distress syndrome. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 
2013;2013:CD003844. 

 14 Alhazzani W, Alshahrani M, Jaeschke R, et al. Neuromuscular 
blocking agents in acute respiratory distress syndrome: a systematic 
review and meta- analysis of randomized controlled trials. Crit Care 
2013;17:R43. 

 15 Guérin C, Reignier J, Richard J- C, et al. Prone positioning in 
severe acute respiratory distress syndrome. N Engl J Med 
2013;368:2159–68. 

 16 Kohn LT, Corrigan J, Donaldson MS. To Err Is Human: Building a 
Safer Health System. Washington: National Academy Press, 2000.

 17 Parhar KKS, Zjadewicz K, Knight GE, et al. Development and content 
validation of a multidisciplinary standardized management pathway 
for hypoxemic respiratory failure and acute respiratory distress 
syndrome. Crit Care Explor 2021;3:e0428. 

 18 Sekhon M, Cartwright M, Francis JJ. Acceptability of healthcare 
interventions: an overview of reviews and development of a 
theoretical framework. BMC Health Serv Res 2017;17:88. 

 19 Proctor E, Silmere H, Raghavan R, et al. Outcomes for 
implementation research: conceptual distinctions, measurement 
challenges, and research agenda. Adm Policy Ment Health 
2011;38:65–76. 

 20 Parhar K. Identification and treatment of hypoxemic respiratory 
failure and ARDS with protection,paralysis, and proning pathway 
Clinicaltrials.Gov Identifier: NCT047442982023. n.d. Available: 
https://ClinicalTrials.gov/show/NCT04744298

 21 Parhar KKS, Soo A, Knight G, et al. Protocol and statistical analysis 
plan for the identification and treatment of hypoxemic respiratory 
failure and acute respiratory distress syndrome with protection, 
paralysis, and proning: a Type- 1 hybrid stepped- wedge cluster 
randomised effectiveness- implementation study. Crit Care Resusc 
2023;25:207–15. 

 22 Parhar KKS, Knight GE, Soo A, et al. Designing a behaviour change 
wheel guided implementation strategy for a hypoxaemic respiratory 
failure and ARDS care pathway that targets barriers. BMJ Open Qual 
2023;12:e002461. 

 23 Parhar KKS. Treatment of Hypoxemic respiratory failure and ARDS 
with protection, paralysis, and Proning (Therappp) pathway (pilot) 
Clinicaltrials.Gov Identifier: NCT040700532019. 2023. Available: 
https://ClinicalTrials.gov/show/NCT04070053 [Accessed 28 Jun 
2023].

 24 Booth A, Hannes K, Harden A, et al. COREQ (Consolidated criteria 
for reporting qualitative studies). guidelines for reporting health 
research: a user’s manual. 2014.214–26. 

 25 Krewulak K, Knight G, Irwin A, et al. Acceptability of the venting 
wisely pathway for use in critically ill adults with hypoxemic 
respiratory failure and acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS): a 
qualitative study protocol. medRxiv [Preprint] 2023. 

 26 King N. Doing template analysis. In: Symon GCassell C, eds. 
Qualitative Organizational Research: Core Methods and Current 
Challenges. London: SAGE, 2012: 426–50.

 27 Brooks J, McCluskey S, Turley E, et al. The utility of template 
analysis in qualitative psychology research. Qual Res Psychol 
2015;12:202–22. 

 28 Braun V, Clarke V. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qual Res 
Psychol 2006;3:77–101. 

 29 Stelfox HT, Niven DJ, Clement FM, et al. Stakeholder engagement to 
identify priorities for improving the quality and value of critical care. 
PLoS One 2015;10:e0140141. 

 30 Bagshaw SM, Opgenorth D, Potestio M, et al. Healthcare provider 
perceptions of causes and consequences of ICU capacity strain in a 
large publicly funded integrated health region: a qualitative study. Crit 
Care Med 2017;45:e347–56. 

 31 Gagliardi AR, Berta W, Kothari A, et al. Integrated knowledge 
translation (IKT) in health care: a Scoping review. Implement Sci 
2016;11:38. 

P
ro

tected
 b

y co
p

yrig
h

t, in
clu

d
in

g
 fo

r u
ses related

 to
 text an

d
 d

ata m
in

in
g

, A
I train

in
g

, an
d

 sim
ilar tech

n
o

lo
g

ies.
 . 

E
n

seig
n

em
en

t S
u

p
erieu

r (A
B

E
S

)
at A

g
en

ce B
ib

lio
g

rap
h

iq
u

e d
e l

 
o

n
 Ju

n
e 7, 2025

 
h

ttp
://b

m
jo

p
en

.b
m

j.co
m

/
D

o
w

n
lo

ad
ed

 fro
m

 
28 M

ay 2024. 
10.1136/b

m
jo

p
en

-2023-075086 o
n

 
B

M
J O

p
en

: first p
u

b
lish

ed
 as 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0300-4122
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7299-6594
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1113-0287
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2016.0291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1513/AnnalsATS.201812-910OC
http://dx.doi.org/10.1164/ajrccm.149.3.7509706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa050333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1011802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa022450
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.287.3.345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1164/ajrccm.159.6.9808136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1378/chest.121.5.1602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1513/AnnalsATS.201512-841OC
http://dx.doi.org/10.1513/AnnalsATS.201704-337OT
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJM200005043421801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD003844.pub4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/cc12557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1214103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/CCE.0000000000000428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12913-017-2031-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10488-010-0319-7
https://ClinicalTrials.gov/show/NCT04744298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccrj.2023.10.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjoq-2023-002461
https://ClinicalTrials.gov/show/NCT04070053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14780887.2014.955224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140141
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/CCM.0000000000002093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/CCM.0000000000002093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13012-016-0399-1
http://bmjopen.bmj.com/

	Acceptability of the Venting Wisely pathway for use in critically ill adults with hypoxaemic respiratory failure and acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS): a qualitative study protocol
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Objective

	Methods and analysis
	Study design
	Participants and sampling frame
	Data collection
	Sample size
	Data analysis
	Patient and public involvement
	Duration, challenges and mitigation
	Knowledge translation

	Ethics and dissemination
	Ethics
	Dissemination

	References


