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Abstract

Background: Hypertension is a lifestyle-induced chronic disease that threatens the lives of patients. Control of hypertension
requires patients to follow self-management regimes; unfortunately, however, patient compliance with hypertension self-management
is low, especially in developing countries. Improvement of patient compliance is premised on meeting patient needs. Mobile
health apps are becoming increasingly popular for self-management of chronic diseases. However, few mobile apps have been
designed to meet patient needs for hypertension self-management.

Objective: The goal of this study was to develop a mobile health app to improve patient compliance with hypertension
self-management and evaluate the effectiveness of the app in terms of patient compliance.

Methods: The goal-directed design method was applied to guide study design. We divided the study into 4 stages. Stages 1 to
3 comprised the development process. To improve the applicability of the goal-directed design method to chronic disease
management, we extracted elements of user models concerned with patient compliance and defined a concrete process for user
modeling. In stage 1, personas of hypertensive patients were built using qualitative and quantitative methods. Clustering methods
based on questionnaire responses were used to group patients. Qualitative interviews were conducted to identify the needs of
different groups. In stage 2, several functional modules were designed to meet the needs of different groups based on the results
from stage 1. In stage 3, prototypes of functional modules were designed and implemented as a real app. Stage 4 was the deployment
process, in which we conducted a pilot study to investigate patient compliance after using the app. Patient compliance was
calculated through the frequency with which they took blood pressure measurements. In addition, qualitative interviews were
conducted to learn the underlying reasons for the compliance results.

Results: In stage 1, patients were divided into 3 groups based on 82 valid questionnaire responses. Eighteen patients from the
different groups (7, 5, and 6 patients) were interviewed, and the needs of the groups were summarized as follows: improve
self-management ability, enhance self-management motivation, and receive self-management support. In stages 2 and 3, 6
functional modules were designed and implemented based on specified needs, and the usability of the app was improved through
usability tests. In stage 4, 143 patients were recruited to use different versions of the app for 2 months. Results show that patient
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compliance improved as functional modules were added (P<.001) and was maintained at a high level (rate of 0.73). Interview
results from 32 patients show that the design of the app met different needs; thus, patients were more compliant with it.

Conclusions: This study developed a mobile health app for hypertension self-management using the goal-directed design
method. The app proved to be effective for improving patient compliance with hypertension self-management.

(JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2020;8(2):e14466) doi: 10.2196/14466
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Introduction

Background
Chronic diseases are among the most prevalent and costly
conditions worldwide [1]. Cardiovascular disease, cancer,
chronic lung disease, and diabetes are four major chronic
diseases that result in approximately 60% of global deaths [2],
and hypertension is a leading cause of cardiovascular disease
[3]. In China, more than 20% of the adults have hypertension,
and more than 40% have prehypertension [4]. To improve the
survival rate and life quality of hypertensive patients, long-term
self-management along with supervision and intervention from
doctors are essential [5]. Concretely, patients are required to
take their medications as prescribed, change their behaviors to
achieve a healthy lifestyle, and stick to a continuous
self-monitoring regime of blood pressure (BP) measurements
[6]. However, in practice, one significant obstacle is that patients
do not always comply with the medical instructions for
controlling their disease [7-9]. The World Health Organization
has reported on the issue of noncompliance in treating prevalent
chronic diseases such as hypertension, asthma, and diabetes
[10]. Insufficient compliance may result in decreased treatment
effectiveness or even treatment failure, which poses a great
threat to health and life [11-13]. Although patients’ awareness
of the need for compliance has increased in recent years, much
work remains to improve compliance in hypertensive patients
[14-16].

The rapid development of mobile technologies and the
popularity of smartphones fostered the development of an
enormous number of mobile health (mHealth) apps. Such apps
have the potential to improve patient compliance with chronic
disease management [17]. For example, mHealth apps can

provide personalized self-management strategies to users,
allowing them to avoid the time and resource burdens imposed
by the frequent interventions provided by health care providers
[18]. In terms of hypertension, smartphone technology has been
shown to help patients improve BP control [19] and medication
compliance [20], mainly through functional modules such as
home BP monitoring, medication reminders, and health
education. Concretely, patients can use their smartphones to
record measured BP, receive reminders to take medications in
the form of notifications or short messages, and acquire health
knowledge about hypertension. However, in practice, patients
have various goals and need to use mHealth apps to self-manage
their conditions [21]. Nonetheless, the functional designs of
mHealth apps sometimes fail to meet patient needs, which
results in reduced patient motivation for using these apps
[22,23]. Improvement of patient compliance is premised on
meeting patient needs [17]. Thus, mHealth apps demand
systematic and theory-based design to meet patients’ real needs
for chronic disease management.

Design Methods of mHealth Apps
The existing design methods of mHealth apps mainly include
traditional information technology (IT) design [24-27],
activity-centered design [28], user-centered design [29],
participatory design [30], and goal-directed design (GDD) [31].
These different design approaches consider user needs in
different ways. Table 1 summarizes the characteristics of these
methods. Compared with other methods, GDD concentrates on
user goals instead of on the tasks or activities that users must
accomplish [32]. Focusing on user goals can directly reveal user
needs; in contrast, tasks or activities are intermediate steps that
help users to reach their goals [31]. Therefore, to improve patient
compliance by meeting their needs, GDD is the most appropriate
of the existing design methods.
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Table 1. Summary of common design methods for mHealth apps.

Applicable scopeUser engage-
ment

Multidisciplinary
collaboration

Driving forceRequirement analysisMethod

User needs are clear and well definedLowNoTechnical docu-
ment

Based on technical documents written
by developers

TIDa

Pay attention to user experience, and
focus on what activities should be en-
abled by the app

HighYesUser activityBased on activities users would per-
form with the app

ACDb

Pay attention to user experience, and
focus on what tasks users should per-
form with the app

HighYesUser taskBased on observation of user behav-
iors by guiding them to complete a
series of user tasks concerned with
the app

UCDc

Users have rich experience in using
mHealth apps and are familiar with the
design process

Very highYesUser decisionBased on user decisions by inviting
them to participate in the design pro-
cess

PDd

Pay attention to user goals, and user
needs remain to be clearly defined

HighYesUser goalBased on user goals when using the
app

GDDe

aTID: traditional information technology design.
bACD: activity-centered design.
cUCD: user-centered design.
dPD: participatory design.
eGDD: goal-directed design.

The GDD design process can generally be divided into 6 phases:
research, modeling, requirements definition, framework
definition, refinement, and support. Figure 1 shows the workflow
of the GDD design process. The research phase provides
qualitative data about potential and/or actual users of the product
through ethnographic field study techniques such as observation
and contextual interviews. During the modeling phase, data
discovered during the research phase are synthesized into user
models. User models (personas) are detailed composite user
archetypes that represent distinct groupings of behaviors,
attitudes, aptitudes, goals, and motivations observed and
identified during the research phase. For each primary persona,
an analysis of the persona data and functional needs will be
used during the requirements Definition phase. The output of
this process is a requirements definition that provides a balance
among different users. In the framework definition phase,

software designers will create the overall product concept and
define the basic frameworks for the product’s behavior and
visual design. The output of this process is an interaction
framework definition, which provides a logical and rough
structure for the details to come. The refinement phase is similar
to the framework definition phase but has an increased focus
on details and implementation. Finally, the support phase offers
support during and after development because even a very
well-conceived and validated design solution cannot possibly
anticipate every development challenge and technical question
[31]. To summarize, GDD requires the modeling process before
concrete design, and the user models, which are called personas,
can capture user skills, environments, behaviors, and goals, etc.
All these aspects of personas are intended to capture user needs
[32].

Figure 1. Workflow of the goal-directed design process.

Objectives
Although GDD is prominent for identifying user needs and has
gradually been adopted in practice, relatively little research
concentrates on using GDD in the field of chronic disease
management [33,34]. In fact, to the best of our knowledge, to
date, few studies have used a theory-based design method to
develop an mHealth app, particularly one intended to improve
patient compliance with hypertension self-management.
Therefore, to identify the needs of hypertensive patients and
improve their compliance with hypertension self-management,
we designed and implemented the Blood Pressure Assistant

(BPA), an innovative monitoring and feedback tool that supports
hypertension self-management and can be installed on patients’
smartphones. The GDD method was used to guide the design
of BPA, and the end users (ie, hypertensive patients) were
involved in the design process at an early stage. This paper
describes the development process of BPA and the results of a
pilot evaluation regarding patient compliance when using the
BPA.
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Methods

Study Design
This study was designed based on the GDD process. To simplify
the design process and highlight the app evaluation, we made
some modifications to the original GDD and divided the study
into 4 iterative stages. Stages 1 to 3 covered the development
phase, while stage 4 was the deployment phase. Figure 2
illustrates the complete study process and the comparison
between the original GDD and our method. Stage 1 corresponds
to the research and modeling phases, in which we used
qualitative and quantitative methods to identify user personas.

Stage 2 corresponds to the requirements definition phase, in
which we defined the functional modules of BPA based on the
identified user personas. Stage 3 corresponds to the framework
definition and refinement phases, in which we designed the
prototype of BPA based on the functional design and
implemented it. Stage 4 corresponds to the support phase, in
which we deployed BPA to the production environment and
tested its effectiveness. Throughout the study process, patients
and several domain experts (ie, experienced physicians) were
involved, and they helped design the app and evaluate its
effectiveness. The details of each phase are explained in the
following sections.

Figure 2. Complete study process.

Participant Selection and Sampling
This study was conducted at the General Hospital of Ningxia
Medical University, Ningxia Province. Participants in this study
were outpatients and inpatients from the department of
cardiology. Several physicians helped recruit patients into the
study. The inclusion criteria were as follows: (1) aged 18 years
or older, (2) a hypertension diagnosis with no other serious
complications, (3) owned a smartphone and had home internet
access, and (4) able to read and write in Chinese. Patients who
met all the inclusion criteria were considered qualified to
participate in the study. A random sampling method was applied
by the researchers to ensure that the participating patients
represented diverse personas.

Informed Consent and Ethical Consideration
After sampling, the researchers contacted the selected qualified
patients, apprised them of the goal of the study, and promised
that their personal information would be accessed only by the
researchers or the domain experts. The patients who agreed to
participate in the study were asked to sign informed consent
forms. The domain experts signed informed consent forms as
well. All procedures were performed in accordance with the
ethical guidelines for biomedical research involving human
subjects at Ningxia Medical University.

Goal-Directed Design Steps

Specified User Modeling Process of Goal-Directed
Design
In our study design based on GDD, the first step is to model the
users to establish their personas. However, the original user
modeling process of GDD is generalized and abstract, which
makes it difficult to use to specifically guide the design of
mHealth apps for chronic disease management. Therefore,
before using GDD to guide the design of BPA, we first specified
the user modeling process of GDD for chronic disease
management based on the following 2 points: (1) extracting
user model elements specifically targeted to improve patient
compliance with self-management regimes and (2) defining a
concrete procedure for user modeling.

The authors of GDD indicated that user models can be described
by 3 types of factors: demographic characteristics, domain
expertise, and technical expertise [31]. We used evidence-based
methods to extract specific elements of these factors from
relevant studies and theories. Demographic characteristics are
the most fundamental ways to describe users and usually include
information such as gender, age, and occupation. With the
development of mHealth technology in chronic disease
management, several demographic characteristics have been
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found to specifically affect the patient self-management
compliance. LeRouge et al [34] found that changes in the
physiological characteristics of elderly people such as vision,
cognitive, memory, and learning ability led to additional
requirements for the functional design of mHealth apps.
Grindford et al [35] found educational attainment to be related
to the acceptance of mHealth technology interventions. In
addition, career status (if retired) and patient postdiagnosis have
been shown to influence patient self-management experiences
[36]. Therefore, we defined age, educational attainment, career
status, and postdiagnosis as the specific elements of
demographic characteristics.

Domain expertise refers to user proficiency in related fields.
We summarized the domain expertise of chronic disease patients
from a number of aspects. First, self-management reflects a
patient’s behavior in promoting, protecting, or maintaining their
own health, and such behaviors can be explained by the health
belief model (HBM) [37]. The HBM suggests that people’s
perceived health threats, perceived benefits of action and barriers
to action, and their self-efficacy explain their engagement (or
lack of it) in health promotion behavior [38]. In this study, a
perceived health threat means patients’ awareness of and
concern for their hypertensive condition and its potential
consequences. The perceived benefits of action and barriers to
action refer to patients’ awareness of the benefits of health
behavior changes and their resistance to such changes.
Self-efficacy reflects the extent of patients’beliefs in their ability
to complete various tasks and reach the goal of controlling their
hypertensive condition. Second, the positive effects of
doctor-patient interactions for chronic disease management have
long been established [39]. The doctor-patient relationship is
an important factor that affects patients’ acceptance of mHealth
interventions [40]. We thus proposed perceived health threat,
perceived benefits of action and barriers to action, self-efficacy,

and doctor-patient relationship to be the specific elements of
domain expertise.

In the mHealth field, technical expertise refers to user
acceptance of and proficiency with mHealth technology. The
technology acceptance model (TAM) [41] is a classic theoretical
model that has been widely used to predict consumer acceptance
of mHealth technology [42-44]. According to TAM, perceived
usefulness and perceived ease of use are the two major cognitive
determinants of health information technology use [45].
Perceived usefulness refers to the extent to which users believe
that using a particular app would enhance their task
performance. Perceived ease of use is the extent to which users
believe that using a particular app would be easy [41]. Moreover,
users’ prior experiences with using technology can shape their
beliefs about the new technologies [46]. Positive experiences
may help patients feel more confident that they have the
capabilities and resources to repeat that same performance with
new technology [45,46]. Therefore, we defined perceived
usefulness, perceived ease of use, and prior technology use
experience as the specific elements of technical expertise.

After specifying the elements of the user model, we proposed
the concrete user modeling procedure for our study based on
the original GDD. The process for user modeling can be divided
into 3 steps: (1) user information is collected through
questionnaires and interviews based on the user model
components, (2) statistic methods such as clustering analysis
are used to group users and identify the personas and goals of
each group, and (3) representative virtual characters (ie, persona)
are created for each group describing their main characteristics
and goals. Figure 3 shows the proposed user model and the
concrete user modeling procedure for this study. Based on the
specified user modeling process, we performed our 4-stage
GDD method to guide the design of BPA.

Figure 3. Specified user model for improving compliance with hypertension self-management and the concrete user modeling procedure.
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Stage 1: Persona Establishment
After participant recruitment, we used questionnaires to collect
patient information based on the user model, including
demographic characteristics, domain expertise, and technical
expertise (see Multimedia Appendix 1 for original
questionnaires). The demographic characteristics questionnaire
was in the form of fill-in-the-blank and included 5 items: gender,
age, educational attainment, career status, and postdiagnosis.
The domain expertise questionnaire consisted of 2 parts: the
Awareness Rate of Hypertension Knowledge Scale (ARHKS)
[47] and the Compliance of Hypertensive Patients Scale (CHPS)
[48]. ARHKS contains 8 items in the form of multiple choice
and has been widely used in relevant studies. CHPS contains
10 items extracted from the original version using a 4-point
Likert scale. ARHKS was originally in Chinese. CHPS was
translated into Chinese, and its reliability and validity have been
examined [49]. We merged the scores of CHPS and ARHKS
to obtain a total score for the domain expertise. The technical
expertise questionnaire contained 10 items extracted from our
previous study and used a 5-point Likert scale; it was mainly
intended to evaluate patient acceptance of mHealth technology
for hypertension self-management [50].

We then explored patient expectations of using the mHealth
app through qualitative interviews. The interview included 4
open questions that had previously been discussed and validated
by one researcher and one physician. The validated questions
are as follows: (1) How do you manage your high blood
pressure? Is it effective? In what ways can you do better? (2)
In what ways do you hope to get help? (3) Are you willing to
use your smartphone for self-management of hypertension?
Why or why not? (4) What problems do you expect the app to
help you solve? The researchers conducted the interviews in
separate face-to-face sessions with each patient using a
semistructured approach in which the researchers were freely
able to change the order of the questions and could ask follow-up
questions to ensure that the respondents’answers were correctly
understood. The interview was piloted on 3 patients to test
content validity.

Using the questionnaire and interview results, we applied
quantitative and qualitative methods to establish user personas.
According to the specified user modeling process, a clustering
analysis was first conducted to group the users. In this study,
we chose the K-means algorithm and performed a clustering
analysis on the domain expertise and technical expertise of the
patients. Based on the grouping results, we then analyzed the
differences between different groups regarding their
demographic characteristics, domain expertise, technical
expertise, and expectations of using the mHealth app. Finally,
we created a virtual character (persona) for each group that
reflected their characteristics and goals.

Stage 2: Requirement Analysis
In this stage, we defined what functional modules should be
contained in BPA to meet patient needs and improve their
compliance. We first investigated which functional modules
have previously been included in existing mHealth apps from
the literature and by examining real apps. We searched for
literature on PubMed using a combination of terms relevant to

mHealth technology for chronic disease management: “chronic
disease,” “hypertension,” “mobile,” “smartphone,” “design,”
and “development.” We searched for apps and downloaded
them from the Tencent app store (one of the biggest app stores
for Android apps in China) and the App Store (for iOS apps)
using keywords “hypertension,” “diabetes,” “chronic disease,”
and “health.” A total of 36 references and 37 apps were screened
and analyzed (see Multimedia Appendix 2 for screened lists of
references and apps). The concrete functional design was
proposed corresponding to the established user personas.
Different functional modules were designed to meet different
patient needs, and design results were validated by the domain
experts.

Stage 3: Prototype Design and Development
After identifying the functional modules of BPA, we designed
the prototype and implemented it. First, we defined the main
BPA interface, which organizes the concrete functional modules
via the interface in different forms. We then designed a
prototype of each functional module. We invited domain experts
and patients to take part in the prototype development process.
The experts evaluated the details of each functional module
based on their knowledge and experience, and the patients were
led by the researchers to join in the usability tests. After several
iterations of the above 3 stages, we finally obtained a
high-quality app prototype.

Stage 4: Prototype Evaluation
After BPA development, to further evaluate whether the app
truly worked, we conducted a pilot study in which patients were
provided with a copy of BPA installed on their own smartphones
and were required to use it in their daily lives for 2 months. At
the end of the trial period, we collected the patients’ uploaded
data, calculated their compliance with their self-management
regimes, and conducted interviews with them to identify the
reasons for the compliance results and gather suggestions for
further improvement of BPA.

Data Analysis
Questionnaires were in the form of paper or online surveys.
Paper questionnaires were collected and recorded into the
database immediately after completion, while online
questionnaires were automatically saved in the database.
Disqualified questionnaires (with incomplete or contradictory
answers) were discarded before the data analysis. All interviews
were audiorecorded with the consent of the respondents, and
all recordings were transcribed verbatim. The transcripts were
generated, read, and open-coded using the NVivo 2.0 (QSR
International) software package. Two researchers independently
open-coded the transcripts. SPSS Statistics V20.0 (IBM Corp)
and Python 3.0 were used for statistical analyses. Descriptive
data is presented as counts and percentages. Multivariate
analyses were conducted using Pearson chi-square tests for
categorical variables and one-way analyses of variance for
continuous variables. A P value of <.05 was considered
statistically significance.

For the compliance analysis, in this study, patient compliance
was defined as the ratio of actual frequency of BP measurements
to the number required by the management plan. This metric
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was proposed by the researchers and validated by the physicians.
Figure 4 shows the calculation process, in which Ci(d)
corresponds to the compliance of user i on a specific day d.

Figure 4. Compliance of one user on a specific day.

In the evaluation stage, we used 2 specific formulas based on
the above formula to evaluate patient compliance. The first
formula calculated the average compliance of all patients for
each day using the different app versions. As shown in Figure
5, Ctotal(d) corresponds to the average compliance of all groups
for each version on a specific day d, and n corresponds to the
total numbers of all groups for each version.

Figure 5. Average compliance of all groups for each version on a specific
day.

The second formula calculated patient compliance during the
entire trial for the different groups. As shown in Figure 6, Cg

corresponds to the average compliance of each group for each
version, ng corresponds to the numbers of group g for each
version, and q corresponds to the total days.

Figure 6. Average compliance of each group for each version.

Results

Stage 1: Persona Establishment
A total of 90 questionnaires were distributed, and 82 valid
questionnaires were collected. Answers to the domain expertise
and technical expertise questionnaires were coded into points
ranging from 0 to 50 and 0 to 60, respectively. The clustering
results based on these 2 questionnaires are shown in Figure 7.
These results demonstrated that hypertensive patients can be
divided into 3 groups (the number of clusters was determined
by the elbow method). A one-way analysis of variance showed
that there were significant differences in domain and technical
expertise among these 3 groups (P<.001). Based on the grouping
results, we conducted statistical analyses on the demographic
characteristics of different groups, and the results are shown in
Table 2.

Figure 7. Clustering results on participant domain expertise and technical expertise.
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Table 2. Demographic characteristics of different groups.

P valueGroup 3 n=28Group 2 n=26Group 1 n=28Characteristics

.329Sex, n (%)

10 (36)7 (27)13 (46)Female

18 (64)19 (73)15 (54)Male

<.00162.3 (2.22)49.7 (1.91)53.8 (1.82)Age in years, mean (SD)

<.001Career, n (%)

10 (36)19 (73)6 (21)Employed

3 (11)7 (27)15 (54)Self-employed/unemployed

15 (54)0 (0)7 (25)Retired

.002Educational attainment, n (%)

5 (18)3 (12)13 (46)Secondary school and below

15 (54)7 (27)8 (29)High school

8 (29)16 (62)7 (25)Graduate and above

<.001Postdiagnosis, n (%)

0 (0)3 (12)17 (61)<1 year

5 (18)16 (62)11 (39)1-5 years

23 (82)7 (27)0>5 years

A total of 18 patients were interviewed; the numbers of
interviewed patients from groups 1 to 3 were 7, 5, and 6,
respectively. We coded user expectations of the mHealth app
based on these interview results (Table 3). The most frequently
mentioned expectation was increased communication between
doctors and patients. Concretely, the patients hoped to receive
self-management guidance from doctors and expected timely
intervention when abnormal conditions occurred. On the other
hand, some patients hoped to increase their disease cognition

levels through self-management. They hoped to acquire health
knowledge about hypertension and a professional analysis of
their self-monitoring data. Moreover, some patients considered
the mHealth app to be a convenient way to conduct
self-management and expected it to provide functions such as
step counting, online registration, wearable device support, and
so on. In addition, patients who lacked smartphone experience
suggested that the app should have high usability—for example,
its functions and operation should be as simple as possible.

Table 3. Interview coding results.

Group 3 n=6Group 2 n=5Group 1 n=7User expectations and explanation

Increasing communication between doctors and patients

317Doctors’ guidance of self-management

421Intervention of abnormal condition

Increase disease cognition level

423Acquire knowledge about hypertension

140Professional analysis of their self-monitoring data

A convenient way for self-management

230Step counting

035Timed reminder

030Online registration

130Wearable device support

High usability

317Simple operation

214Simple function

131Auto-uploading

030Increasing fun
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Based on the above results, we established personas for
hypertension patients in the different groups (Table 4). The
personas reflected the differences between hypertensive patients
at the demographic, domain expertise, and technical expertise
levels. The needs (goals) of these 3 groups of patients for using

hypertension self-management apps can be summarized as
follows: to improve their self-management ability, enhance their
self-management motivation, and receive self-management
support.

Table 4. Personas of hypertensive patients.

Group 3Group 2Group 1Characteristics and goals

654550Age in years

RetiredEmployedSelf-employed/unemployedCareer

High schoolGraduate and aboveSecondary school and belowEducational attainment

>5 years1-5 years<1 yearPostdiagnosis

MediumHighLowExperience in using smartphone

MediumHighLowPerceived ease of use of smartphone

HighMediumLowDisease cognition level

GoodPoorNoneSelf-management ability

Learn more knowledge related to hyper-
tension; receive warning and interven-
tion according to self-monitoring data

Learn the disease progress;
more fun in self-management;
upload data automatically

Self-management under the doctors’
guidance; receive reminder of self-
management; easy to use

Expectations to use hypertension self-
management apps

Receive self-management supportEnhance self-management
motivation

Improve self-management abilityGoals

The patients in group 1 had a low level of disease cognition and
lack of self-management experience. They wanted to manage
their disease under the guidance of doctors and receive timely
reminders and interventions. In addition, they demanded that
the app must be easy to use because they lacked experience in
using smartphones. Therefore, doctor supervision and an app
with enhanced usability were the primary solutions to improving
compliance of group 1.

The patients in group 2 were relatively young and better
educated. They generally were more accepting of smartphone
technology and had more experience in self-management, but
they did not take their hypertensive condition seriously, and
their compliance with medical orders was low. We considered
providing self-management motivation to be the way to improve
the compliance of group 2.

The patients in group 3 had a higher level of disease cognition
and were capable of performing effective self-management at
home. They wanted to learn more about their hypertension and
receive feedback based on their self-monitoring data. Thus,
further strengthening their self-management abilities and
providing effective medical service support under abnormal
conditions were the keys to improving compliance of group 3.

Stage 2: Requirements Analysis
The results of investigating functional modules in existing
mHealth apps are shown in Table 5. These results demonstrated
that a variety of functional modules designed in existing
mHealth apps focus primarily on self-monitoring. Only some
of the apps considered supervision and intervention from

doctors. Based on the investigation results and established user
personas, we proposed specific solutions to meet the needs of
patients in different groups. For patients with the desire to
improve their self-management ability, concrete and executable
plans with reminder services as well as doctor supervision were
essential. For patients with the desire to improve their
self-management motivation, we aimed to inform them about
their disease control situation and used some gamification
designs to enhance their motivation. For patients with the desire
to receive self-management support, providing health education
and timely intervention under abnormal conditions were
important.

Different functional modules were designed based on the
proposed solutions. For patients who aimed to improve
self-management ability, the management plan module was
designed to provide guidance to patients on how to conduct
self-management at home. Management plans were formulated
by doctors through a telehealth system, and the system
automatically split plans into daily tasks and sent them to the
patients’smartphones. The management plan generally included
BP and weight monitoring frequency, medication guidance, and
advice on diets and exercise. Patients needed to record their
health data according to the tasks, and the data would be sent
to the doctors. The doctors needed to perform regular follow-ups
with patients and adjust their management plans according to
the uploaded health data. When the plans were changed, patients
received new daily tasks on their smartphones instantly. In
addition, a reminder service module was designed in order to
prevent patients from forgetting to complete the tasks.
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Table 5. Investigation results of functional modules in existing mHealth apps.

Apps n=37References n=36Category and functional module

165Early detection: risk assessment

2313Disease cognition: health education

Lifestyle intervention

111Recipes

32Exercise plan

Disease management and control

Self-monitoring

3736Blood pressure/blood glucose

2127Weight

3512Medication

148Diet

128Exercise

2011Statistical report

185Reminder service

48Abnormal warning

Intervention of doctors

712Short message service

46Telephone follow-up

810Online consultation

Gamification design

04Challenge and reward

03Leaderboard

105Social contact

For patients who aimed to enhance their self-management
motivation, we designed the health report and leaderboard
modules. The health report module provided daily and monthly
reports to patients according to their health data. The leaderboard
module aimed to provide motivation for self-management. All
the behaviors of patients concerned with self-management were
converted into scores, and patients could view their real-time
leaderboards to compare themselves with other users though
the app (with no identifiable data are used).

For patients who aimed to receive self-management support,
the health education module provided health knowledge about
chronic diseases to patients in various forms, and the health
checkup module automatically analyzed the patients’ recorded
BP values and sent feedback to the patients. When a patient’s
BP value was abnormal, the doctors would be informed
immediately through the system. The entire requirements
analysis process is shown in Figure 8.
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Figure 8. Complete requirements analysis process.

Stage 3: Prototype Design and Development

Main Interface
The resulting design for the main interface is shown in Figure
9. We divided the main interface into 3 parts: to-do list, sliding
display, and quick launch bar. The to-do list mainly shows a
list of tasks in the management plan, along with a brief
introduction to each task. Users could clearly see the completion
status of all the tasks via the list, which included a red highlight
next to uncompleted tasks. By clicking on a specific row, users
could enter the corresponding task interface of the management

plan. The sliding display board shows daily updated health
knowledge. Health knowledge shown by sliding the display
effectively attracted users’ attention while also serving as a
quick entry point for reading the knowledge. Users could access
the independent health education module to read knowledge as
well (from the to-do list). The quick launch bar consisted of
several small icons corresponding to different functional
modules. Users could access the functional modules quickly by
clicking on the icons. This part of the app was designed for less
frequently used functional modules such as the leaderboard,
health report, and reminder service.

Figure 9. Main Blood Pressure Assistant interface.
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Management Plan Module
The management plan module appeared as a to-do list in the
main interface of BPA. The list of daily tasks generated from
the management plans formulated by doctors was grouped into
5 items: recording health data such as BP and weight, recording
medication, recording diet, recording exercise, and recording
uncomfortable symptoms. Each task was required to be
completed at a specific time during each day. When users
clicked on an item, a series of to-do cards for the current task
would appear in a new interface. Patients only needed to input
the required data and click on an OK button on the card to finish
a task. After completing a task, the color and shape of the card
would change, indicating the task’s state transition. The input
data were uploaded to the system database instantly so that
doctors were able to remotely check up-to-date patient health
records.

Reminder Service Module
The reminder service module was accessible from the quick
launch bar or from within the management plan module. The
reminder time was initially set based on the management plan,
and when a time period elapsed, a dialog with the specific task
would appear on the patients’ screens, along with an audible
alarm. Users who were unable to perform the tasks according
to the default schedule could set a reminder, forming a
customized schedule for their daily self-management tasks. In
addition, users were free to reset or close the reminders.

Health Report Module
The health report module was accessible through the quick
launch bar. Users received daily reports and a monthly report
consisting of 3 parts: user’s current health condition based on
their historical data, uncompleted tasks, and the current day’s
(or current month’s) score. Scores were calculated based on the
completion status of provided tasks and on changes in health
data. This functional module served to remind patients to
accomplish any remaining tasks and motivated them to perform
self-management tasks to achieve higher scores.

Leaderboard Module
Based on the scores obtained in the health report module, the
leaderboard module provided competitive motivation for users
by allowing them to compare their scores with those of other
users. The module consisted of 3 parts: user’s score, leaderboard
among all users, and current user’s rank among all users. In the
daily leaderboard, users could view the top 30 users for the
current day, while in the all-time leaderboard, users could view
the top 30 users of all time. The design of leaderboard module
applied a competitive strategy through persuasive technology
[51] to motivate users to stick to their self-management regimes
and strive for higher scores so their names would appear on
leaderboards.

Health Education Module
Health education can improve disease awareness and help
patients perform self-management more effectively. BPA
provided 2 kinds of education. Educational articles and videos
of common chronic diseases collected from the internet and
vetted by the physicians covered all aspects of daily chronic
disease management. Systematic educational material
concerning hypertension based on guidelines and books was
presented; this content was more professional and suitable for
patients who wanted to learn more about their disease.

Health Check-Up Module
Patients’ BP values are important indicators of their health
condition. Each time a patient uploaded a BP value, the health
check-up module would analyze that value by considering the
patient’s BP trends and their hypertension grade and return
feedback to the patient. If the BP value was considered to be
abnormal, a warning message would be sent to the patient,
asking them to take a rest and measure their BP again in 20
minutes. All abnormal conditions were also sent to doctors
immediately through the telehealth system. Doctors should pay
close attention to abnormal patients and conduct interventions
when appropriate. Figure 10 shows screenshots of the 6
functional modules in BPA (see Multimedia Appendix 3 for
detailed screenshots).
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Figure 10. Screenshots of the 6 functional modules in the Blood Pressure Assistant.

Stage 4: Evaluation

App Version and Patient Grouping
The development of BPA was an iterative process. We gradually
recruited subjects as different functional modules were added
to the app. Four versions of the app were released during the

trial. Version 1 contained 3 main functional modules:
management plan, reminder service, and health check-up. The
other 3 modules were added in subsequent versions (Figure 11).
Patients were required to use the different versions of the app
for at least 2 months. A total of 143 patients completed the trial.
We grouped all subjects according to the personas proposed in
stage 1, and results are shown in Table 6.

Figure 11. Functional modules contained in each version.
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Table 6. Numbers of patients in the different groups.

Version 4 n=32Version 3 n=36Version 2 n=39Version 1 n=36Group

11141411Group 1

9121014Group 2

12101511Group 3

Compliance Analysis
As mentioned in the data analysis section, we calculated the
average compliance of all patients for each day using the
different app versions. Each version was used for 2 months.
Figure 12 shows the compliance trends of each version. The
initial value of compliance was set to 1 on day 1. We can see
that for all 4 versions, compliance first declined sharply and
then gradually increased during the first week. The initial decline
reflects the fact that patients were not familiar with the app and
had not built trust in the doctors. The inflection point appeared

on the third to the fifth day after becoming involved in the
assisted self-management (ie, after starting to use the app),
consistent with the time when the doctors conducted the
telephone follow-up. This result indicates that timely doctor
intervention can effectively alleviate user resistance during the
initial stage when they receive new technology, thus improving
their compliance. Compliance reached its highest level during
the third week (except for the initial week) and slowly decreased
to a stable level, indicating that time is another factor that affects
patient compliance.

Figure 12. Compliance trends for each app over 2 months.

We calculated patient compliance during the trial for the
different groups. Results show that patient compliance improved
as functional modules were added to the app and was maintained

at a high level (Table 7). Total compliance increased from 0.54
to 0.73, a significant difference (P<.001).

Table 7. Patient compliance among the different groups.

Analysis of variancePatient complianceGroup

P valueF-valueVersion 4Version 3Version 2Version 1

<.00124.280.730.670.560.53Group 1

<.00114.640.590.500.510.39Group 2

<.00119.540.860.830.730.69Group 3

<.00111.300.730.660.620.54Average

To determine the reasons for patient compliance, we interviewed
32 patients from different groups who had used version 4 of the
app. The interview included reasons for high or low compliance

and suggestions for improving the app. Table 8 shows the coding
results for the reasons mentioned in the interviews.
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Table 8. Reasons for patient compliance from the interview.

Group 3 n=12Group 2 n=9Group 1 n=11Reason given

Reasons for high compliance

1059Received doctors’ guidance

377Reminders and supervision

381Learned to control blood pressure

747Enriched related knowledge

352Enhanced pleasure

205Easy to use

Reasons for low compliance

040Boring to record data

004Did not know how to use the app

040Did not have time

Reasons for High Compliance
Receiving doctors’ guidance and enriching related knowledge
were the most frequently mentioned reasons. The doctors’advice
included the following: (1) for patients who had little experience
in hypertension self-management, doctors taught the patients
how to self-manage their disease and (2) for patients who had
sufficient experience in hypertension self-management, doctors
conducted timely interventions to help patients deal with
abnormal conditions. Therefore, doctors played an important
role in patient hypertension self-management, which can
effectively improve patient compliance. In addition, health
education can raise the self-management awareness of different
groups, thus improving their compliance.

A total of 17 patients (mainly in groups 1 and 2) mentioned that
the BPA app played a role by providing reminders and
supervision. For patients who lacked experience in
self-management, the reminder service in BPA reminded them
to complete the daily tasks, and for patients who lacked
motivation in self-management, regular follow-ups from doctors
encouraged them to pay more attention to their self-management.

Twelve patients (mainly in group 2) agreed that BPA helped
patients learn how to control their hypertension. Patients in
group 2 were more highly educated and interested in learning
more about their disease. The health report module was helpful
for improving their compliance.

Ten patients mentioned that the app helped enhance the pleasure
of self-management. The leaderboard module provided social
support for patients and improved their compliance by indirectly
improving their motivation. Seven patients (mainly in group 1)
mentioned ease of use, which is considered particularly
important for patients who lack smartphone experience.

Reasons for Low Compliance
Four users in group 2 mentioned that it was boring to record
data. We considered integrating wearable devices with the app
to simplify the recording process. However, the main reason
for noncompliance is that patients have no intrinsic motivation
to monitor their health indicators. Therefore, the solution to this
problem is to further increase patient motivation.

Some patients did not know how to use the app. This aspect
was mentioned by 4 users in group 1. Patients in this group had
relatively low educational levels and often lacked experience
using smartphones. Teaching them how to use the app during
the initial period of management is the key to solving this
problem.

Some patients said that they had no time to manage their disease.
Four users in group 2 mentioned this problem. However, we
think that an additional important reason is a lack of intrinsic
motivation. Similar to the first reason, the path toward changing
users’ behaviors is to add extrinsic motivations that make them
pay more attention to their disease management.

Suggestions for Further Improvement
Five patients suggested increasing communication between
doctors and patients. The current BPA adopted a one-way form
of communication—from doctors. However, patients wanted
to be able to take the initiative to communicate with their
doctors. Three patients suggested an online registration function
to save time and improve treatment efficiency. In the current
version of BPA, we have added this module, but its usability
remains to be tested. Six patients hoped to automatically
measure BP data using their smartphones instead of having to
manually input the data after measuring their BP through
wearable devices. This requirement stemmed from the fact that
these patients often traveled for business, which made it difficult
for them to monitor their BP regularly. Being able to use their
smartphones to measure their BP might increase their
self-monitoring frequency. However, due to the technological
limitations, achieving accurate BP measurements using
unmodified smartphones remains a future goal [52].

Discussion

Principal Findings
In this study, we designed an innovative mHealth app (BPA)
for hypertension self-management and evaluated patient
compliance with its use. To ensure that the app met patients’
needs, we used the GDD method and involved patients in every
stage of the design process. Three major patient goals (needs)
were identified: improve self-management ability, enhance
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self-management motivation, and receive self-management
support. Different functional modules of BPA were designed
based on the identified patient needs. To evaluate the
effectiveness of the BPA app, we invited 143 patients to use
different versions of BPA for 2 months. Patient compliance
with BPA version 4 reached 73%, a favorable result. According
to interviews, patients felt that BPA taught them how to take
the right actions to manage their disease, and they felt
encouraged when instructed by doctors. Results suggest that
patients are willing to try new tools with new technologies if
those tools are designed specifically for them. We also identified
some problems existing in patient self-management of
hypertension. Some of the reasons for low compliance were
attributable to low motivation for disease management. Patients
should be provided with additional extrinsic motivation in
multiple ways. Another possible improvement for BPA was
that it should help build a closer relationship between patients

and doctors. A communication module could be added to the
app to fulfill this need.

Comparison With Prior Work
To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first to explicitly
use GDD principles to develop an mHealth app for hypertension
self-management. To understand the innovation of our study,
we compared it with 5 prior studies that used a theory-based
design method in the chronic disease management field. The
results are shown in Table 9. Among these studies, two (Fore
et al [33] and our study) explicitly used GDD as the design
method. LeRouge et al [34] investigated user-centered design
as a methodological tool but also established user personas
during the design process. Five of the studies ([34,53-55] and
ours) designed smartphone apps for specific diseases. Two
studies (Morita et al [55] and ours) provided evaluations of their
design results. In addition, Wachtler et al [54] reported that their
tool was being evaluated in a randomized controlled trial.

Table 9. Comparison of recent studies using theory-based design for disease management.

EvaluationFinal outputSample size for designDiseaseObjectiveDesign
method

CountryStudy

YesSmartphone app90 questionnaires and 18 inter-
views

HypertensionImprove patient com-
pliance with hyperten-
sion self-management

GDDaChinaOur study

NoPrototype of a
learning health
system

10 patients, 10 caregivers, 10
physicians, and 6 nurses (inter-
views and observations)

Pediatric inflam-
matory bowel
disease

Improve chronic ill-
ness care

GDDUnited
States

Fore et al
[33]

NoSmartphone app9 focus groups, interviews
with 21 physicians and 9
nurses

DiabetesIdentify user profiles
and personas of an ag-
ing population

UCDbChinaLeRouge et
al [34]

NoTriaxial activity
sensor along with
smartphone app

15 interviews with patients, 2
focus groups, 16 interviews
with health care professionals,
and discussion with several
experts

Chronic obstruc-
tive pulmonary
disease or type
2 diabetes

Stimulate physical ac-
tivity of people with a
chronic disease

UCDNetherlandsvan der Wee-
gen et al [53]

NoSmartphone app2 focus groups with communi-
ty sample (n=17) and 7 inter-
views with people with depres-
sive symptoms

DepressionImprove treatment al-
location for depres-
sion

UCDAustraliaWachtler et
al [54]

YesWeb-based
mHealth platform

11 interviews and 5 usability
tests

AsthmaSupport asthma self-
management

UCDCanadaMorita et al
[55]

aGDD: goal-directed design.
bUCD: user-centered design.

Compared with these prior works, our study was innovative in
a few ways. User models (personas) were established based on
elements concerned with patient compliance rather than simply
considering all factors. Elements were extracted mainly from
relevant theories such as HBM and TAM.

In the persona establishment stage, qualitative and quantitative
methods were used together to identify user personas.
Qualitative methods are appropriate for dividing users into
specific groups, while quantitative methods are suitable for
extracting the intrinsic needs of different groups.

Different functional modules were designed for different
personas and integrated into a complete mHealth app by
following a reasonable priority. For example, the management

plan module appears in the most conspicuous position of the
main interface because it is the most frequently accessed part.
In contrast, the leaderboard module is accessible through the
quick launch bar of the main interface because it is less
frequently used and is designed primarily for experienced users.

Strengths
Our study has several strengths. First, it verified the viewpoint
that patients should self-manage their disease under the direction
of doctors [56]. Only in this way can patients conduct
comprehensive self-management and have abnormal conditions
handled in a timely manner. This approach also accounted for
the reasons why BPA was more effective compared with other
apps available in app stores.
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Second, we involved experts and patients in the design process.
Chronic disease patients consist primarily of elderly people who
have special and additional disease self-management needs [34].
To better understand the needs of these patients, we used
questionnaires and interviews to identify the different personas
of different patient groups. These personas were used to guide
the functional design. In addition, elderly people are less
confident in the use of mobile technologies. As a result, more
attention should be paid to the usability of such apps, which is
an important factor affecting patient compliance. Inviting users
to participate in the design process can help discover usability
problems in a very early stage.

Third, we proposed a new compliance assessment method in
which the self-monitoring frequency of BP was considered as
an evaluation index for hypertension self-management
compliance. The most common approach for measuring patient
compliance has previously been to ask patients for their ratings
of compliance behavior or acquire the information through
standardized questionnaires [10]. However, such approaches
may result in higher compliance levels than the true levels due
to patient subjectivity and memory bias [57]. Compliance with
medication regimes is the most evaluated index according to
several studies [58-60] because that is the most direct indicator
of compliance with the doctor’s instructions. However, taking
medicine on time is easier to perform than other
self-management tasks [61]; consequently, such a metric cannot
fully reflect the complete content of patients’self-management.
Compared with other studies, we used the frequency with which
patients self-monitor their BP values and collected the results
automatically through the app. Thus, this evaluation result was
more objective and practical over the long term. Although our
study was only a preliminary trial, it helps set a benchmark that
further research can refer to when assessing such apps.

Limitations and Future Works
One limitation of our study is that the number of recruited
subjects for persona establishment was relatively small, and

most were highly educated. Therefore, the generalizability of
the study’s results needs to be further confirmed. Another
limitation is that the pilot study lasted for only 2 months; patient
compliance over a longer period of time is unknown. The
interview results show that a few patients with low compliance
still exist, mainly due to a lack of intrinsic motivation. In
addition, one other thing to note is that in eHealth enhanced
chronic disease management, patient compliance is influenced
by multiple factors such as well-designed self-management
tools, community-based eHealth support, and a complete
feedback loop between patients and doctors [62]. Our study
focused on the functional design of self-management tools,
which is one of the important factors influencing patient
compliance.

In future work, we will include more patients and test for a
longer time span. Comparison tests should be conducted to
determine how much patient compliance is improved. We also
plan to compare patient compliance as measured by this study’s
approach with compliance measured by a traditional approach,
such as questionnaires, to further explore the practical validity
of our approach. In addition, we need to find a way to further
increase patient motivation for self-management.

Conclusions
The BPA app was shown to be an effective tool for hypertension
self-management in terms of patient compliance. The GDD
method was able to identify the different needs of different
patients and guided functional design based on these needs. We
learned from the study that efficient self-management of
hypertension should be led by doctors. Usability is another
important factor that should be considered during the
development of apps. In addition, hypertensive patients should
receive more extrinsic motivation in the management of their
disease.

Acknowledgments
This study was supported by the National Key Research and Development Program of China (No 2018YFC0910503 and No
2017YFC0114105), the Key Research and Development Program of Ningxia Hui Autonomous Region of China (No
2018BFG02009), and the Open Fund of the Engineering Research Center of Cognitive Healthcare, Zhejiang Province (Sir Run
Run Shaw Hospital), China (No 2018KFJJ02).

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Original questionnaires.
[DOCX File , 20 KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2
Screened lists of articles and apps in stage 2.
[DOCX File , 31 KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2020 | vol. 8 | iss. 2 | e14466 | p. 17http://mhealth.jmir.org/2020/2/e14466/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Duan et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v8i2e14466_app1.docx&filename=8283be26c89f5ee33737522c5bbc02bc.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v8i2e14466_app1.docx&filename=8283be26c89f5ee33737522c5bbc02bc.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v8i2e14466_app2.docx&filename=fe5a33e44134317ac62d4d734d3ccee2.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v8i2e14466_app2.docx&filename=fe5a33e44134317ac62d4d734d3ccee2.docx
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Multimedia Appendix 3
Detailed screenshots in the Blood Pressure Assistant.
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 7674 KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

References

1. World Health Organization. Global status report on noncommunicable diseases 2014 URL: http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/
10665/148114/1/9789241564854_eng.pdf?ua=1 [accessed 2020-01-08]

2. Global Burden of Disease Group. Global, regional, and national life expectancy, all-cause mortality, and cause-specific
mortality for 249 causes of death, 1980-2015: a systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2015. Lancet
2016 Oct 08;388(10053):1459-1544 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31012-1] [Medline: 27733281]

3. GBD 2015 Risk Factors Collaborators. Global, regional, and national comparative risk assessment of 79 behavioural,
environmental and occupational, and metabolic risks or clusters of risks, 1990-2015: a systematic analysis for the Global
Burden of Disease Study 2015. Lancet 2016 Oct 08;388(10053):1659-1724 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31679-8] [Medline: 27733284]

4. Wang Z, Chen Z, Zhang L, Wang X, Hao G, Zhang Z, China Hypertension Survey Investigators. Status of hypertension
in China: results From the China Hypertension Survey, 2012-2015. Circulation 2018 May 29;137(22):2344-2356. [doi:
10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.117.032380] [Medline: 29449338]

5. Reynolds R, Dennis S, Hasan I, Slewa J, Chen W, Tian D, et al. A systematic review of chronic disease management
interventions in primary care. BMC Fam Pract 2018 Jan 09;19(1):11 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s12875-017-0692-3]
[Medline: 29316889]

6. Whelton PK, Carey RM, Aronow WS, Casey DE, Collins KJ, Dennison HC, et al. 2017
ACC/AHA/AAPA/ABC/ACPM/AGS/APhA/ASH/ASPC/NMA/PCNA guideline for the prevention, detection, evaluation,
and management of high blood pressure in adults: a report of the American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association
Task Force on Clinical Practice Guidelines. Hypertension 2017 Nov 13;71(6):e127-e248. [doi:
10.1161/HYP.0000000000000065] [Medline: 29133356]

7. Martin LR, Williams SL, Haskard KB, Dimatteo MR. The challenge of patient adherence. Ther Clin Risk Manag 2005
Sep;1(3):189-199 [FREE Full text] [Medline: 18360559]

8. Beaglehole R, Epping-Jordan J, Patel V, Chopra M, Ebrahim S, Kidd M, et al. Improving the prevention and management
of chronic disease in low-income and middle-income countries: a priority for primary health care. Lancet 2008 Sep
13;372(9642):940-949. [doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(08)61404-X] [Medline: 18790317]

9. Vrijens B, Vincze G, Kristanto P, Urquhart J, Burnier M. Adherence to prescribed antihypertensive drug treatments:
longitudinal study of electronically compiled dosing histories. BMJ 2008 May 17;336(7653):1114-1117 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1136/bmj.39553.670231.25] [Medline: 18480115]

10. Dal-Fabbro AL. Adherence to long term therapies: evidence for action. Cad Saúde Pública 2005 Aug;21(4):1297-1298.
[doi: 10.1590/s0102-311x2005000400037]

11. Dunbar-Jacob J, Mortimer-Stephens MK. Treatment adherence in chronic disease. J Clin Epidemiol 2001 Dec;54(Suppl
1):S57-S60. [doi: 10.1016/s0895-4356(01)00457-7] [Medline: 11750211]

12. DiMatteo MR. Social support and patient adherence to medical treatment: a meta-analysis. Health Psychol 2004
Mar;23(2):207-218. [doi: 10.1037/0278-6133.23.2.207] [Medline: 15008666]

13. Ho PM, Magid DJ, Shetterly SM, Olson KL, Maddox TM, Peterson PN, et al. Medication nonadherence is associated with
a broad range of adverse outcomes in patients with coronary artery disease. Am Heart J 2008 Apr;155(4):772-779. [doi:
10.1016/j.ahj.2007.12.011] [Medline: 18371492]

14. Ma C, Chen S, Zhou Y, Huang C. Treatment adherence of Chinese patients with hypertension: a longitudinal study. Appl
Nurs Res 2013 Nov;26(4):225-231. [doi: 10.1016/j.apnr.2013.08.002] [Medline: 24050917]

15. Vrijens B, Antoniou S, Burnier M, de la Sierra A, Volpe M. Current situation of medication adherence in hypertension.
Front Pharmacol 2017;8:100 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.3389/fphar.2017.00100] [Medline: 28298894]

16. Tilea I, Petra D, Voidazan S, Ardeleanu E, Varga A. Treatment adherence among adult hypertensive patients: a cross-sectional
retrospective study in primary care in Romania. Patient Prefer Adherence 2018;12:625-635 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2147/PPA.S162965] [Medline: 29731610]

17. Hamine S, Gerth-Guyette E, Faulx D, Green BB, Ginsburg AS. Impact of mHealth chronic disease management on treatment
adherence and patient outcomes: a systematic review. J Med Internet Res 2015;17(2):e52 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/jmir.3951] [Medline: 25803266]

18. Wheeler TS, Michael Vallis T, Giacomantonio NB, Abidi SR. Feasibility and usability of an ontology-based mobile
intervention for patients with hypertension. Int J Med Inform 2018 Nov;119:8-16. [doi: 10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2018.08.002]
[Medline: 30342690]

19. Bengtsson U, Kjellgren K, Hallberg I, Lindwall M, Taft C. Improved blood pressure control using an interactive mobile
phone support system. J Clin Hypertens (Greenwich) 2016 Feb;18(2):101-108 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/jch.12682]
[Medline: 26456490]

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2020 | vol. 8 | iss. 2 | e14466 | p. 18http://mhealth.jmir.org/2020/2/e14466/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Duan et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v8i2e14466_app3.pdf&filename=82238bfaeac5bde2f19dfb8ae75ed1e3.pdf
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v8i2e14466_app3.pdf&filename=82238bfaeac5bde2f19dfb8ae75ed1e3.pdf
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/148114/1/9789241564854_eng.pdf?ua=1
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/148114/1/9789241564854_eng.pdf?ua=1
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140-6736(16)31012-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31012-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27733281&dopt=Abstract
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0140-6736(16)31679-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31679-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27733284&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.117.032380
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29449338&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcfampract.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12875-017-0692-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12875-017-0692-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29316889&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/HYP.0000000000000065
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29133356&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/18360559
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18360559&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(08)61404-X
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18790317&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/18480115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.39553.670231.25
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18480115&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/s0102-311x2005000400037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0895-4356(01)00457-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11750211&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0278-6133.23.2.207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15008666&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ahj.2007.12.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18371492&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apnr.2013.08.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24050917&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2017.00100
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2017.00100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28298894&dopt=Abstract
https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S162965
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S162965
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29731610&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2015/2/e52/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.3951
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25803266&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2018.08.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30342690&dopt=Abstract
http://doi.wiley.com/10.1111/jch.12682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jch.12682
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26456490&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


20. Xiong S, Berkhouse H, Schooler M, Pu W, Sun A, Gong E, et al. Effectiveness of mHealth interventions in improving
medication adherence among people with hypertension: a systematic review. Curr Hypertens Rep 2018 Aug 07;20(10):86.
[doi: 10.1007/s11906-018-0886-7] [Medline: 30088110]

21. Dicianno BE, Henderson G, Parmanto B. Design of mobile health tools to promote goal achievement in self-management
tasks. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2017 Jul 24;5(7):e103 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.7335] [Medline: 28739558]

22. Matthew-Maich N, Harris L, Ploeg J, Markle-Reid M, Valaitis R, Ibrahim S, et al. Designing, implementing, and evaluating
mobile health technologies for managing chronic conditions in older adults: a scoping review. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2016
Jun 09;4(2):e29 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.5127] [Medline: 27282195]

23. Vo V, Auroy L, Sarradon-Eck A. Patients' perceptions of mHealth apps: meta-ethnographic review of qualitative studies.
JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2019 Jul 10;7(7):e13817 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/13817] [Medline: 31293246]

24. Rahimian V, Ramsin R. Designing an agile methodology for mobile software development: a hybrid method engineering
approach. 2008 Presented at: 2008 Second International Conference on Research Challenges in Information Science; 2008;
Marrakech p. 337-342. [doi: 10.1109/rcis.2008.4632123]

25. Jeong Y, Lee J, Shin G. Development process of mobile app SW based on agile methodology. 2008 Presented at: 10th
International Conference on Advanced Communication Technology. Vol 1. IEEE; 2008; Gangwon-Do p. 362-366. [doi:
10.1109/icact.2008.4493779]

26. da Cunha TFV, Dantas V, Andrade R. SLeSS: a scrum and lean Six Sigma integration approach for the development of
sofware customization for mobile phones. 2011 Presented at: 2011 25th Brazilian Symposium on Software Engineering;
2011; Sao Paulo p. 283-292. [doi: 10.1109/sbes.2011.38]

27. Abrahamsson P, Hanhineva A, Hulkko H. Mobile-D: an agile approach for mobile app development. In: Companion to the
9th Annual ACM SIGPLAN Conference on Object-Oriented Programming Systems, Languages, and Applications, Volume
1. New York: ACM Press; 2004:174.

28. Gifford B, Enyedy N. Activity centered design: towards a theoretical framework for CSCL. In: CSCL 99: Proceedings of
the 1999 Conference on Computer Support for Collaborative Learning. Morristown: Association for Computational
Linguistics; 1999:22.

29. Kangas E, Kinnunen T. Applying user-centered design to mobile application development. Commun ACM 2005 Jul
01;48(7):55. [doi: 10.1145/1070838.1070866]

30. Muller MJ. Participatory design: the third space in HCI. Hum Comput Interact Devel Process 2003;4235:165-185. [doi:
10.1201/9781410615862.ch54]

31. Cooper A. About Face: The Essentials of Interaction Design. Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons; 2014.
32. Williams A. User-Centered Design, Activity-Centered Design, and Goal-Directed Design. In: SIGDOC 09: Proceedings

of the 27th ACM International Conference on Design of Communication. New York: ACM Press; 2009:1-9.
33. Fore D, Goldenhar LM, Margolis PA, Seid M. Using goal-directed design to create a novel system for improving chronic

illness care. JMIR Res Protoc 2013 Oct 29;2(2):e43 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/resprot.2749] [Medline: 24168835]
34. LeRouge C, Ma J, Sneha S, Tolle K. User profiles and personas in the design and development of consumer health

technologies. Int J Med Inform 2013 Nov;82(11):e251-e268. [doi: 10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2011.03.006] [Medline: 21481635]
35. Grindrod KA, Li M, Gates A. Evaluating user perceptions of mobile medication management applications with older adults:

a usability study. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2014;2(1):e11 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.3048] [Medline: 25099993]
36. Balduino ADFA, Mantovani MDF, Lacerda MR, Marin MJS, Wal ML. Experience of hypertensive patients with

self-management of health care. J Adv Nurs 2016 Nov;72(11):2684-2694. [doi: 10.1111/jan.13022] [Medline: 27206159]
37. Rosenstock IM. The health belief model and preventive health behavior. Health Educ Behav 1974 Dec 01;2(4):354-386.

[doi: 10.1177/109019817400200405]
38. Janz NK, Becker MH. The health belief model: a decade later. Health Educ Q 1984;11(1):1-47. [Medline: 6392204]
39. Kaplan SH, Greenfield S, Ware JE. Assessing the effects of physician-patient interactions on the outcomes of chronic

disease. Med Care 1989 Mar;27(3 Suppl):S110-S127. [Medline: 2646486]
40. Koopman RJ, Petroski GF, Canfield SM, Stuppy JA, Mehr DR. Development of the PRE-HIT instrument: patient readiness

to engage in health information technology. BMC Fam Pract 2014;15:18 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/1471-2296-15-18]
[Medline: 24472182]

41. Davis FD. Perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, and user acceptance of information technology. MIS Q 1989
Sep;13(3):319-340. [doi: 10.2307/249008]

42. Kim J, Park H. Development of a health information technology acceptance model using consumers' health behavior
intention. J Med Internet Res 2012;14(5):e133 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.2143] [Medline: 23026508]

43. Sun Y, Wang N, Guo X, Peng J. Understanding the acceptance of mobile health services: a comparison and integration of
alternative models. J Electron Commer Res 2013;14(2):183-200 [FREE Full text]

44. Hung M, Jen W. The adoption of mobile health management services: an empirical study. J Med Syst 2012
Jun;36(3):1381-1388. [doi: 10.1007/s10916-010-9600-2] [Medline: 20878452]

45. Lim S, Xue L, Yen CC, Chang L, Chan HC, Tai BC, et al. A study on Singaporean women's acceptance of using mobile
phones to seek health information. Int J Med Inform 2011 Dec;80(12):e189-e202. [doi: 10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2011.08.007]
[Medline: 21956003]

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2020 | vol. 8 | iss. 2 | e14466 | p. 19http://mhealth.jmir.org/2020/2/e14466/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Duan et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11906-018-0886-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30088110&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2017/7/e103/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.7335
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28739558&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2016/2/e29/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.5127
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27282195&dopt=Abstract
https://mhealth.jmir.org/2019/7/e13817/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/13817
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31293246&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/rcis.2008.4632123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/icact.2008.4493779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/sbes.2011.38
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/1070838.1070866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9781410615862.ch54
http://www.researchprotocols.org/2013/2/e43/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/resprot.2749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24168835&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2011.03.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21481635&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2014/1/e11/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.3048
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25099993&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jan.13022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27206159&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/109019817400200405
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=6392204&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=2646486&dopt=Abstract
http://bmcfampract.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1471-2296-15-18
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2296-15-18
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24472182&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/249008
http://www.jmir.org/2012/5/e133/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.2143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23026508&dopt=Abstract
http://ojs.jecr.org/jecr/sites/default/files/14_02_p4.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10916-010-9600-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20878452&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2011.08.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21956003&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


46. Taylor S, Todd P. Assessing IT usage: the role of prior experience. MIS Q 1995 Dec;19(4):561. [doi: 10.2307/249633]
47. Fan C, Yu M, Chen Y. Survey on the awareness rate of hypertension knowledge in Zhejiang residents. Strait J Prev Med

2008;14(2):7-8.
48. Lahdenperä TS, Wright CC, Kyngäs HA. Development of a scale to assess the compliance of hypertensive patients. Int J

Nurs Stud 2003 Sep;40(7):677-684. [doi: 10.1016/s0020-7489(02)00110-4] [Medline: 12965159]
49. Ping S. Effect of the Intervention Education on Self-Efficacy and Compliance of Hypertensive Patients in the Community

[Thesis]. Beijing: Peking Union Medical College; 2006.
50. Dou K, Yu P, Deng N, Liu F, Guan Y, Li Z, et al. Patients' acceptance of smartphone health technology for chronic disease

management: a theoretical model and empirical test. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2017 Dec 06;5(12):e177 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.2196/mhealth.7886] [Medline: 29212629]

51. Oinas-Kukkonen H, Harjumaa M. Persuasive systems design: key issues, process model, and system features. Commun
Assoc Inf Syst 2009;24(1):485-500. [doi: 10.17705/1CAIS.02428]

52. Chandrasekhar A, Kim C, Naji M, Natarajan K, Hahn J, Mukkamala R. Smartphone-based blood pressure monitoring via
the oscillometric finger-pressing method. Sci Transl Med 2018 Mar 07;10(431) [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1126/scitranslmed.aap8674] [Medline: 29515001]

53. van der Weegan S, Verwey R, Spreeuwenberg M, Tange H, van der Weijen T, de Witte L. The development of a mobile
monitoring and feedback tool to stimulate physical activity of people with a chronic disease in primary care: a user-centered
design. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2013;1(2):e8 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.2526] [Medline: 25099556]

54. Wachtler C, Coe A, Davidson S, Fletcher S, Mendoza A, Sterling L, et al. Development of a mobile clinical prediction tool
to estimate future depression severity and guide treatment in primary care: user-centered design. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth
2018 Apr 23;6(4):e95 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.9502] [Medline: 29685864]

55. Morita PP, Yeung MS, Ferrone M, Taite AK, Madeley C, Stevens Lavigne A, et al. A patient-centered mobile health system
that supports asthma self-management (breathe): design, development, and utilization. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2019 Jan
28;7(1):e10956 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/10956] [Medline: 30688654]

56. Kim HS, Cho JH, Yoon KH. New directions in chronic disease management. Endocrinol Metab (Seoul) 2015
Jun;30(2):159-166 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.3803/EnM.2015.30.2.159] [Medline: 26194075]

57. Quilici J, Fugon L, Beguin S, Morange PE, Bonnet J, Alessi M, et al. Effect of motivational mobile phone short message
service on aspirin adherence after coronary stenting for acute coronary syndrome. Int J Cardiol 2013 Sep 20;168(1):568-569.
[doi: 10.1016/j.ijcard.2013.01.252] [Medline: 23462636]

58. Park LG, Howie-Esquivel J, Whooley MA, Dracup K. Psychosocial factors and medication adherence among patients with
coronary heart disease: a text messaging intervention. Eur J Cardiovasc Nurs 2015 Jun;14(3):264-273. [doi:
10.1177/1474515114537024] [Medline: 24853566]

59. Strandbygaard U, Thomsen SF, Backer V. A daily SMS reminder increases adherence to asthma treatment: a three-month
follow-up study. Respir Med 2010 Feb;104(2):166-171 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1016/j.rmed.2009.10.003] [Medline:
19854632]

60. Brath H, Morak J, Kästenbauer T, Modre-Osprian R, Strohner-Kästenbauer H, Schwarz M, et al. Mobile health (mHealth)
based medication adherence measurement—a pilot trial using electronic blisters in diabetes patients. Br J Clin Pharmacol
2013 Sep;76 Suppl 1:47-55 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1111/bcp.12184] [Medline: 24007452]

61. Shetty AS, Chamukuttan S, Nanditha A, Raj RKC, Ramachandran A. Reinforcement of adherence to prescription
recommendations in Asian Indian diabetes patients using short message service (SMS)--a pilot study. J Assoc Physicians
India 2011 Nov;59:711-714. [Medline: 22616337]

62. Gee PM, Greenwood DA, Paterniti DA, Ward D, Miller LMS. The eHealth Enhanced Chronic Care Model: a theory
derivation approach. J Med Internet Res 2015;17(4):e86 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.4067] [Medline: 25842005]

Abbreviations
ARHKS: Awareness Rate of Hypertension Knowledge Scale
BP: blood pressure
BPA: Blood Pressure Assistant
CHPS: Compliance of Hypertensive Patients Scale
GDD: goal-directed design
HBM: health belief model
IT: information technology
mHealth: mobile health
TAM: technology acceptance model

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2020 | vol. 8 | iss. 2 | e14466 | p. 20http://mhealth.jmir.org/2020/2/e14466/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Duan et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/249633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0020-7489(02)00110-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12965159&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2017/12/e177/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.7886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29212629&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.17705/1CAIS.02428
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/29515001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aap8674
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29515001&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2013/2/e8/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.2526
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25099556&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2018/4/e95/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.9502
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29685864&dopt=Abstract
https://mhealth.jmir.org/2019/1/e10956/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/10956
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30688654&dopt=Abstract
https://e-enm.org/DOIx.php?id=10.3803/EnM.2015.30.2.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.3803/EnM.2015.30.2.159
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26194075&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijcard.2013.01.252
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23462636&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1474515114537024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24853566&dopt=Abstract
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0954-6111(09)00324-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rmed.2009.10.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19854632&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bcp.12184
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bcp.12184
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24007452&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22616337&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2015/4/e86/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.4067
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25842005&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 22.04.19; peer-reviewed by T Timmers, L Sheets, T Yano; comments to author 01.10.19; revised
version received 19.11.19; accepted 16.12.19; published 25.02.20

Please cite as:
Duan H, Wang Z, Ji Y, Ma L, Liu F, Chi M, Deng N, An J
Using Goal-Directed Design to Create a Mobile Health App to Improve Patient Compliance With Hypertension Self-Management:
Development and Deployment
JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2020;8(2):e14466
URL: http://mhealth.jmir.org/2020/2/e14466/
doi: 10.2196/14466
PMID: 32130161

©Huilong Duan, Zheyu Wang, Yumeng Ji, Li Ma, Fang Liu, Mingwei Chi, Ning Deng, Jiye An. Originally published in JMIR
mHealth and uHealth (http://mhealth.jmir.org), 25.02.2020. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution,
and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR mHealth and uHealth, is properly cited.
The complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on http://mhealth.jmir.org/, as well as this copyright
and license information must be included.

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2020 | vol. 8 | iss. 2 | e14466 | p. 21http://mhealth.jmir.org/2020/2/e14466/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Duan et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://mhealth.jmir.org/2020/2/e14466/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/14466
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32130161&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

