arXiv:2401.14972v1 [cs.HC] 26 Jan 2024

“It’s Sink or Swim”: Exploring Patients’ Challenges and Tool Needs for Self-Management of Postoperative Acute Pain

Souleima Zghab

souleima.zghab@polymtl.ca Department of Computer and Software Engineering Polytechnique Montreal Montreal, QC, Canada

Gabrielle Pagé

gabrielle.page@umontreal.ca Department of Anesthesiology and Pain Medicine University of Montreal Montreal, QC, Canada

Mélanie Lussier

melanie_lussier@hotmail.fr Patient Author Montreal, QC, Canada

Sylvain Bédard

sylvain.bedard@ceppp.ca Patient Author Montreal, QC, Canada

Jinghui Cheng

jinghui.cheng@polymtl.ca Department of Computer and Software Engineering Polytechnique Montreal Montreal, QC, Canada

ABSTRACT

Poorly managed postoperative acute pain can have long-lasting negative impacts and pose a major healthcare issue. There is limited investigation to understand and address the unique needs of patients experiencing acute pain. In this paper, we tackle this gap through an interview study with 14 patients who recently underwent postoperative acute pain to understand their challenges in pain self-management and their need for supportive tools. Our analysis identified various factors associated with the major aspects of acute pain self-management. Together, our findings indicated that tools for supporting these patients need to carefully consider information and support delivery to adapt to rapid changes in pain experiences, offer personalized and dynamic assistance that adapts to individual situations in context, and monitor emotion when promoting motivation. Overall, our work provided valuable knowledge to address the less-investigated but highly-needed problem of designing technology for the self-management of acute pain and similar health conditions.

CCS CONCEPTS

• Applied computing → Consumer health; Health informatics; • Human-centered computing → Empirical studies in HCI.

KEYWORDS

Pain Self-Management, Acute Pain, Consumer Health

Permission to make digital or hard copies of all or part of this work for personal or classroom use is granted without fee provided that copies are not made or distributed for profit or commercial advantage and that copies bear this notice and the full citation on the first page. Copyrights for components of this work owned by others than the author(s) must be honored. Abstracting with credit is permitted. To copy otherwise, or republish, to post on servers or to redistribute to lists, requires prior specific permission and/or a fee. Request permissions from permissions@acm.org. CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA © 2024 Copyright held by the owner/author(s). Publication rights licensed to ACM. ACM ISBN 979-8-4007-0330-0/24/05. . . $15.00 https://doi.org/10.1145/3613904.3642916

ACM Reference Format:

Souleima Zghab, Gabrielle Pagé, Mélanie Lussier, Sylvain Bédard, and Jinghui Cheng. 2024. “It’s Sink or Swim”: Exploring Patients’ Challenges and Tool Needs for Self-Management of Postoperative Acute Pain. In Proceedings of the CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (CHI ’24), May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA. ACM, New York, NY, USA, 11 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3613904.3642916

1 INTRODUCTION

The inadequate management of pain is widely recognized as a major healthcare issue [8, 37], with over 80% of patients experiencing moderate-to-severe acute pain after a surgical procedure requiring an incision [4]. Poorly managed postoperative acute pain is associated with a broad range of negative consequences, including impaired function, delayed recovery, development of chronic pain, and prolonged use of opioid-based analgesia [14, 21]. The selfmanagement of acute pain is multifaceted, including not only the management of analgesic intake, but also adopting nonpharmacologic strategies, such as cooling and compression, breathing, and relaxation, to control pain in the patient’s daily life. Post-discharge patients are often on their own when managing pain via these pharmacological, physical, and psychological strategies [29]. Ideally, these strategies should “focus on the patient’s own efforts in controlling pain rather than depending on external agents”, such as medication [48]. But in reality, the easier access to pharmacological treatments compared to physical and psychological strategies often results in patients relying more heavily on medications for pain relief [33, 47]. To be successful, patients need to make judgments about their level of pain and analgesic use. Their selfmanagement skills can be influenced by their knowledge, behavior, and attitude toward their health condition, including pain [19]. So when it comes to strategies to manage postoperative pain, it is crucial to address the patient’s mental state – their beliefs about pain and the way those beliefs affect their behaviors.

New technologies may help make pain self-management more effective, accessible, and affordable [22, 26]. However, the current exploration of technologies for pain management mostly focuses

CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA Souleima Zghab, Gabrielle Pagé, Mélanie Lussier, Sylvain Bédard, and Jinghui Cheng

on chronic pain (e.g., [3, 17, 38]). Management of acute pain, however, has several distinctive characteristics that pose unique challenges in technology design and thus require attention from the HCI community. Acute pain often originates from rare incidences (e.g., injury or surgery) that develop quickly and are unfamiliar to patients. Patients are thus usually under-prepared and experience a variety of emotions such as anxiety and stress with the new and uncertain experience of pain [45]. Moreover, poorly managed acute pain can have long-lasting negative impacts, including the development of chronic pain [21]. For a minority of patients, the initial temporary use of analgesics can also continue for months after the surgery [33]. Additionally, the design of technologies needs to consider the relatively short time frame of acute pain and the altered cognitive and emotional states patients are in, as a result of postoperative recovery and medication intake. The success of digital tools thus relies on their ability to motivate and engage patients, establishing trust while providing the needed support, within a short period of time. Because of these unique characteristics, it is crucial to investigate users’ challenges in self-management of acute pain and their needs for these tools to help establish design opportunities.

In this paper, we approach this issue through an interview study with 14 patients who recently experienced postoperative acute pain. Through this study, we identified various factors related to the participants’ challenges and needs that are associated with the major aspects of acute pain self-management; these aspects include the transition from hospital to home care, managing medication intake, handling the uniqueness of the pain experience, addressing emotional distress, navigating daily life challenges, working with caregivers, and receiving support from a broader social network. Our results revealed that the rapid changes in patients’ postoperative pain experiences require both proactive and “on-the-spot” support. Moreover, the drastically different personal experiences of acute pain call for self-management support to focus on individual situations in context. Additionally, similar to chronic pain, self-management support for acute pain should concentrate on addressing patient motivation and taking into account their emotional states. These insights provided valuable design considerations of digital tools that can help alleviate challenges related to self-management of acute pain.

2 BACKGROUND AND RELATED WORK

Our study is situated in the related literature focused on (1) postoperative pain management, (2) technology support for self-management of health conditions, and (3) the design of technologies for pain management. We briefly review each body of literature in the following sections.

2.1 Postoperative Pain Management

Pain is considered a multidimensional experience comprised of sensory, emotional, and motivational dimensions [27], and understood within a biopsychosocial framework [15]. Its treatment and management thus require a multimodal, multidisciplinary approach. Pain is typically distinguished based on temporality, usually referred to as acute or chronic pain, when it lasts longer than three months [43]. Poorly managed acute pain is an important risk factor for chronicity [33]. Among all the different types of acute pain, postoperative pain is very common.

Approximately 2.4 million surgeries are performed in Canada each year. Opioids play a central role in the management of acute postoperative pain, with 80% of patients being prescribed opioids following surgeries [47]. This initially time-limited utilization becomes chronic for many patients [33]. Long-term opioid therapy can lead to opioid addiction in about 6% of the patients [7]. On the other hand, untreated postoperative pain can also have detrimental consequences. Acute pain remains poorly managed, with 11% of patients reporting severe pain, and 37% reporting moderate pain in the first day after surgery [45]. These statistics have been replicated in many countries [12, 16]. Postoperative pain management will typically involve pre-assessment and planning (when surgery is elective), assessment of pain, evaluation of treatment response, and treatment delivery [40]. Typical treatment approaches will include the use of pharmaceuticals, such as paracetamol, nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs, opioids, ketamine, gabapentinoids, and other agents, administered using different modalities [40]. The use of regional analgesic techniques is also recommended. Other approaches include education, psychological strategies, and physical therapies [40].

2.2 Technology for Self-Management of Health Conditions

Many previous works in HCI have focused on understanding and supporting self-management of various types of health conditions [1, 6, 30]. Most of these works focused on chronic conditions such as diabetes [25], abnormal blood pressure [20], and migraine [34], to name a few. Some have targeted mid to short-term conditions such as pregnancy [18], cancer [13], and injury [41]. While the health conditions examined in those studies vary widely, our literature review revealed several overarching themes that cut across those studies.

First, in cases where self-management of health conditions starts when the patient is discharged from the hospital, the transition from hospital care to home care poses tremendous challenges. These challenges can be traced back to two fundamental differences between hospitals and homes [1]: (1) the physical environment and the material configuration shift from the care-centric hospital to the living-centric home and (2) the patient’s role transforms from a passive recipient of care in the hospital to an active individual in charge, extending responsibilities beyond the health condition, when at home. To support the transition from hospital care to selfmanagement, Pollack et al. [35] argued that patients should be provided with support to develop three necessary “self-management elements”: medical knowledge related to their health condition, resources and support to manage their health, and self-efficacy to learn and manage their condition. Built upon this framework, Tadas et al. [42] designed and evaluated a system that uses patients’ health-tracking and self-assessment data to help connect the clinical and non-clinical settings.

Second, social support is identified as a pivotal factor for selfmanagement [41]. The benefits of social support can come from patients’ interactions in various social contexts. Interacting with

Exploring Patients’ Challenges and Tool Needs for Self-Management of Postoperative Acute Pain CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA

health professionals can promote patient’s reflective thinking of their health conditions [25] and augment patient agency [11]. Engaging the broader social circle, including family, friends, and neighbors can provide practical and emotional support [41] and help patients gain social recognition and acknowledgement [34]. Equally important, receiving support from peers with similar health conditions can help alleviate isolation and self-awareness [13]; additionally, individuals can gain advice, reassurance, and emotional support through these interactions [18]. Incorporating these three layers of social support was identified as a key to achieving successful and effective self-management [28, 41].

Third, despite the significant potential of technologies in facilitating self-management of health conditions, issues with technology use such as learnability and trust could hinder their adoption. To explain this phenomenon, Burgess et al. [6] identified several “care frictions” that capture the discrepancy between the ideal but unrealistic patient behavior in health technology design and the practical challenges and concerns of patients in real life. For example, technology design often presumes that patients are motivated to read information relevant to their health and communicate with their healthcare team; in reality, however, patients may be already overwhelmed with information or have personal concerns when communicating with the clinicians [6]. Patient trust in self-management technology is also a complex issue. A study with low-resource communities in India identified that trust in technology is influenced by many social-cultural factors, including trust in care providers and broader social circles [20].

Our work is built upon this body of literature and focuses on the real-world challenges and needs of patients who experience postoperative pain. This type of health condition happens fast and thus may provide unique implications to transition to home care, social support, and friction in technology use.

2.3 Design of Technologies for Self-Management of Pain

User-centered design for chronic pain management applications has been well-researched in the literature. Among the existing efforts, supporting self-assessment of pain is often considered the first step toward effective self-management [2, 3]. Because pain is a highly personal and subjective experience [23], self-assessment of chronic pain needs to consider individual differences and incorporate their contexts. Previous research has established that patients’ preferences on the ways to report their pain experience using mobile interfaces are “strong and idiosyncratic — and not always unanimous” [3], highlighting the need to provide personalized pain assessment measures. In pain assessment techniques that leverage automated technologies, such as a tangible user interface that uses the squishing motion to report pain [2] and a smartwatch technology that detects fist clenching gestures [36], the importance of accommodating personal preferences in the physical and aesthetic design is also often stressed [2].

Motivating chronic pain patients to engage in supportive activities is another important and widely recognized issue. Different from clinical rehabilitation sessions, self-management of chronic pain needs to engage with patients’ daily lives [38]. Focusing on encouraging physical activities, Singh et al. [39] found that the design of motivational technologies for chronic pain patients needs to consider their emotional states, such as anxiety that may result in avoidance. Taking this into account, the authors designed an aural feedback mechanism to support patients in building confidence in movements that they fear because of expected pain. Previous research also identified that using immersive technologies such as VR can motivate patients to engage in activities that aid pain alleviation [46] and encourage and teach them meditation techniques to reduce pain [17].

On the other hand, however, there is very limited previous work that targeted the design of technologies for postoperative acute pain management. We only identified a few sporadic efforts in our literature review. Koumpouros [22] described an approach for designing a mobile application to support “management, reporting, and treatment effectiveness monitoring” for patients experiencing pain; although the app is claimed to focus on general pain management, the design emphasized chronic pain a lot more than acute pain. Lalloo et al. [24] also conducted a review of commercially available health apps that can potentially help postoperative pain self-management; their results highlighted that (1) none of the commercial tools have provided comprehensive pain selfmanagement content and (2) none of them have involved end users (i.e., postoperative patients) in their design and development. To address some of these issues, Birnie et al. [5] designed a mobile app for postoperative pain management through a user-centered approach; however, their app only targets children and adolescents. Results like these indicate the need to investigate the user requirements and the design of tools to help patients with their self-management journey after surgery. We provide some important initial efforts to address this gap.

3 METHODS

We conducted semi-structured interviews between June 2021 and August 2022, with 14 participants from Quebec, Canada to develop an understanding of how individuals experience and manage their postoperative pain. The study is approved by the research ethics boards of the authors’ institutions. The rest of this section discusses the procedures we followed to collect and analyze our data.

3.1 Participants

We recruited, through flyers posted within the hospital and on social media, 14 participants who underwent major surgery in the previous 12 months that required a prescription of opioid analgesics to manage acute postoperative pain. Table 1 summarizes their characteristics. The average age of the participants was 45.6 (𝑆𝐷 = 16.2, ranging from 19 to 77); 80% were female and 20% were male. Out of these 14 participants, seven had orthopedic surgery, two gynecology surgery, one neurosurgery, and one digestive surgery; three did not specify their surgery types. On average, the participants completed the interview 20 weeks after their surgery (ranging from 1 to 52 weeks). Among the participants, eight had never taken opioids before their surgery, while the rest did in a regular manner for their health condition. Ten participants described their pain after surgery as severe, while four described it as moderate.

CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA Souleima Zghab, Gabrielle Pagé, Mélanie Lussier, Sylvain Bédard, and Jinghui Cheng

Table 1: Characteristics of interview participants

ID Gender Highest level of education Employment status Weeks after surgery P01 Female University Retired 2 P02 Female University Sick or maternity/paternity leave 5 P03 Female University Other 26 P04 Female Technical college Disability for a reason other than pain 52 P05 Male Secondary School Sick or maternity/paternity leave 4 P06 Female University Full time job 31 P07 Female University Full time job 25 P08 Female University Full time job 40 P09 Female University Other 13 P10 Female University Full time job 2 P11 Male Secondary School Disability associated with pain 3 P12 Female University Retired 45 P13 Female Technical College Full time job 31 P14 Male Technical College Full time job 1

3.2 Interview Procedure

Each participant was compensated with $30 CAD for participating in the interview. Each semi-structured interview session lasted about 60 minutes. All interviews were conducted over Zoom. During the interviews, we asked the participants questions about their experiences, challenges, needs, and strategies used in postoperative pain management. For example, we asked them to describe their pain experience after surgery, enumerate the most challenging aspects of pain management, reflect on the techniques, tools, or strategies that helped them manage pain, and tell successful and unsuccessful stories when managing the pain. We also asked questions related to their general views on technology use for pain management, including the type of information they need for better pain management and the essential features they wish to see in an ideal tool. The interviews were conducted in either French or English, based on the choice of the participants.

3.3 Data Collection and Analysis

Interviews were video recorded and then fully transcribed; the interviews conducted in French were also translated into English. We conducted a thematic analysis [44] on the interview transcripts using Atlas.ti^1. Three researchers were involved in the iterative, inductive data analysis through independent coding and extended discussions. Themes were identified along the major aspects of selfmanagement of postoperative acute pain, focusing on participants’ challenges and needs.

3.4 Study Context

There are two factors in the context of our study that are important to understand. First of all, our study is conducted in Quebec, Canada. Thus our participants’ experiences are contextualized in the Quebec health and social service system. In Quebec, the health and social service system operates at two main levels: (1) the Ministry of Health and Social Services is responsible for creating, monitoring, regulating, and coordinating the key strategic

1https://atlasti.com

directions and (2) the health and social service centers are responsible for directly providing primary care and some specialized services to different regions of the province [31]. The majority of the physicians are paid by the public health insurance system and their services are offered for free to eligible persons covered by the Quebec Health Insurance Plan. However, while pharmacological treatments are mostly covered through public or private insurance, most physical (e.g., physiotherapy) and psychological treatments are private and limited reimbursement through private insurance for a limited number of individuals. At the same time, patients can experience long wait times before receiving the services [9, 10]. Our participants are aware of the usually long wait times and expressed their frustration, describing their pain management journey as “do it yourself ” (P02) and “sink or swim” (P10).

Second, our interviews were conducted between June 2021 and August 2022. This time span covered some of the peak periods of the COVID-19 pandemic in Canada. While in the study and the analysis, we did not directly focus on postoperative pain management during the pandemic, this is an important context to consider when interpreting some of our results. Our participants also frequently mentioned the impact of COVID-19 on their postoperative care. For example, P01 said, “It is my first surgery experience and I didn’t find it the most wonderful on earth – the COVID played a big part I think.” Overall, the COVID-19 pandemic put constraints on the surgery procedure (e.g., family members not allowed in the hospital), increased burdens of the public health system, and rendered even fewer resources to the patients postoperatively, aggravating the frustration and anxiety of our participants. For example, P04 said, “We are in times of COVID, and unfortunately, the nurses, the attendants are super busy. They are not always available when you need them. So I found it really hard.”

3.5 Researcher Positionality

We acknowledge that our positionality as researchers shaped how we collected and analyzed the data. Because the topic of this study is related to postoperative patients’ experiences and their perception of digital tools, we think it is especially important to explain the background and expertise of the research team members. In the research team who authored this paper, two are experienced

Exploring Patients’ Challenges and Tool Needs for Self-Management of Postoperative Acute Pain CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA

in the field of human-computer interaction (HCI), with a specific focus on the human-centered design of emerging and smart technologies; one author is a researcher and clinical health psychologist who has expertise in the transition from acute to chronic pain and opioid use in the context of surgery; two authors are patients who have experienced first-hand post-operative pain and/or prolonged hospitalization associated with surgical complications. Particularly, the two patient authors [32] were involved throughout the research project to provide their input and help us better empathize with our participants, taking part in activities such as (1) framing the research questions, (2) developing and refining the interview guide, (3) conducting the interviews, (4) analyzing the data and interpreting the results, and (5) revising the manuscript. Each interview was conducted jointly with two authors – one HCI researcher and one patient author or health researcher; this composition was used to ensure that both technological and health-related aspects were sufficiently discussed during the interview. The data analysis was led by the HCI researchers, with inputs from the other authors, to focus on implications towards technology design.

4 RESULTS

In the following sections, we report the themes we identified that are associated with the major aspects of self-management of postoperative acute pain. Because pain self-management is a holistic process, these aspects may overlap with each other.

4.1 Transitioning From Hospital to Home Care

While several participants faced postoperative complications that extended their hospital stay and aggravated their pain experience, the majority stated that their post-anesthesia pain was controlled and tolerable. However, many participants shared a feeling of rushed hospital leaves; e.g., “they are in a hurry so that we go home” (P07). This was sometimes due to the over-capacity state of the hospital, especially during COVID-19. Whatever the reason, the rushed hospital leaves caused great frustrations and uncertainties for our participants. For example, P10 described vividly their experiences after discharge: “I got out of the hospital... and it’s ‘sink or swim.’ They put you in the water. You don’t swim, but you organize yourself to get yourself at the surface, and you hope you’ll succeed. It’s a bit like that.”

Surgery is often a rare life event and can happen because of an accident. Thus, participants mentioned that they needed assistance to quickly establish expectations, even before the surgery. Such assistance is important for the participants as it helps them to prepare for the interaction with the medical team and to better digest and contextualize the information received. For example, P09 said, “I think for me, probably is to have a checklist, to ask the surgeon before or after the surgery. ... I didn’t know what to expect. So, if I have a list of how to cope with anesthesia, how to cope with the pain, and what kind of side effects after surgery, I need to be aware of or pay attention to... that would be helpful.”

Our participants also mentioned that once transitioned at home, new health conditions may emerge. For example, P03 said, “When I got home, there was another kind of pain that happened. You know, the same pain persisted... I was able to understand that, but there were other kinds of pain that happened that I didn’t expect, like electric shocks, and I really didn’t know how to deal with it.” Getting answers to the emerging questions was difficult, if at all possible, causing stress and frustration in pain self-management.

4.2 Managing Medication Intake and Its Side Effects

One of the biggest challenges after transitioning to home care was related to dealing with the overwhelming responsibility when selfmanaging postoperative medications. For example, P10 mentioned: “Painkiller, it was something to manage... I started with a dose that was administered in the hospital when I had pain, which was obviously supervised by the doctors... Now I have to manage it myself in proportion to the time when I had the pain. Well, that was a big step.”

Participants discussed a common challenge in understanding medication, including when and how to take it, as well as its side effects. This is sometimes due to the lack of information or explanation at discharge. For example, P07 mentioned: “The doctor prescribed it [opioid-based pain killer] to me twice a day, and then he gave me, say, thirty tablets... [Now I understand that] we take them when we have pain, and not to make a habit of taking them every 12 hours... But I wish there were education that is done on that side.” With insufficient knowledge, participants sometimes reduced medication intake or even stopped it altogether because of the fear of side effects (e.g., dependence). For example, P09 mentioned, “When I looked at the information, I don’t know whether... Even for Tylenol, I also worry I am taking too much. I don’t know. And is it going to cause problems?... I don’t believe that there are no side effects for any medicine... So, I still don’t want to continuously rely on that.”

In addition to the knowledge gap, participants also discussed the difficulty to keep track of their medication intake as it becomes part of their new postoperative routine. For example, P05 said, “I never knew when to actually take [my medication], and I really don’t have a good memory. So sometimes I forget when it is already an hour later or something.”P13 also discussed, “I often get lost when I take my medication. I don’t have the habit of writing it down, but sometimes, I don’t know what time I took my medication... and I don’t know if... [I can take it again or not].” Participants also discussed the usefulness of keeping track of the effects of the medication, such as its pain impact and side effects. Regarding this, P03 mentioned, “I kept a note... I wrote I took such medicine at such time, in such quantity... Then you can monitor your pain, you know, like at that time I was a 2 or I was an 8... And also, perhaps to track it or see ‘oops, on such a day, there was a peak’...”

Moreover, the intake schedule of many acute pain medications should be based on necessity and pain tolerance, in addition to timing (many with a minimum interval). Thus, participants discussed an intricate problem of balancing medication intake and non-drug pain relief methods. For example, P10 discussed elaborately how they managed opioid intake: “Because when you’re in pain, you have to manage it like that... You hang on till the moment when you are able to, when I give myself permission to take [the medication]. But on the other hand, I was so proud when I went straight, and I didn’t need it. That day, I took one shot less. It’s wonderful. I would be really proud of myself.” Traditional medication reminders

CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA Souleima Zghab, Gabrielle Pagé, Mélanie Lussier, Sylvain Bédard, and Jinghui Cheng

may not be helpful, or even cause harm in this context, as P10 continued to explain: “I wouldn’t even want an alarm that reminds me that it’s okay to take ... for example, Dilaudid. If I’m passed four hours or five hours, I have the pain to say to myself ‘Okay, I need it.’ But I wouldn’t want an alarm to tell me ‘Well, after three hours, you now can take some.’” To manage pain without medication, many participants adopted techniques such as meditation, music, breathing, and physical activities to help them through their pain episodes.

4.3 Managing the Uniqueness of the Pain Experience

The participants frequently referred to their pain experience as “unique” and “subjective”. Because of this, participants frequently discussed the challenge of self-assessing the “normalness” of their pain experience. For example, P01 discussed, “I was a bit lost on ‘okay, I have an exercise to do. They say I shouldn’t have pain, but I have pain all the time.’ So, I don’t know if I have to continue it or not... I was like ‘Am I being a bit of a sissy’, or ‘Is this normal at all?’” The uniqueness of the pain experience also made it counterproductive to compare with other patients who had similar conditions. What worked for someone does not automatically mean it would work in another case; what is experienced by someone does not mean it is “normal.” For example, P01 mentioned: “Everyone has their experiences, and we always hear a lot of things... I had a friend who had exactly the same surgery two months before me, except that she seemed to be doing super, super well. And it’s for sure that suddenly, we didn’t have the same evolution at all... I’m normal, am I not? Is there something wrong?” So the supposedly comforting practice of sharing and discussing their experience may become “a source of anxiety” (P01).

The complex pain experience also made it difficult to assess pain in isolation, using quantitative metrics. A typical assessment of pain is a 10-level rating scale. However, our participants noted how unnatural it feels to assign a number to pain, indicating the rating system to be insufficient to capture how they feel. They believed that pain can be described differently, qualitatively. For example, P10 said, “I found it a little hard to put a number on it.” P02 also said, “What does 1 to 10 mean? ... There are times when the pain leads you to scream that you can no longer control yourself, there are others... If you can describe the pain more specifically, it would give you a picture that would be more precise about your pain.” Moreover, participants mentioned different symptoms associated with the surgery that can be used as a proxy to indicate pain. For example, P06 talked about the need “to validate if the swelling is bigger, does that change...” P07 also mentioned the importance of tracking inflammation at the wound, “because definitely, when there is more inflammation, there is more pain.” Participants also discussed the importance to consider the context and situation that the patient is in when monitoring pain. For example, pain during exercise is not necessarily a bad thing, since “the principle of doing physical management, moving, with pain management, in any case, really goes hand in hand” (P10).

The pain experience of individual patients can also develop and vary over time, ranging from mild and controllable to intense and severe levels. Our participants discussed the importance of receiving support when pain is in extreme intensity. They explained that those pain episodes often came fast and in severe cases, they simply forgot what to do when in pain. So, our participants discussed the need to have tools that can help them detect such critical situations and redirect them to adequate help. For example, P06 expressed the need to have a “panic button” that accelerates their connection to medical support: “To have the possibility of when things are not going well – to have something at the end of the line that will help us, fast...”

4.4 Managing Emotional Distress

Our participants shared a mixture of emotions of being overwhelmed, helpless, depressed, and anxious. For example, P04 said, “You know, emotionally and all that, it was very hard. It was a lot.” P06 also mentioned: “I was like, ‘Well. Nothing works that well for me, so I don’t know what it will look like over time.’” These types of emotional distress were mainly triggered by the occurrences of unexpected experiences and the differences between their pain expectations and the actual pain experienced. Overall, there was a fear of the unknown. P03 summarized this: “Maybe it comes down to ‘you don’t know what you don’t know.’ ... For me, in all my experience, all the uncertainties or all the things we don’t know, when it hits you, it seems like it’s even more tiring...”

The intensity of the emotions varied based on the pain experiences of the patients at different times. For example, P06 described how their emotional states changed from day to day depending on the level of pain they had: “I wasn’t irritable or anything in general. But you know, there were nights that I found it really difficult – like, if I could give a little bit of my pain to someone else, I would have done it (laughs). I would have given quite a bit, even (laughs). I would have made a small donation.” P06 also said: “The pain made me numb. Maybe also with the medication, but I was in so much pain that I didn’t feel like doing things. I didn’t recognize myself, not at all.”

At the same time, participants also discussed that negative emotions can result in a higher intensity of pain, making it a vicious circle. For example, P03 said, “So for me, [the pain] was difficult, and worse, not knowing what to do to relieve it. So that, well, more than you are in pain, unfortunately, the reflex is that we tense up, well it makes it worse...” P13 also mentioned, “I’m going to have an anxiety attack or whatever, well the pain will increase too.” Participants discussed that management of emotion is an important part of self-management of postoperative pain, as P13 continued: “The fact is that it’s also about trying to manage the anxiety. Because when I have a pain attack, there’s always an anxiety attack that comes with that. But with the anxiety attack, the pain just increases.” Participants described various strategies to deal with their emotions like seeking reassurance from people around them, taking time for self-care, sleeping when overwhelmed with emotions, and hobbies like sports or music that kept their minds busy.

4.5 Managing Daily Life Challenges

The majority of our participants mentioned their struggles to keep up with everyday chores and duties. Challenging tasks were as

Exploring Patients’ Challenges and Tool Needs for Self-Management of Postoperative Acute Pain CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA

simple as meal-prepping, housekeeping, and personal hygiene obligations such as bathing, dressing, grooming, and toileting, among other routine tasks. As P06 put, “it’s the loss of autonomy.”

The level of daily-life challenges was dependent on various factors, including participants’ personal obligations, temporal context, and the type of support they have. First, personal obligations such as taking care of pets (P01), moving houses (P02), family duties (P09), etc., affected how many daily-life challenges participants have to deal with. They often felt obligated to complete these tasks, even when they were pushing their physical and emotional limits. Second, temporal contexts also played a role. For example, P09 described their increased challenges during nighttime: “The pain was manageable during the day time when I’m interacting with others – it basically alters the mind. And during the evening when I went to sleep, it was quite challenging. In the middle of the night. I often get up and then the whole pain, and also just the overall discomfort of the cast and everything just made it hard to fall back to sleep.” The harshness of the challenges also varied based on the type of support the participants had at home. For example, P01 said, “What didn’t help me either was that I had no help at home, so I had to do everything on my own. So maybe I was moving too much too.”

On the other hand, participants mentioned that although challenging, succeeding in accomplishing mundane activities provides a sense of achievement that can serve as an important encouragement during their recovery process. For example, P07 said, “I find that it is more rewarding if we are able to complete tasks – whether it is washing the dishes, doing the laundry, doing a little housework, preparing a meal... So sometimes, just targeting more functional tasks in the house helps, since it’s more general.” Ability to resume daily activities also serves as a motivator to engage in rehabilitating exercises, as P06 said: “I am motivated to be able to, first, walk again, second, ride a bike, play sports, and maybe one day run, ski... That was what motivated me.”

4.6 Working With Caregivers

Our participants emphasized the crucial role their at-home caregivers played in their postoperative journeys. They were often the people who accompanied them from the hospital, received the prescriptions, helped them understand the situation, managed their medication intakes, pinpointed red flags in their conditions, helped them take injections and change bandages, etc. E.g., P04 explained, “At home, it was easy, because my mother was there. Okay, Mom has always been there since the beginning of my illness, and you know if I am not well, she will see it and she [will help]... And it is she who manages the Fentanyl patches too. Makes her change them and all that, every three days.” While essential to the recovery of the patients, these responsibilities can be onerous to the caregivers. As P10 explained: “And my spouse who was a caregiver... He is the most important. I think they are the ones who suffer the most, more than the patient ... Because there’s nothing that I consumed without passing it through him.”

Our participants also discussed that, since their caregivers often do not have sufficient knowledge and experience, caregivers often struggled between a strong desire to be of assistance and being clueless about how to do it. For example, P04 said, “But instinctively, [my mom] saw when it was a little infected, and when it was this, when it was that. But, I mean, she did everything on instinct. She didn’t have a class. No one told her what to do. And you know, I think that must have stressed her out somewhere. That’s a big load for someone.” Because of the lack of adequate knowledge and experience, the caregivers might have inaccurate assumptions. Addressing these assumptions and maintaining a positive relationship with the caregivers became a challenge and a new source of stress for some of our participants. For example, P01 explained: “People have a representation in their heads of what we can do, what we can’t do, even if they don’t know anything about it. And sometimes it adds to the mental load that we already have to manage our pain and our post-surgery. Worse, you have to explain again ‘Yes, no, I can’t do that, but I can do that.’ But they, in their mind, if [they think] we can’t do that, we shouldn’t even try. And there, it is like an additional challenge.”

4.7 Receiving Support From a Broader Social Network

Despite the uniqueness of pain (see Section 4.3), participants mentioned that they wanted to learn how other people with similar conditions experienced their pain, their recovery timelines, their medications and the side effects, along with helpful tips to battle pain. About this, P05 said, “After the operation, they say ‘go home, take your medicine.’ And no information on how you will feel or how the body will react. So it’s fun to know about other people’s experiences.” P10 also expressed their enthusiasm towards having an experience-sharing group: “If I can volunteer, I can contribute to programs like this... ‘Oh my God.’ I’ll be the first to raise my hand.”

Since pain is also an emotional experience, some of our participants, who were particularly lonely with no support at home, wished to have social support that can help them emotionally. Regarding this, P03 said: “But you know, I live alone. The fact that having someone ... who is there to be able to respond to this kind of situation or to try to calm my nerves – that would have certainly contributed to having the same effect, or even more so, to soothe.”

On the other hand, participants also discussed potential issues with experience sharing. They explained that they are concerned about negative messages that they may receive from social groups. For example, P05 said: “The ‘counter-side’ is that sometimes it’s not that positive and it’s exaggerated. It’s their situation, but sometimes it’s extremely negative. In that case, it just causes even more anxiety.” Participants were also afraid that social groups may propagate inaccurate or incomplete information. For example, P07 said, “Each person comes with their share of comorbidities... Well to say ‘Ah, me, it went well, and you know, after a week, I was back on the peak.’ Maybe it’s true for a young person who was in good health, who has no family, who has no young children to take care of at home. But for a single mom, she may not have the same situation. So I don’t know if it’s a double-edged sword...”

5 DISCUSSION

Through our qualitative analysis, we identified various challenges and needs of postoperative patients regarding pain management, which have implications for the corresponding technology use. In the following sections, we synthesize our results, examine them in

CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA Souleima Zghab, Gabrielle Pagé, Mélanie Lussier, Sylvain Bédard, and Jinghui Cheng

the context of related literature, and discuss design implications for postoperative pain management technology.

5.1 Rapid Changes Require Both Proactive and “On-The-Spot” Support

Different from many chronic health conditions, patients undergoing postoperative acute pain frequently encounter swift changes in their health. These changes often start at the surgery and hospital discharge. Previous works have established that transitioning from hospital care to home care posed considerable challenges for the self-management of various health conditions [1]. Our work confirmed and emphasized this as a major obstacle for postoperative patients. Many of our participants noted a lack of sufficient information regarding the surgery, strategies for health and pain management, and the proper approach to medication intake. They also expressed worry and anxiety about getting lost and being unsure of how to take care of themselves. In other words, they lack all the key elements (i.e., knowledge, resources, and self-efficacy) for self-management of pain [35].

During the progression of pain after discharge, quick changes may also occur. This is a factor that is less discussed in the literature that is mostly focused on chronic health conditions. Our participants frequently discussed that after transitioning at home, new health conditions, including new types of pain, may surface rapidly. In certain circumstances, situations can quickly deteriorate. Intense pain may strike without precaution or happen at unexpected or inconvenient times (e.g., at night). In those situations, participants often felt helpless and desired to have immediate support for pain alleviation.

The moments such as hospital discharge and intense pain episodes are the ones in which participants require support most urgently. However, those are also the moments in which the patients are the most vulnerable. That is, they were usually in an inferior health condition (e.g., pain, dizziness, vomiting after the surgery) that prevented them from processing and remembering the needed information. As a result, providing information or support only at those moments is usually counterproductive. At the same time, during the recovery path, various factors take a toll on the participants’ mental and cognitive states. They are already overwhelmed with all the variables they have to manage among pain, medications, chores, etc., making it hard for them to digest and remember complicated guidelines and advice provided to them.

Digital tools for postoperative pain management thus need to carefully consider the timing and the manner of information and support delivery. Depending on the patient’s conditions and health literacy, for example, dumping a large amount of information to “prepare” the patients may not be a good idea. Instead, bite-sized information or suggestions suitable for the current recovery stage could be more appropriate. Illustrations, visualizations, and short animations are generally preferred over lengthy textual explanations. At the same time, when unexpected events happen (e.g., severe pain in the middle of the night), patients should be able to get quick support with minimal interaction.

5.2 Self-Management Support Should Focus On Individual Situations in Context

A recurring theme that emerged from our analysis is that postoperative acute pain is a personal experience that is unique to each individual. This is related to pain assessment, a topic that is repeatedly discussed in the chronic pain management literature (e.g., [2, 3]). Similar to Adams et al. [3], our participants find it difficult to use the traditional 10-level rating scale for pain assessment. More importantly, our participants emphasized that their pain experience is not linear (e.g., low or high levels), but something much more complex, perhaps multi-dimensional, associated with the type of pain, the part of the body where the pain happens, and the symptoms that co-occur with it. The uniqueness of pain has implications and affects various aspects of postoperative acute pain selfmanagement, such as social support and medication management.

Social support is often considered a positive aspect during selfmanagement of health conditions [41]. Our participants, however, painted a more complex picture due to the uniqueness of their acute pain experience. On the one hand, echoing the literature, they valued the support provided by their caregivers and peers, considering the importance of both practical and emotional support from their social network [13, 41]. On the other hand, however, participants felt that it is difficult to compare their experience with others or communicate their pain to others who are not experiencing it. The social network of peers, which is often considered a source of advice and reassurance [18], becomes a “source of anxiety” for our participants, making them frequently question the “normalness” of their pain. Caregivers, despite their well-meaning intentions, are frequently overwhelmed and struggle to understand the patient’s needs, rendering their support at times irrelevant or unhelpful in reality. This complexity of social support needs to be incorporated into the design of technology for postoperative pain management.

Due to the individual differences in the pain experience, medication in acute pain self-management is particularly a tricky issue. This is because many acute pain medications, especially opioid analgesics, have severe side effects, such as addiction. Patients were often only given very general guidelines on how to take the pain relief medications. They then have to decide by themselves based on their unique pain experiences, pain tolerance, and personal strategies for non-drug pain relief. Participants frequently discussed their reluctance to take pain medicines and shared personal techniques, like deep breathing and listening to music, that proved effective for them in alleviating pain. A high-level guideline like “take this every four hours or more when pain is severe” does not help very much according to our participants. A more personalized advice, or even better, an approach helping patients discover a strategy that fits their individual characteristics, is considered more useful.

Considering all the above factors, tools should provide personalized and dynamic support that can adapt to the particularities of individual patient’s health conditions in their immediate context. This requirement also applies to assistance in managing social support and medication. For example, when it comes to peer support, the matching of “similar” patients should be carefully considered, since the definition of “similarity” can depend on various factors,

Exploring Patients’ Challenges and Tool Needs for Self-Management of Postoperative Acute Pain CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA

and not all comparison to “similar” cases is helpful. Educating caregivers and supporting them to better understand and assist the pain management process of individuals is also useful. Similarly, medication management support should incorporate personal preferences in non-drug pain relief strategies and avoid periodical reminders.

5.3 Managing Emotion and Motivation Has Important Repercussions

Previous research has identified that technologies that support selfmanagement of pain should focus on motivating the patients and consider their emotional states [39, 46]. Our results confirmed the importance of these factors in acute pain self-management. Interestingly, our participants discussed a vicious circle formed by pain and negative emotions – increased pain would lead to anxiety and helplessness, which in turn, would result in more severe pain. Thus, strategies that help participants steer away or jump out of this vicious circle will have important impacts.

Participants also discussed various ways and specific occasions that helped elevate their emotional state. Social support from caregivers and peers is important, albeit with its own risks (see the discussion above). Seemingly trivial things, such as accomplishing mundane activities, can usually provide an important sense of achievement, fostering a heightened positive emotion and motivation. Leveling the difference between the patient’s expectations and the actual experience can also pave the way for dispelling doubt and anxiety.

Thus, monitoring emotion and promoting motivation should be an important consideration in tools for supporting postoperative pain management. Tools should track the patient’s recovery progress, help them establish realistic goals, and facilitate their own autonomy and self-efficacy in pain management. Related, tools should focus on supporting patients in making the right decisions themselves, rather than imposing a suggestion or recommendation. The patients should be able to experiment with different strategies themselves and make choices that align with their priorities and values, rather than being dictated to do things.

5.4 Limitations and Future Work

There are several limitations of this study that can benefit from future work. First, as we described in Section 3.4, the study was done during the COVID-19 pandemic, in Quebec, Canada. Thus, our results and recommendations need to be considered under this context and its applicability to other contexts needs to be explored. Second, we used the interview method to understand the participants’ challenges, needs, and desires. While this method provided rich results reflecting participants’ values and perceptions, other methods such as an observational study or a diary study can help better understand participants’ actions or experiences over time. Third, our participants had a diverse profile in terms of the types of surgery they underwent and the time passed since their surgery. While this diversity allowed us to identify the most prominent challenges and needs in pain management across a wide range of postoperative patients, we did not analyze the differences along these patient profile dimensions and leave this to future investigations. Finally, in this study, we focused on understanding the need for tools for postoperative pain management from the patients’ perspectives and did not analyze the existing tools. While the current tools for pain management almost exclusively focused on chronic pain (e.g., Manage My Pain^2 and Curable^3) and postoperative pain has its unique trajectory (e.g., supposed to improve quickly over time) and challenges (e.g., severe side effects of medication), analyzing the existing pain management tools may provide important insights and should be done in future work.

6 CONCLUSION

Through an interview study with 14 postoperative patients, we focused on understanding their pain self-management experiences and identifying their requirements for digital tool support. Our analysis identified various factors associated with the major aspects of acute pain self-management. Together, these results indicated that, first, digital tools designed for postoperative pain management need to carefully consider the timing and the manner of delivering information and support to adapt to the rapid changes that may occur during the patient’s pain experience. Additionally, these tools should offer personalized and dynamic support that can adjust to the specific conditions of individual patients within their immediate context. Moreover, monitoring emotion and promoting motivation should be an important consideration when designing tools for supporting postoperative pain management. Overall, our study provided valuable knowledge to address the less-investigated but highly-needed problem of technology design for the self-management of acute pain. Our efforts can inform other studies focused on the design of supportive technologies for similar health conditions.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank our participants for their time and thoughtful answers. This research is partially supported by the Fonds de recherche du Québec (2021-AUDC-284951) and the Canada Research Chairs program (CRC-2021-00076).

REFERENCES

[1] Rikke Aarhus and Stinne Aaløkke Ballegaard. 2010. Negotiating boundaries:

managing disease at home. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. ACM, Atlanta Georgia USA, 1223–1232. https://doi.org/10.1145/1753326.1753509 [2] Alexander T. Adams, Elizabeth L. Murnane, Phil Adams, Michael Elfenbein, Pamara F. Chang, Shruti Sannon, Geri Gay, and Tanzeem Choudhury. 2018. Keppi: A Tangible User Interface for Self-Reporting Pain. In Proceedings of the 2018 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Montreal QC, Canada) (CHI ’18). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1145/3173574.3174076 [3] Phil Adams, Elizabeth L. Murnane, Michael Elfenbein, Elaine Wethington, and Geri Gay. 2017. Supporting the Self-Management of Chronic Pain Conditions with Tailored Momentary Self-Assessments. In Proceedings of the 2017 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Denver, Colorado, USA) (CHI ’17). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 1065–1077. https://doi.org/10.1145/3025453.3025832 [4] Jeffrey L Apfelbaum, Connie Chen, Shilpa S Mehta, and Tong J Gan. 2003. Postoperative pain experience: results from a national survey suggest postoperative pain continues to be undermanaged. Anesthesia & Analgesia 97, 2 (2003), 534– 540.

[5] Kathryn A Birnie, Fiona Campbell, Cynthia Nguyen, Chitra Lalloo, Argerie Tsimicalis, Clyde Matava, Joseph Cafazzo, and Jennifer Stinson. 2019. iCan- Cope PostOp: User-Centered Design of a Smartphone-Based App for Self- Management of Postoperative Pain in Children and Adolescents. JMIR Form Res 3, 2 (22 Apr 2019), e12028. https://doi.org/10.2196/12028

2https://managinglife.com 3https://www.curablehealth.com

CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA Souleima Zghab, Gabrielle Pagé, Mélanie Lussier, Sylvain Bédard, and Jinghui Cheng

[6] Eleanor R. Burgess, Elizabeth Kaziunas, and Maia Jacobs. 2022. Care Frictions:

A Critical Reframing of Patient Noncompliance in Health Technology Design. Proceedings of the ACM on Human-Computer Interaction 6, CSCW2 (Nov. 2022), 1–31. https://doi.org/10.1145/3555172 [7] Jason W. Busse, Samantha Craigie, David N. Juurlink, D. Norman Buckley, Li Wang, Rachel J. Couban, Thomas Agoritsas, Elie A. Akl, Alonso Carrasco-Labra, Lynn Cooper, Chris Cull, Bruno R. da Costa, Joseph W. Frank, Gus Grant, Alfonso Iorio, Navindra Persaud, Sol Stern, Peter Tugwell, Per Olav Vandvik, and Gordon H. Guyatt. 2017. Guideline for opioid therapy and chronic noncancer pain. CMAJ 189, 18 (2017), E659–E666. https://doi.org/10.1503/cmaj.170363 [8] Fiona Campbell, Maria Hudspith, Manon Choinière, Hani El-Gabalawy, Jacques Laliberté, Michael Sangster, Jaris Swidrovich, and Linda Wilhelm. 2021. Chronic Pain in Canada: An Action Plan for Pain in Canada. Canadian Pain Task Force.

https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/corporate/about-health-canada/public-engagement/external-advisory-bodies/canadian-pain-task-force/report-2021.html [9] Ashley Delaurier, Sasha Bernatsky, Marie-Hélène Raymond, and Debbie Ehrmann Feldman. 2013. Wait Times for Physical and Occupational Therapy in the Public System for People with Arthritis in Quebec. Physiotherapy Canada 65, 3 (2013), 238–243. https://doi.org/10.3138/ptc.2011-62 [10] François Desmeules, Clermont E. Dionne, Étienne Belzile, Renée Bourbonnais, and Pierre Frémont. 2010. The burden of wait for knee replacement surgery: effects on pain, function and health-related quality of life at the time of surgery. Rheumatology 49, 5 (02 2010), 945–954. https://doi.org/10.1093/rheumatology/kep469 [11] Xianghua Ding, Xinning Gui, Xiaojuan Ma, Zhaofei Ding, and Yunan Chen. 2020.

Getting the Healthcare We Want: The Use of Online "Ask the Doctor" Platforms in Practice. In Proceedings of the 2020 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Honolulu, HI, USA) (CHI ’20). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1145/3313831.3376699 [12] Kylie-Ellen Edwards, Georgina Singleton, Cecilia Vindrola-Padros, Cristel

Santos, Dominic Olive, Christine Taylor, and S. Ramani Moonesinghe. 2021. Perioperative quality improvement programme Annual Report. PQIP. https://pqip.org.uk/pages/ar2021 [13] Jordan Eschler and Wanda Pratt. 2017. “I’m so glad I met you”: Designing Dynamic Collaborative Support for Young Adult Cancer Survivors. In Proceedings of the 2017 ACM Conference on Computer Supported Cooperative Work and Social Computing. ACM, Portland Oregon USA, 1763–1774. https://doi.org/10.1145/2998181.2998326 [14] Tong J Gan. 2017. Poorly controlled postoperative pain: prevalence, consequences, and prevention. Journal of pain research 10 (2017), 2287.

[15] Robert J Gatchel, Yuan Bo Peng, Madelon L Peters, Perry N Fuchs, and Dennis C Turk. 2007. The biopsychosocial approach to chronic pain: scientific advances and future directions. Psychological bulletin 133, 4 (Jul 2007), 581–624. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.133.4.581 [16] Hans J. Gerbershagen, Sanjay Aduckathil, Albert J. M. van Wijck, Linda M.

Peelen, Cor J. Kalkman, and Winfried Meissner. 2013. Pain Intensity on the First Day after Surgery: A Prospective Cohort Study Comparing 179 Surgical Procedures. Anesthesiology 118, 4 (04 2013), 934–944. https://doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0b013e31828866b3 [17] Diane Gromala, Xin Tong, Amber Choo, Mehdi Karamnejad, and Chris D.

Shaw. 2015. The Virtual Meditative Walk: Virtual Reality Therapy for Chronic Pain Management. In Proceedings of the 33rd Annual ACM Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Seoul, Republic of Korea) (CHI ’15). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 521–524. https://doi.org/10.1145/2702123.2702344 [18] Xinning Gui, Yu Chen, Yubo Kou, Katie Pine, and Yunan Chen. 2017. Investigating Support Seeking from Peers for Pregnancy in Online Health Communities. Proceedings of the ACM on Human-Computer Interaction 1, CSCW (Dec. 2017), 1–19. https://doi.org/10.1145/3134685 [19] Patrick Jahn, Oliver Kuss, Heike Schmidt, Alexander Bauer, Maria Kitzmantel,

Karin Jordan, Susann Krasemann, and Margarete Landenberger. 2014. Improvement of pain-related self-management for cancer patients through a modular transitional nursing intervention: A cluster-randomized multicenter trial. PAIN 155, 4 (2014), 746–754.

[20] Nimisha Karnatak, Brooke Loughrin, Tiffany Amy Kuo, Odeline Mateu-

Silvernail, Indrani Medhi Thies, William Thies, and Mohit Jain. 2023. “Is it Even Giving the Correct Reading or Not?”: How Trust and Relationships Mediate Blood Pressure Management in India. ACM Transactions on Computer-Human Interaction 30, 6 (Dec. 2023), 1–27. https://doi.org/10.1145/3609327 [21] Joel Katz. 2012. One man’s risk factor is another man’s outcome: Difference in

risk factor profiles for chronic postsurgical pain maintenance vs transition. PAIN 153, 3 (2012), 505–506.

[22] Yiannis Koumpouros. 2021. A Highly User-Centered Design Approach for Developing a Mobile Health App for Pain Management (PainApp). In The 14th PErvasive Technologies Related to Assistive Environments Conference (Corfu, Greece) (PETRA 2021). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 320–329. https://doi.org/10.1145/3453892.3461350

[23] Tetsuo Koyama, John G. McHaffie, Paul J. Laurienti, and Robert C. Coghill. 2005.

The subjective experience of pain: Where expectations become reality. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 102, 36 (sep 2005), 12950–12955. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0408576102 [24] Chitra Lalloo, Ushma Shah, Kathryn A Birnie, Cleo Davies-Chalmers, Jordan Rivera, Jennifer Stinson, and Fiona Campbell. 2017. Commercially Available Smartphone Apps to Support Postoperative Pain Self-Management: Scoping Review. JMIR mHealth and uHealth 5, 10 (oct 2017), e162. https://doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.8230 [25] Lena Mamykina, Elizabeth Mynatt, Patricia Davidson, and Daniel Greenblatt. 2008. MAHI: investigation of social scaffolding for reflective thinking in diabetes management. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. ACM, Florence Italy, 477–486. https://doi.org/10.1145/1357054.1357131 [26] Maria Matsangidou, Angelos P. Kassianos, Dimitrios Papaioannou, Theodoros Solomou, Maria Krini, Maria Karekla, and Constantinos S. Pattichis. 2022. Virtual Painkillers: Designing Accessible Virtual Reality Experiences for Helping Cancer Patients Manage Pain at Home. In CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems Extended Abstracts (New Orleans, LA, USA) (CHI EA ’22). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, Article 17, 9 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3491101.3503562 [27] Ronald Melzack and Kenneth L Casey. 1968. Sensory, motivational, and central control determinants of pain: a new conceptual model. The skin senses 1 (1968), 423–43.

[28] Sarah Nikkhah, Swaroop John, Krishna Supradeep Yalamarti, Emily L. Mueller, and Andrew D. Miller. 2022. Family Care Coordination in the Children’s Hospital: Phases and Cycles in the Pediatric Cancer Caregiving Journey. Proceedings of the ACM on Human-Computer Interaction 6, CSCW2 (Nov. 2022), 1–30. https://doi.org/10.1145/3555187 [29] Susan M Nimmo, Irwin TH Foo, and Hugh M Paterson. 2017. Enhanced recovery after surgery: pain management. Journal of surgical oncology 116, 5 (2017), 583– 591.

[30] Francisco Nunes, Nervo Verdezoto, Geraldine Fitzpatrick, Morten Kyng, Erik Grönvall, and Cristiano Storni. 2015. Self-Care Technologies in HCI: Trends, Tensions, and Opportunities. ACM Trans. Comput.-Hum. Interact. 22, 6, Article 33 (dec 2015), 45 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/2803173 [31] The Ministry of Health and Social Services of Quebec. 2015. Health and Social Services System in Brief. The Ministry of Health and Social Services of Quebec. https://www.msss.gouv.qc.ca/en/reseau/systeme-de-sante-et-de-services-sociaux-en-bref/contexte/ Accessed in June, 2023.

[32] Jacqui Oliver, Dawn Lobban, Laura Dormer, Joanne Walker, Richard Stephens, and Karen Woolley. 2022. Hidden in plain sight? Identifying patientauthored publications. Research Involvement and Engagement 8, 1 (2022), 12. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40900-022-00346-w [33] M. Gabrielle Pagé, Irina Kudrina, HervéTchala Vignon Zomahoun, Jordie Croteau, Daniela Ziegler, Patrice Ngangue, Elisabeth Martin, Maude Fortier, Esthelle Ewusi Boisvert, Pierre Beaulieu, Céline Charbonneau, Jennifer Cogan, Raoul Daoust, Marc O. Martel, Andrée Néron, Philippe Richebé, and Hance Clarke. 2020. A Systematic Review of the Relative Frequency and Risk Factors for Prolonged Opioid Prescription Following Surgery and Trauma Among Adults. Annals of Surgery 271, 5 (2020), 10 pages.

[34] Sun Young Park and Yunan Chen. 2015. Individual and Social Recognition: Challenges and Opportunities in Migraine Management. In Proceedings of the 18th ACM Conference on Computer Supported Cooperative Work and Social Computing. ACM, Vancouver BC Canada, 1540–1551. https://doi.org/10.1145/2675133.2675248 [35] Ari H. Pollack, Uba Backonja, Andrew D. Miller, Sonali R. Mishra, Maher Khelifi, Logan Kendall, and Wanda Pratt. 2016. Closing the Gap: Supporting Patients’ Transition to Self-Management after Hospitalization. In Proceedings of the 2016 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (San Jose, California, USA) (CHI ’16). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 5324–5336. https://doi.org/10.1145/2858036.2858240 [36] Brian Ramprasad, Hongkai Chen, Alexandre Veith, Khai Truong, and Eyal de Lara. 2021. Pain-o-Vision, Effortless Pain Management. In Proceedings of the 19th Annual International Conference on Mobile Systems, Applications, and Services (Virtual Event, Wisconsin) (MobiSys ’21). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 483–484. https://doi.org/10.1145/3458864.3466907 [37] James P Rathmell, Christopher L Wu, Raymond S Sinatra, Jane C Ballantyne, Brian Ginsberg, Debra B Gordon, Spencer S Liu, Frederick M Perkins, Scott S Reuben, Richard W Rosenquist, et al. 2006. Acute post-surgical pain management: a critical appraisal of current practice. Regional Anesthesia & Pain Medicine 31, Suppl 1 (2006), 1–42.

[38] Aneesha Singh, Nadia Bianchi-Berthouze, and Amanda CdeC Williams. 2017.

Supporting Everyday Function in Chronic Pain Using Wearable Technology. In Proceedings of the 2017 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Denver, Colorado, USA) (CHI ’17). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 3903–3915. https://doi.org/10.1145/3025453.3025947

Exploring Patients’ Challenges and Tool Needs for Self-Management of Postoperative Acute Pain CHI ’24, May 11–16, 2024, Honolulu, HI, USA

[39] Aneesha Singh, Annina Klapper, Jinni Jia, Antonio Fidalgo, Ana Tajadura-

Jiménez, Natalie Kanakam, Nadia Bianchi-Berthouze, and Amanda Williams. 2014. Motivating People with Chronic Pain to Do Physical Activity: Opportunities for Technology Design. In Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (Toronto, Ontario, Canada) (CHI ’14). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, 2803–2812. https://doi.org/10.1145/2556288.2557268 [40] C Small and H Laycock. 2020. Acute postoperative pain management. British

Journal of Surgery 107, 2 (01 2020), e70–e80. https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.11477 [41] Brocha Z. Stern, Tsu-Hsin Howe, and Janet Njelesani. 2023. “I didn’t know

what I could do”: Behaviors, knowledge and beliefs, and social facilitation after distal radius fracture. Journal of Hand Therapy 36, 1 (Jan. 2023), 148–157. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jht.2021.09.003 [42] Shreya Tadas, Jane Dickson, and David Coyle. 2023. Using Patient-Generated

Data to Support Cardiac Rehabilitation and the Transition to Self-Care. In Proceedings of the 2023 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems (CHI ’23). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, Article 329, 16 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3544548.3580822 [43] Rolf-Detlef Treede, Winfried Rief, Antonia Barke, Qasim Aziz, Michael I. Bennett, Rafael Benoliel, Milton Cohen, Stefan Evers, Nanna B. Finnerup, Michael B. First, Maria Adele Giamberardino, Stein Kaasa, Beatrice Korwisi, Eva Kosek, Patricia Lavand’homme, Michael Nicholas, Serge Perrot, Joachim Scholz, Stephan Schug, Blair H. Smith, Peter Svensson, Johan W. S. Vlaeyen, and Shuu-Jiun Wang. 2019. Chronic pain as a symptom or a disease: the IASP Classification of Chronic

Pain for the International Classification of Diseases (ICD-11). PAIN 160, 1 (2019), 9 pages.

[44] Mojtaba Vaismoradi, Hannele Turunen, and Terese Bondas. 2013. Content analysis and thematic analysis: Implications for conducting a qualitative descriptive study. Nursing & Health Sciences 15, 3 (2013), 398–405. https://doi.org/10.1111/nhs.12048 [45] E. M. K. Walker, M. Bell, T. M. Cook, M. P. W. Grocott, and S. R. Moonesinghe.

2016. Patient reported outcome of adult perioperative anaesthesia in the United Kingdom: a cross-sectional observational study. British Journal of Anaesthesia 117, 6 (2016), 9 pages. https://doi.org/10.1093/bja/aew381 [46] Jiaheng Wang, Craig Anslow, Simon James Robertson Mccallum, Brian Robinson, Daniel Medeiros, and Joaquim Jorge. 2022. VR Games for Chronic Pain Management. In Proceedings of the 28th ACM Symposium on Virtual Reality Software and Technology (Tsukuba, Japan) (VRST ’22). Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA, Article 4, 11 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/3562939.3565624 [47] Hannah Wunsch, Duminda N. Wijeysundera, Molly A. Passarella, and Mark D.

Neuman. 2016. Opioids Prescribed After Low-Risk Surgical Procedures in the United States, 2004-2012. JAMA 315, 15 (04 2016), 1654–1657. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2016.0130 [48] Ning-Ning Zhu, Pei-Pei Xu, Ting-Ting Lei, Ting Sun, and Sally Wai-Chi Chan.

2017. Postoperative pain self-management behavior in patients who underwent total knee or hip arthroplasty. AORN journal 105, 4 (2017), 355–364.