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SYSTEMATIC REVIEW

Educational interventions aimed 
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Abstract 

Background Delirium is a neuropathological syndrome that is characterised by fluctuating impairments in atten-
tion, cognitive performance, and consciousness. Since delirium represents a medical emergency, it can be associ-
ated with adverse clinical and economic outcomes. Although nursing home residents face a high risk of developing 
delirium, health care professionals in this field appear to have limited knowledge of delirium despite the critical role 
they play in the prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of delirium in nursing homes.

Objective The purpose of this realist review is to develop an initial programme theory with the goal of understand-
ing how, why, and under what circumstances educational interventions can improve the delirium-specific knowledge 
of health care professionals in nursing homes.

Methods This realist review was conducted in accordance with the RAMESES (Realist And Meta-narrative Evidence 
Synthesis: and Evolving Standards) guidelines and includes the following steps: (1) search strategy and literature 
review; (2) study selection and assessment; (3) data extraction; (4) data synthesis; and (5) development of an initial 
programme theory. It also included stakeholder discussions with health care professionals recruited from nursing 
home care, which focused on their experiences with delirium.

Results From a set of 1703 initially identified publications, ten publications were included in this realist review. Based 
on these publications, context-mechanism-outcome configurations were developed; these configurations pertained 
to (1) management support, (2) cognitive impairments among residents, (3) familiarity with residents, (4) participa-
tory intervention development, (5) practical application, (6) case scenarios, (7) support from experts and (8) relevance 
of communication.

Conclusions Educational interventions aimed at improving the delirium-specific knowledge of health care profes-
sionals should feature methodological diversity if they are to enhance health care professionals’ interest in delirium 
and highlight the fundamental contributions they make to the prevention, diagnosis, and treatment of delirium. Edu-
cational interventions should also take into account the multidimensional contextual factors that can have massive 
impacts on the relevant mode of action as well as the responses of health care professionals in nursing homes. The 
identification of delirium in residents is a fundamental responsibility for nursing home staff.
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Background
Delirium involves the neuropathological impairment of 
attention, awareness, and cognitive functions. It is char-
acterised by a fluctuating course and can vary in intensity 
and severity throughout the day [1]. Delirium is con-
sidered to constitute a medical emergency because the 
prognosis is negative if it is not detected and treated early 
[2]. The causes of delirium may include existing medical 
conditions such as infection, dehydration, or substance 
intoxication as well as the effects of pharmacotherapy 
[3]. Delirium can present with different motor subtypes, 
where hypoactive delirium is characterised predomi-
nantly by somnolence and hyperactive delirium is best 
described by agitation and possibly aggression. Mixed 
forms of delirium are often observed, in which the symp-
toms change throughout the day [4].

Delirium in nursing homes
Nursing home residents face the risk of delirium due 
to various predisposing risk factors, including older 
age, neurodegenerative diseases such as dementia or 
Parkinson’s disease, and interactions among the many 
medications they take [5]. Prevalence estimates of the 
occurrence of delirium in nursing homes have varied 
from 1.4% to 70% [6]. No precise figures are available in 
the context of Germany. The reasons for this wide vari-
ation include different study designs and populations as 
well as the different measurement tools used to diagnose 
delirium. Furthermore, the diagnosis of delirium in the 
presence of dementia, which is known as delirium super-
imposed on dementia (DSD), is particularly challenging 
as it is partly similar in symptoms to dementia without 
delirium [7]. Another reason could be the variety of dif-
ferent definitions of nursing homes. These facilities dif-
fer from settings in which individuals are supported by 
outpatient services in their own homes and are instead 
places at which on-site nursing support is available 24 h 
per day, seven days per week [8].

Among nursing home residents, delirium is also asso-
ciated with a variety of negative outcomes, including 
hospitalisations and increased mortality [9]. In addition, 
delirium can be linked to functional decline in nursing 
home residents [10]. For example, delirium and demen-
tia have been shown to exhibit a complex interrelation-
ship. Individuals who develop delirium are more likely 
to develop dementia at a later point and vice versa [11]. 

The economic burden of delirium, which results in pro-
longed hospital stays and loss of function, should not be 
neglected [12, 13].

Lack of delirium‑specific knowledge
Although delirium is one of the most common and seri-
ous complications of institutionalisation, it is often not rec-
ognised by nurses [14]. Nevertheless, prevention and early 
detection are the most important components of delirium 
care. Nurses’ clinical judgements determine whether the 
general practitioners providing treatment to these patients 
are notified and whether measures for diagnosis and ther-
apy are implemented. However, studies have indicated that 
the level of delirium-specific knowledge among nurses in 
nursing homes is rather low [15, 16]. The reasons for this 
lack of knowledge are diverse. Research on curricula and 
discussions with nursing educators have revealed that little 
to no weight is given to the topic of delirium, e.g., in general-
ist nursing training in Germany. This limitation also seems 
to apply to health care professionals in other countries [17].

An interdisciplinary statement issued by scientific 
societies at the European level demanded the structured 
anchoring of delirium-specific knowledge throughout the 
training of all health care professionals [18]. Several mul-
ticomponent interventions drawn from the acute hospi-
tal setting, including those aimed at providing education 
on delirium to health care professionals, have achieved 
positive results in the acute hospital setting [19]. How-
ever, these interventions are not easily transferable to the 
nursing home setting [20]. Therefore, the National Insti-
tute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) called for the 
development of adapted multicomponent interventions 
that could be applied in different settings [21].

Complexity of educational interventions
Educational interventions can additionally be described 
as complex because they aim to change behaviour 
based on several determinants, such as the acquisition 
of knowledge, and often consist of discrete components 
that interact with each other and are not linear [22]. The 
authors of the updated Medical Research Council frame-
work recommended a theory-based evaluation of com-
plex interventions [23]. Given that complex interventions 
in general are highly dependent on the social context 
in which they are situated, it is crucial to examine how, 

Trial registration This review has been registered at Open Science Framework https:// doi. org/ 10. 17605/ OSF. IO/ 
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why, for whom, and under what circumstances educa-
tional interventions work. This focus is primarily associ-
ated with proponents of the realist review methodology, 
which is grounded in critical realism.

Objectives
The aim of the realist review presented here is to under-
stand how, why, and under what circumstances educa-
tional interventions improve the knowledge of health 
care professionals concerning the phenomenon of delir-
ium in nursing homes. Based on the results of this study, 
we present an initial programme theory concerning edu-
cational interventions and how they work.

Methods
A realist review, which was guided by the “Realist And 
Meta-narrative Evidence Synthesis: Evolving Standards” 
(RAMESES) guidelines [24], was conducted. The Pre-
ferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-
Analysis Protocols (PRISMA-P) checklist was also used 
and can be found in Appendix 1.

Context‑mechanism‑outcome configurations
The goal of a realist review is to understand the relation-
ships among the relevant context, mechanisms, and out-
comes. Context refers to elements in the environment 
surrounding an intervention that influence the corre-
sponding outcomes (e.g., demographic, geographic, or cul-
tural norms or laws) [25]. Mechanisms are the resources 
that are offered by an intervention and the associated 
responses to those resources (e.g., motivation, self-efficacy, 
or responsibility) [26]. Outcomes are based on the interac-
tions between context and mechanism, which are usually 
measurable and occur at the behavioural or systems level 
[27]. Accordingly, realistic review methodology can be 

viewed as a suitable method for identifying context-mech-
anism-outcome configurations (CMOcs), which then col-
lectively constitute a programme theory.

Steps in the realist review process
The realist review included the following five steps: (1) 
search strategy and literature review; (2) study selection 
and assessment; (3) data extraction; (4) data synthesis; 
and (5) development of an initial programme theory. The 
sequence of steps can be found in Fig. 1.

Step (1) – Search strategy and literature review
To obtain an initial understanding, an exploratory and 
setting-independent literature search was conducted 
by VM. In addition, VM conducted a specific search to 
reveal learning theories that addressed the question of 
this realist review. The literature search illustrated in 
Fig.  2 was subsequently performed by reference to the 
Medline [PubMed], CINAHL [Ebsco], Scopus, and Web 
of Science databases. Additionally, the German databases 
GeroLit and CareLit were searched by hand based on the 
search string used for the rest of the search, as search-
ing with complex search strings is not supported in these 
databases. The grey literature was searched for in a non-
systematic way. The literature search was conducted from 
October 2022 to January 2023 (by VM and CG).

The search strategy can be found in Appendix 2; fur-
thermore, the inclusion and exclusion criteria developed 
for this search can be found in Appendix 3.

Step 2 – Study selection and assessment
The title and abstract screening of the publications was 
performed independently by two researchers (VM, 
CG) using the platform Rayyan (Rayyan Systems, Inc., 
USA). These two researchers met regularly to discuss 

Fig. 1 Steps involved in our realist review (authors’ own illustration)
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any disagreements regarding the inclusion or exclusion 
of individual publications. To reach consensus in two 
cases, RP was consulted to vote on whether the publica-
tions in question should be included or excluded. Full-
text screening was conducted independently by VM and 
TSB. In this context, a high level of quality was ensured 
through detailed discussion of the criteria and objective. 
With regard to one publication, RP was consulted to dis-
cuss whether it should be included or excluded.

The selected publications were then subjected to qual-
ity appraisal (VM, TSB). The relevance and rigour of the 
data included in these publications were featured as key 
principles in the quality appraisal tool, which was devel-
oped by experts [24].

Step 3 – Data extraction
After the quality appraisal, two researchers (VM, TSB) inde-
pendently developed CMOcs for each included publication, 

which were compared and adjusted after completion and 
discussed among the research team (VM, TSB, RL, RP). This 
process resulted in 1–3 individual CMOcs per publication, 
which were discussed once again with the goal of enhanc-
ing the quality of this process (VM, RP, TSB). Subsequently, 
all included publications were transferred into the analysis 
software MAXQDA (VERBI – Software. Consult. Sozial-
forschung. GmbH, Germany) to search for all CMOcs with 
the goal of supporting a realist synthesis (VM, TSB).

Step 4 – Data synthesis
The CMOcs that referred to individual publications were 
broken down into their components and compared to 
those associated with other identified publications. We 
searched for components of CMOcs that were identified 
in several publications and investigated whether different 
outcomes were achieved.

Fig. 2 Flow chart for selection of the publications
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Step 5 – Development of an initial programme theory
After comparing the  CMOcs, an overarching analy-
sis was conducted to identify the contextual factors that 
could impact the mechanism underlying educational 
interventions and the corresponding changes in out-
comes. Finally, we categorised the CMOcs based on vari-
ous important mechanisms and outcomes.

Stakeholder involvement
Throughout the review process, we invited stakeholders 
experienced in geriatric care, four nurses and two gen-
eral practitioners. These exchanges with the stakeholders 
encouraged us to focus on the aspects that were most rel-
evant to them. We recruited these stakeholders through 
existing networks. RP, VM, TSB, and RL participated in 
the appointments. The exchange started with brief com-
ments by the research team on delirium and the chal-
lenges of detecting it. This introduction was followed by 
questions about participants’ experiences recognising, 
dealing with and preventing delirium. Additionally, this 
study focused on interprofessional work in the context 
of delirium treatment and the existing delirium-spe-
cific knowledge of nursing staff. The conversations were 
logged, compared, and  reviewed once again during the 
literature analysis.

Protocol and registration
The protocol used for this realist review has been pub-
lished elsewhere [28] and has been registered with the 
Open Science Framework (https:// doi. org/ 10. 17605/ OSF. 
IO/ HTFU4).

Changes from the submitted protocol during the review 
process
As part of the ongoing process of conducting the review, 
minor deviations from this were made to achieve the best 
possible results with regard to the research question. 
These changes are briefly described here.

The protocol indicated that the stakeholders would be 
involved only once, i.e., at the beginning of the realist 
review, with the goal of obtaining thematic input. During 
the course of the realist review, however, various stake-
holders were involved throughout the entire review pro-
cess to enable us to learn about and discuss their practical 
experiences with delirium in nursing homes.

The protocol described the aim of the realist review in 
terms of the development of an initial programme theory 
pertaining to nurses and general practitioners in nursing 
homes with the goal of developing educational interven-
tions aimed at promoting knowledge about delirium. The 
literature revealed by the realist review focused almost 
exclusively on nurses, with the exception of one publi-
cation on multiprofessional teams. Therefore, the initial 

programme theory mostly addressed nurses/nursing 
assistants. In the protocol, the inclusion criteria focused 
on the reporting of delirium in any form alongside the 
fulfilment of the criteria stipulated in the International 
Classification of Disease-10 (ICD-10) or Diagnostic and 
Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders-V (DSM-V) clas-
sifications. Due to the strict limitations stipulated by 
these criteria and the focus of the research question on 
education rather than solely on nursing/medical findings 
in terms of prevalence, references to delirium per se were 
considered to be sufficient for the review.

Researchers
The researchers who participated in the realist review 
had experience in health care/nursing/elderly care (RP, 
VM, TSB, BH) and had undergone graduate studies in 
nursing science (RP, VM, BH) and nursing (RP, VM, TSB, 
BH). In addition, researchers from the fields of health sci-
ences/public health (TSB, CG, RL, IO, HCV) health eco-
nomics (RL), gerontology (IO) and medicine (HCV, PT) 
contributed to this study. Furthermore, RP had experi-
ence with regard to the realist review methodology.

Results
From the initial set of 1703 publications identified by the 
systematic literature search, evidence from ten publica-
tions was ultimately included. The publication selection 
process is described in Fig. 2.

The initial search resulted in a total of 1701 publi-
cations from four databases (Medline: n = 287, 17%; 
CINAHL: n = 608, 36%; Scopus: n = 746, 43%; Web of 
Science: n = 60, 4%). In addition, two records were identi-
fied through a manual search. No grey literature could be 
obtained. From the total of 1703 publications revealed by 
the initial search and the manual search, 991 (58%) publi-
cations remained after the elimination of duplicates.

Of these 991 publications, 948 (96%) were excluded 
during the title and abstract screening. The remaining 43 
publications were subjected to full-text screening, which 
resulted in the inclusion of a total of ten publications in 
the evaluation. The studies described in these publica-
tions were conducted between 2008 and 2022 in the UK 
(n = 6 [29–34]), Canada (n = 2 [35, 36]), the USA (n = 1 
[37]) and Korea (n = 1 [38]). The metadata of the studies 
included in this review can be found in Table 1.

Description of the educational interventions
Due to the diverse types of design employed in educa-
tional interventions, this realist review uses the Pre-
disposing, Reinforcing and Enabling Constructs in 
Educational Diagnosis and Evaluation (PRECEDE) model 
to systematise the educational interventions drawn from 
the included publications [39] (see Fig.  3). This model, 

https://doi.org/10.17605/OSF.IO/HTFU4
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which originated in the context of continuing medical 
education, assigns interventions to one of four types: 
Type 1 – predisposing factors (dissemination of infor-
mation, communication, and didactics); Type 2 – pre-
disposing factors and enabling strategies (facilitation of 
desired performance change, e.g., by using protocols and 
guidelines or by providing resources); Type 3 – predis-
posing and reinforcing factors (reinforcement of learn-
ing through reminders and feedback from peers and 
experts); and Type 4 – a single, multifaceted intervention 
or a combination of all three types of interventions.

We categorised the intervention investigated by Gar-
den et  al. as Type 1 (Predisposing) [30]. This interven-
tion contained information delivery as well as support 
from a speech and language therapist. Additionally, 
educational information was developed by the partici-
pants in the publication. The study was oriented on the 
Stop Delirium! Intervention, but structured in a reduced 
way, as described in the following. We categorised six 
publications as Type 2 (Enabling) [29, 31–34, 37]. Five 
of these publications referred to the intervention Stop 
delirium! [29, 31–34]. This intervention is characterised 
by a training package that includes three twenty-minute 
sessions. In these flexible, interactive sessions, a delirium 
practitioner provides knowledge about delirium using 
a variety of written materials. In addition, facilities des-
ignate delirium champions who are available to answer 
questions concerning delirium. The Stop Delirium! inter-
vention also includes a so-called delirium box. This box 
contains materials that were developed during the pro-
ject by working groups in the facilities. The box thus 

serves as a resource for ongoing learning based on the 
use of checklists and care pathways. These customised 
materials were developed by the groups for their own 
facilities but can also be used across groups. In this con-
text, delirium champions serve as supporters and contact 
persons within the facilities. In one publication, an edu-
cational intervention based on Stop Delirium! was used 
in a reduced form [30]. Another study was also classified 
as Type 2. The educational intervention included in this 
publication featured educational sessions as well as case 
scenarios in the form of videos [37].

We classified one study [35] as Type 3 (Predisposing 
and Reinforcing). The educational intervention reported 
in this publication was based on self-learning modules. 
Additionally, team-observed structured clinical encoun-
ter elements and a theory burst were used.

Type 4 (Predisposing, Enabling, Reinforcing) com-
bines all three factors, and two publications included in 
the review were associated with this type [36, 38]. In the 
study conducted by Jeong et al. [38], predisposing factors 
were shown to include a combination of didactic train-
ing with related delirium case scenarios observed among 
patients in nursing homes, which were used to enhance 
the participants’ understanding. Enabling factors were 
shown to include delirium screening tools, a delirium 
care flowchart and educational materials that can be 
implemented in clinical practice. Reinforcing factors 
were discussed with regard to the intervention group at 
the end of each educational session on a weekly basis. The 
educational intervention reported in the study conducted 
by Voyer et  al. [36] was shaped by a multicomponent 

Fig. 3 Classification of the publications included in this review according to the PRECEDE model (own illustration) [39]
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intervention consisting of PowerPoint presentations, a 
decision tree and an evaluation and intervention instruc-
tion manual. Additionally, a long-term-care clinical nurse 
specialist provided support for nurses in educational 
interventions.

Context‑mechanism‑outcome configurations (CMOcs) 
identified in the individual publications
Nine of the included publications reported educational 
interventions that were targeted solely at nurses [29–34, 
36–38]. One publication focused on interprofessional 
teamwork, in which context nurses were included on 
teams alongside members of other professional groups 
[35]. The corresponding CMOcs are shown in Table 2.

Merged CMOcs
The components of the initial programme theory are the 
synthesised CMOcs (see Fig.  4). The combined CMOcs 
are based on the CMOcs identified in the individual 
publications.

Management support
We observed that support for management in the nursing 
home determines whether the educational intervention 
is successful [29, 30, 33, 34, 36]. We formulated the fol-
lowing CMOc by combining the findings reported in the 
included publications:

When nursing home management supports (does 
not support) nursing home staff in the task of imple-
menting educational interventions aimed at pro-
moting delirium-specific expertise, the barriers 
faced by nursing home staff that lead them to accept 
(reject) the educational intervention and change 
(avoid changing) their behaviour are broken down 
(built up) [29, 30, 33, 34, 36].

Management support with regard to the implementa-
tion of educational interventions enables nursing home 
staff to use resources (e.g., time resources or shift sched-
uling) to address the phenomenon of delirium [29]. 
Financial support provided by external sources can sup-
port the establishment of free spaces and the integration 
of educational interventions in a sustainable way [30, 34]. 
In the discussions that occurred during the development 
of the realist review, stakeholders also considered man-
agement to be a fundamental component of educational 
interventions in general.

Cognitive impairment among residents
One reason why the implementation of educational inter-
ventions targeting delirium may fail pertains to the high 
number of residents who exhibit severe cognitive impair-
ments and the complexity of detecting delirium among 

this group [31, 32]. The following CMOc was formulated 
for this purpose:

A high prevalence of (severe) cognitive impairment 
among residents from nursing homes may lead to 
unsuccessful educational interventions targeting 
nursing home staff, particularly because the detec-
tion of delirium among residents with severe cogni-
tive impairment is a major challenge [31, 32].

One challenge in this context pertains to the detec-
tion of delirium in the target group. Even for experienced 
nursing home staff, detecting delirium in residents who 
exhibit severe cognitive impairment can be challenging 
[31].

In the exchanges with stakeholders, it became clear 
that recognising hypoactive delirium, which is distinct 
from hyperactive delirium, is also particularly challeng-
ing. This distinction is often only possible based on an 
extensive interview or medical history.

Familiarity with residents
We assumed that the nursing home staff members’ 
knowledge of and familiarity with the residents is highly 
important [32, 33].

If nursing home staff members (do not) know the res-
idents in nursing homes in which they work, educa-
tional interventions aimed at promoting delirium-
specific expertise can be successful (unsuccessful) 
because these staff members can (cannot) identify 
the behavioural changes that are characteristic of 
delirium due to their (lack of ) familiarity with the 
residents; accordingly, delirium-sensitive care can 
(cannot) be improved [32, 33].

It became clear in the publications that challenges arise 
with regard to recognising the symptoms of delirium due 
to such a lack of familiarity [32, 33]. Behavioural abnor-
malities and changes cannot be perceived if the typical 
behaviour of residents is unknown. This issue arose in the 
included publications as a result of high degrees of staff 
turnover [32, 33]. In this case, educational interventions 
aimed at promoting delirium-specific expertise remain 
ineffective [32, 33].

In addition, the review revealed that knowing the 
residents well is closely linked to the development of 
curiosity about behavioural changes, which results in 
an improved ability to identify delirium [31]. This refer-
ence to familiarity is closely linked to the realisation that 
knowledge of the needs of residents leads to the develop-
ment of a delirium-sensitive environment [29].

The stakeholders confirmed our assumption that it 
is common for nursing home staff to notice that some-
thing is wrong; however, no structured approach to the 
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Table 2 Contexts, interventions, mechanisms and outcomes identified in the included publications

Author(s) and year Context‑mechanism‑outcome configurations

Garden et al. (2016) [30] When the staff at a nursing home where some residents are in the final phase of their lives, and which has effective 
management supported by initial funding and personal support from local stakeholders [C], receive an educational 
intervention [I], they feel more confident [M] resulting in empowered care home staff [O1], who are characterised 
by confidence in their ability to recognise, prevent, and manage factors associated with delirium, as well as their knowl-
edge of those factors [O2]

Featherstone et al. (2010) [29] Management and funding [C]
Perception of the education as well spend time and a sustainable form of education in the longer term [O]
When trained and untrained staff who exhibited a variety of levels of knowledge regarding delirium [C] receive an edu-
cational intervention about delirium based on case studies and "How would you feel?" cards [I], they develop a sense 
that they know the needs of residents and understand residents’ behaviour [M], which results in increased staff knowl-
edge followed by the establishment of a delirium-sensitive environment and staff-empowerment [O]
When nursing home staff [C] participate in the participatory design of a delirium prevention programme [I] they 
develop a sense of ownership and pride [M] that causes these tools to be powerful in practice
When delirium practitioners [C] support an educational intervention targeting staff in nursing homes [I] by lower-
ing barriers to the organisation of sessions [M], staff members feel empowered, and the implementation of practice 
changes is promoted [O]

Lewallen et al. (2019) [37] Providing “hands-on-training” [M]
When nurses with extensive experience in caring for older adults [C] experience ongoing support [I1] and education 
from a nurse who exhibits competence in the field of delirium [I2], they develop a sense of recognition [M] that results 
in awareness of delirium [O]
When nurses who have extensive experience in caring for older adults [C] receive education sessions regarding the pro-
cess of screening for delirium [I], they feel confident in their ability to assess delirium [M], which results in improvements 
in their delirium knowledge and skills [O]

Peacock et al. (2012) [31] When nursing home staff who know their residents well [C] receive a complex educational intervention pertaining 
to delirium [I], they develop curiosity with regard to behaviour changes [M], which results in the ability to identify pos-
sible delirium episodes and manage delirium care [O]
When nursing home staff working at a nursing home who know their residents well [C] receive a complex educational 
intervention pertaining to delirium [I] they recognise the importance of preventing delirium to ensure resident well-
being [M], which is followed by improvements in communication and teamwork with respect to prevention of delirium 
[O]
When nursing home staff with existing knowledge of delirium triggers [C] receive a complex form of education [I], they 
are able to use their observational skills in combination with their knowledge of triggers [M] to detect delirium based 
on changes in resident behaviour and to manage the underlying cause [O]

Siddiqi et al. (2016) [32] Scientists investigating delirium itself without staff [C]
High staff turnover [C] results in decreased ability to recognise the fluctuations that occur in delirium through-
out the day [O]
High prevalence of dementia and cognitive impairment [C] results in challenges to the detection of delirium even 
among experienced nursing home staff [O]
When nursing home staff that exhibit high staff turnover rates [C1] as well as limited information handover 
between shifts [C2] participate in an educational intervention involving working groups and delirium champions [I] they 
miss the sense that they know the needs of residents and understanding residents’ behaviour [M], resulting in an inca-
pacity to improve delirium care [O]

Siddiqi et al. (2008) [33] Management support [C]
Knowledge about residents [C]
When nursing home staff characterised by poor communication among colleagues [C] receive a multicomponent edu-
cational intervention pertaining to delirium [I], they become aware of the communication problem [M] and understand 
its relevance with regard to delirium care [O]
When nursing home staff who are receptive to training [C] participate in an educational intervention aimed at devel-
oping material on delirium care [I], they develop a sense of ownership and pride [M], which result in acceptance 
of the delirium intervention [O]
When staff from nursing homes [C] receive an educational intervention using working groups and delirium champions 
and discuss target areas to improve delirium care [I] their interest is captured [M1] and their learning needs are met [M2] 
and perceive the time well spent [O]
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assessment of delirium is available. Nurses are familiar 
with the progression of this phenomenon and can there-
fore be well equipped to differentiate between dementia 
and delirium.

Participatory intervention development
Involving nursing home staff in the development of edu-
cational interventions in planning and implementation 
can promote their subsequent acceptance of the inter-
vention due to their development of a sense of ownership 
[29, 33, 36] and pride [29, 34]. The integration of nursing 
home staff can therefore facilitate the development of tai-
lored interventions [29, 33, 34, 36].

When nursing home staff are involved in the devel-
opment of educational interventions aimed at pro-
moting delirium-specific knowledge, they experience 
a sense of pride, thus increasing their acceptance of 
and interest in the intervention [29, 33, 34, 36].

The integration of nursing home staff is also helpful 
because they have essential information about barriers to 
the organisation of sessions, which can thereby be low-
ered [29].

Practical application
It was particularly clear that educational interventions 
aimed at promoting delirium-specific expertise that also 
provided opportunities to engage in hands-on activities 
were helpful with regard to the application of theoreti-
cal knowledge. A sole focus on theoretical knowledge is 
not effective with regard to the application of the newly 
acquired knowledge in everyday life [36–38].

When nursing home staff have the opportunity to 
apply the knowledge they have learned practically 
through educational interventions, their learning 
needs are addressed in a way that enables them to 
become more confident and self-efficient with regard 
to the provision of delirium-sensitive care [36–38].

Educational interventions that provide the opportu-
nity to engage at a hands-on level and directly apply one’s 
knowledge to enhance one’ skills and actively learn can 
be promising in this respect [37].

From the stakeholder discussion it was apparent that 
although learning opportunities can raise awareness, 
the topic of delirium is complex and thus involves bar-
riers to active practice and implementation. It was also 

[C]: context, [I]: intervention, [M]: mechanism, [O]: outcome

Supplemented by numbering (e.g. [C1]) if several of the parameters (in this case context factors) come together in a CMOc

Table 2 (continued)

Author(s) and year Context‑mechanism‑outcome configurations

Siddiqi et al. (2011) [34] Nurses are familiar with states of confusion in everyday care [C]
High proportion of staff who lack training [C]
High staff turnover [C]
Increase in recorded delirium episodes [O]
High acceptability and intrinsic motivation [O]
When nursing home staff who lack confidence regarding delirium management [C] receive an educational interven-
tion involving working groups and delirium champions [I], they feel pride in being asked for their expertise [M1] 
and empowered [M2], a situation which results in increased awareness of delirium and an increase in staff self-reported 
confidence with regard to delirium care [O]
When nursing home staff [C] receive an educational intervention involving working groups and delirium champions 
based on a participatory design [I], they experience the content relevant to their work [M], which results in high accept-
ability and intrinsic motivation to provide delirium care [O]

Brajtman et al. (2012) [35] When an interprofessional team in a nursing home [C] participates in a multicomponent intervention [I] they develop 
a sense of belonging to the team [M] resulting in an improvement of knowledge and competence for delirium 
at the end of life [O]
When an interprofessional team in a nursing home [C] receives an educational intervention about end-of-life delirium 
and interprofessional teamwork [I] it accepts the fact that delirium is an interprofessional challenge that requires team 
treatment [M] resulting in an improvement of interprofessional competence [O]

Jeong et al. (2022) [38] When experienced nursing home staff [C] take part in a multicomponent study on delirium [I] it improves their con-
fidence providing delirium care [M] resulting in improved knowledge regarding delirium and improved confidence 
when providing delirium care [O]
When experienced nursing home staff [C] take part in a multicomponent study on delirium [I] and discuss real case 
delirium scenarios in a group and report their experiences with delirium care they develop awareness for delirium [M] 
resulting in an improved understanding of distinct clinical features of delirium [O]

Voyer et al. (2014) [36] When experienced nursing home staff from one nursing home [C1] supported by a management to take part [C2] 
in the participatory development of a delirium prevention program [I] they develop a sense of ownership [M] resulting 
in an acceptance for the delirium prevention program [O]
When nurses responsible for conducting an educational intervention in their nursing home [C] do not adhere 
to the specific time limit and content or do not provide all components [I] it is not possible to evaluate sessions or pro-
vide proper information [M] leading to difficulties applying learned knowledge and using tools [O]
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mentioned that real-life situations from health  care are 
much more memorable and less likely to be forgotten 
than purely theoretical content. One nurse mentioned 
that a skills lab experience could also be helpful here.

Case scenarios
Combining educational interventions that include prac-
tical components and lead nursing home staff through 
case scenarios in discussions can provide increased confi-
dence in delirium-sensitive care [38].

In five publications, positive results were obtained by 
working with case scenarios [29, 31, 35, 37, 38]. The pres-
entation of case scenarios in this context ranged from 
purely written accounts [29, 31, 35, 38] to videos.

When nursing home staff have the opportunity to 
share and discuss their experiences using case sce-
narios in the context of educational interventions 
aimed at promoting delirium-specific expertise, 
they can improve their understanding of the clinical 
expression and relevance of delirium in their daily 
work and thereby provide more delirium-sensitive 
care [29, 31, 35, 37, 38].

Working with case scenarios was experienced in 
the publications as very enriching with regard to the 

exchange of experiences involving comparable situations 
[38]. Brajtman et al. further noted that such exchange is 
conducive to interprofessional work and understanding 
[35]. An understanding of the clinical manifestations of 
delirium that is facilitated in this manner may be particu-
larly helpful. According to Featherstone et al., case stud-
ies can help individuals relate educational interventions 
to their daily work and identify parallels [29].

Case studies in the context of learning opportunities 
were also cited as helpful in discussions with stakehold-
ers. In addition, videos were viewed as helpful, and it was 
noted that texts should be rather short. It was also noted 
that discussions and exchanges can often convey more 
knowledge than pure information input. Case scenarios 
can certainly provide support in this context.

Support from experts
Individual publications have shown that it is crucial to 
ensure that people who have rich experience or specific 
training are available as experts [29, 37].

When nursing home staff are supported by delirium 
experts in the context of educational interventions, 
these experts can serve as role models and reduce 
barriers to ensure that participants’ learning needs 

Fig. 4 Initial programme theory on educational interventions aimed at improving delirium-specific knowledge among nursing home staff (authors’ 
own illustration)
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can be addressed individually and that the training 
is accepted, thereby contributing to the improvement 
of their knowledge [29, 37].

Nursing home staff benefit from the training they 
receive from experts in delirium [32–34]. The decisive 
factor in the publications was that the persons in ques-
tion were accompanied throughout a more extensive pro-
cess and received ongoing support [37]. Furthermore, the 
regularity of the training sessions was crucial. In addi-
tion, experienced delirium practitioners can detect the 
barriers that arise in the context of educational interven-
tions and help remove them [29].

Relevance of communication
Communication among nursing home staff plays an 
essential role in the prevention, diagnosis and treatment 
of delirium. Therefore, educational interventions aimed 
at promoting delirium-specific knowledge that focus on 
communication among nursing home staff can have posi-
tive impacts [29, 31–33]. Relevant possibilities regarding 
structured handovers with sufficient time can enable risk 
profiles and behavioural changes to be communicated 
and thus enable the fluctuating course that is characteris-
tic of delirium to be identified [32].

When nursing home staff understand that com-
munication concerning behavioural changes and 
existing risk factors for the development of delirium 
among residents is highly relevant, they become 
aware of the importance of communication and 
their own roles, thus enabling them to provide delir-
ium-sensitive care [29, 31–33].

The exchanges with stakeholders highlighted the rele-
vance of integrating the term “delirium” into communica-
tion. The use of other terminology may trivialise delirium 
and thus decrease nurses’ awareness of the syndrome, 
which is associated with numerous negative outcomes.

Discussion
The aim of this realist review was to develop an initial 
programme theory to determine how, why and under 
what conditions educational interventions aimed at pro-
moting delirium-specific knowledge among health care 
professionals in nursing homes work. In the following, 
the theory is summarized once again, compared with 
the findings of implementation research and individual 
aspects are discussed in more detail.

Initial programme theory
The initial programme theory, which is based on the 
theory of situated learning, suggests that the following 
factors have impacts in this context: (1) management 

support, (2) cognitive impairment among residents, (3) 
familiarity with residents, (4) participatory intervention 
development, (5) practical application, (6) case scenarios, 
(7) support from experts, and (8) relevance of communi-
cation. They can be divided into two groups concerning 
their focus on the context (factors 1–3) and the interven-
tion (factors 4–8).

Consistency with implementation science
Some of the results observed are consistent with the 
findings of implementation research [40]. In addition to 
structural support from management, the involvement of 
delirium experts, who can serve as role models for nurs-
ing staff, and participatory and practical approaches have 
been shown to support nursing staff in the development 
and implementation of an educational intervention on 
delirium in nursing homes. Support from management 
and experts enables health care professionals to develop 
sufficient confidence to act competently with regard to 
the detection and treatment of delirium [41].

Impact on delirium superimposed on dementia
As mentioned beforehand, it is crucial to consider the 
fact that residents with existing (severe) cognitive impair-
ment are at more risk of developing delirium than are 
residents without cognitive impairment. It is therefore 
crucial to provide specific support here. Particularly in 
regard to DSD, the recognition of delirium has proven to 
constitute a special challenge, such that even educational 
interventions may not be sufficient to improve the cur-
rent situation. Although diagnostic tests can be used to 
detect DSD, validation publications remain very sparse, 
and these tests are characterised by an insufficient level 
of diagnostic quality [42]. The involvement of relatives 
could be an option for assessing the condition of a resi-
dent with suspected DSD. Due to the fact that the major-
ity of nursing home residents are affected by (severe) 
cognitive impairments and are getting older, the pro-
portion of delirium will also increase in the future [43]. 
In this context, the risk of confusion between dementia 
and delirium must also be taken into account. This target 
group should be given special consideration in the con-
text of educational interventions on delirium in nursing 
homes.

Considerations on staff shortages
This point is followed by another aspect of initial pro-
gramme theory, which refers to the degree of familiarity 
of nursing home staff members with residents. Nurs-
ing home staff who know their residents will have fewer 
problems recognising and then intervening in sudden 
changes in behaviour; thus, residents who are particularly 
at risk for delirium should be cared for by nursing home 



Page 14 of 16Molitor et al. BMC Geriatrics          (2024) 24:633 

staff who know them well [21]. However, staff turnover 
in nursing homes can exacerbate this lack of familiarity. 
Accordingly, from a delirium prevention perspective, 
consideration should be given to ways of limiting staff 
turnover and to ensure that delirium is assessed by nurs-
ing home staff who know the residents.

Strengthening sensitivity regarding delirium in nursing 
homes
Moreover, educational interventions should also focus on 
communication. It is important to ensure that high-risk 
profiles are described and that behavioural changes are 
relayed during shift handoffs to provide an overview of 
delirium (risk) [21]. If delirium is understood as an inter-
professional problem, the focus is not only on exchanges 
between shifts but also extends beyond the boundaries 
of the profession. It is therefore very important to use 
the term delirium in everyday nursing care and to avoid 
using terms that tend to obscure the existing emergency 
situation, which can also cause interprofessional commu-
nication to be impaired [44].

We know from discussions with stakeholders that delir-
ium is a familiar phenomenon in hospitals, whereas in 
nursing homes, the term delirium is not even known or 
used by many nurses. Publications on existing knowledge 
of delirium in nursing homes remain scarce, but figures 
drawn from other settings, such as hospitals or hospice, 
support the claim that nurses’ knowledge of delirium is 
limited [45, 46], although hospitals feature at least some 
awareness of the importance of delirium knowledge 
[47]. Educational interventions aimed at enhancing the 
delirium-specific knowledge of health care profession-
als in nursing homes are therefore highly important with 
regard to raising awareness of this topic.

If people are not aware of or vigilant with regard to the 
phenomenon of delirium in nursing homes, this gap can 
represent a major barrier. This conclusion can be viewed 
as a key finding of the realist review. Nursing staff must 
be trained accordingly so that they have the necessary 
self-confidence and an open attitude towards the phe-
nomenon to play an active role in preventing and recog-
nizing delirium in terms of knowing, meaning and doing 
[48]. A delirium-sensitive culture in nursing homes can 
support sensitivity [49], and it is helpful if the phenom-
enon is not misjudged during the course of the strenuous 
daily routines and if hospitalisations can be prevented.

Didactic implementation
It is evident that educational interventions aimed at 
promoting delirium-specific knowledge should include 
interactive elements [50]. In other settings, for example, 
simulation-based education [51, 52] or the use of seri-
ous games [53] have already been identified as innovative 

approaches to the task of increasing delirium-specific 
knowledge.  The initial programme theory developed in 
this context will be further refined in the future and will 
serve as a basis for the development of complex inter-
ventions aimed at the prevention of delirium in nursing 
homes.

Strengths and limitations
Since we found nine publications on educational inter-
ventions for nurses and only one publication on a general 
multiprofessional educational intervention, we assume 
that the education and training of other professional 
groups and additional multiprofessional approaches are 
currently at an insufficient stage of development. The 
development of such approaches may be helpful with 
regard to the initial programme theory included in this 
review.

A strength of this review pertained to the discussions 
with the stakeholders, which enabled the study team to 
reflect on their theoretical assumptions and interpret 
their findings.

Because no standardised procedure was available for 
the inclusion of stakeholders, we described this phase of 
the review in detail so it can be used as a blueprint for 
potential further realist reviews. The inclusion of stake-
holders also enabled the review to be closely related to 
practice as a result of the constant comparisons between 
findings from the literature and practice. In addition, the 
researchers were sensitised to particular challenges in 
practice through such exchange, thus enabling them to 
detect these issues in the publications and to interpret 
them in an informed manner. A discrepancy between 
the included publications and the experiences of the 
stakeholders can be noted in this context. While the 
publications included in this review, which were almost 
exclusively conducted in the Anglo-American region, 
showed that delirium care is recognised as an integral 
part of nursing in nursing homes, this fact does not seem 
to be taken for granted in the German context. One pos-
sible reason for this difference is the structural neglect of 
the phenomenon of delirium in nursing homes and the 
associated dominant view of delirium, which depicts 
it as a hospital-specific or specifically intensive care 
phenomenon.

One critical point is that  no grey literature could be 
obtained in this review. Due to the unstructured method 
used for the grey literature search on account of project-
related time constraints, it was unfortunately not pos-
sible to find publications that met the inclusion criteria. 
An iterative process that involves searching, analysing, 
searching, and analysing could also not be used due to 
time constraints. Nonetheless, the literature analysis was 
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based on an iterative process, although it contained only 
the literature that was identified in the systematic search.

Finally, it should be mentioned that the majority of the 
publications focused on the Stop Delirium! intervention. 
This is crucial to consider, as a procedure has been imple-
mented in a similar way in several studies and thus exten-
sive information is available on this approach.

Conclusion
Educational interventions aimed at promoting delirium-
specific expertise among nursing home staff should be 
characterised by methodological diversity if they are to 
be sufficiently sensitive to the clinical manifestations of 
delirium. Nursing home staff members are fundamentally 
responsible for identifying delirium in vulnerable resi-
dents and thus detecting medical emergencies associated 
with numerous negative outcomes. The targeted promo-
tion of delirium-specific knowledge must therefore be 
emphasised in the context of training and continuing 
education.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s12877- 024- 05213-9.

Supplementary Material 1.

Supplementary Material 2.

Supplementary Material 3.

Acknowledgements
The authors thank Dr. Stephanie Goldhammer and Corinna Koch as well as the 
other stakeholders for their expertise and advice in the review process.

Authors’ contributions
RP initiated the review. VM was responsible for conducting the review under 
the supervision of RP. VM, TSB, RL and RP participated in discussions with 
stakeholders. VM, TSB and CG were responsible for the literature review. The 
formulation of the context-mechanism-outcome configurations and associ-
ated initial program theory was mainly conducted by VM, TSB and RP. VM 
wrote the first draft of the report, which was subsequently reviewed by TSB, 
CG, RL, ICO, HCV, PT, BH and RP. VM, TSB and RP completed the review. RP, HCV, 
ICO, PT and BH contributed to the project acquisition. All authors (VM, TSB, CG, 
RL, ICO, HCV, PT, BH and RP) approved the final manuscript.

Funding
Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt DEAL. This realist 
review is a subobjective of the project DeliA (Delir in Altenpflegeeinrichtun-
gen/Delirium in Nursing Homes which is supported by a grant of the Innova-
tion Fund of the Federal Joint Committee (G-BA), Germany, under the number 
01VSF20003).

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and analysed during the realist review are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
As part of the realist review, stakeholders were involved in the form of an advi-
sory board throughout this realist review process, while their input supported 

the process of assessing the validity of the review results. As the stakeholders 
acted as experts in this process and no personal data were collected, there 
was no ethics approval.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Author details
1 Faculty of Health, School of Nursing Science, Witten Herdecke University, 
Witten, Germany. 2 Institute of General Practice and Family Medicine (AM 
RUB), Medical Faculty, Ruhr University Bochum, Bochum, Germany. 3 Faculty 
of Health, School of Medicine, Chair of Clinical Pharmacology, Witten Herdecke 
University, Witten, Germany. 4 Philipp Klee-Institute of Clinical Pharmacology, 
Helios University Hospital Wuppertal, Wuppertal, Germany. 5 German Center 
for, Deutsches Zentrum fur Neurodegenerative Erkrankungen (DZNE) Standort 
Witten, Witten, Germany. 6 Department of Geriatric Medicine, Marien Hospital 
Herne, Ruhr University Bochum, Herne, Germany. 7 School VI -School of Medi-
cine and Health Sciences, Carl von Ossietzky Universität, Oldenburg, Germany. 

Received: 5 April 2024   Accepted: 10 July 2024

References
 1. American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Men-

tal Disorders, Fifth Edition. Arlington: American Psychiatric Association; 2013.
 2. Witlox J, Eurelings LS, de Jonghe JF, Kalisvaart KJ, Eikelenboom P, van 

Gool WA. Delirium in elderly patients and the risk of postdischarge 
mortality, institutionalization, and dementia: a meta-analysis. JAMA. 
2010;304(4):443–51.

 3. Wilson JE, Mart MF, Cunningham C, Shehabi Y, Girard TD, MacLullich AMJ, 
et al. Delirium. Nat Rev Dis Primers. 2020;6(1):90.

 4. Meagher D. Motor subtypes of delirium: past, present and future. Int Rev 
Psychiatry. 2009;21(1):59–73.

 5. Komici K, Guerra G, Addona F, Fantini C. Delirium in nursing home resi-
dents: a narrative review. Healthcare (Basel). 2022;10(8):1544.

 6. de Lange E, Verhaak PF, van der Meer K. Prevalence, presentation and 
prognosis of delirium in older people in the population, at home and in 
long term care: a review. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry. 2013;28(2):127–34.

 7. Morandi A, Davis D, Bellelli G, Arora RC, Caplan GA, Kamholz B, et al. The 
diagnosis of delirium superimposed on dementia: an emerging chal-
lenge. J Am Med Dir Assoc. 2017;18(1):12–8.

 8. Sanford AM, Orrell M, Tolson D, Abbatecola AM, Arai H, Bauer JM, et al. 
An international definition for “nursing home.” J Am Med Dir Assoc. 
2015;16(3):181–4.

 9. Kosar CM, Thomas KS, Inouye SK, Mor V. Delirium during postacute nurs-
ing home admission and risk for adverse outcomes. J Am Geriatr Soc. 
2017;65(7):1470–5.

 10. Boockvar K, Signor D, Ramaswamy R, Hung W. Delirium during acute 
illness in nursing home residents. J Am Med Dir Assoc. 2013;14(9):656–60.

 11. Fong TG, Inouye SK. The inter-relationship between delirium and 
dementia: the importance of delirium prevention. Nat Rev Neurol. 
2022;18(10):579–96.

 12. Caplan GA, Teodorczuk A, Streatfeild J, Agar MR. The financial and social 
costs of delirium. Eur Geriatr Med. 2020;11(1):105–12.

 13. Kinchin I, Mitchell E, Agar M, Trepel D. The economic cost of delirium: 
a systematic review and quality assessment. Alzheimers Dement. 
2021;17(6):1026–41.

 14. Voyer P, Richard S, McCusker J, Cole MG, Monette J, Champoux N, et al. 
Detection of delirium and its symptoms by nurses working in a long term 
care facility. J Am Med Dir Assoc. 2012;13(3):264–71.

 15. Buettel A, Cleary M, Bramble M. Delirium in a residential care facility: an 
exploratory study of staff knowledge. Australas J Ageing. 2017;36(3):228–33.

 16. El Hussein M, Hirst S, Salyers V. Factors that contribute to underrecogni-
tion of delirium by registered nurses in acute care settings: a scoping 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-024-05213-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12877-024-05213-9


Page 16 of 16Molitor et al. BMC Geriatrics          (2024) 24:633 

review of the literature to explain this phenomenon. J Clin Nurs. 
2015;24(7–8):906–15.

 17. Bellelli G, Brathwaite JS, Mazzola P. Delirium: a marker of vulnerability in 
older people. Front Aging Neurosci. 2021;13: 626127.

 18. Morandi A, Pozzi C, Milisen K, Hobbelen H, Bottomley JM, Lanzoni A, et al. 
An interdisciplinary statement of scientific societies for the advancement 
of delirium care across Europe (EDA, EANS, EUGMS, COTEC, IPTOP/WCPT). 
BMC Geriatr. 2019;19(1):253.

 19. Singler K, Thomas C. HELP - Hospital Elder Life Program - multimodal 
delirium prevention in elderly patients. Internist (Berl). 2017;58(2):125–31.

 20. Boockvar KS, Teresi JA, Inouye SK. Preliminary data: an adapted hospital 
elder life program to prevent delirium and reduce complications of acute 
illness in long-term care delivered by certified nursing assistants. J Am 
Geriatr Soc. 2016;64(5):1108–13.

 21. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE). Delirium: preven-
tion, diagnosis and management in hospital and long-term care. (NICE 
guideline CG103). London: NICE; 2010. https:// www. nice. org. uk/ guida 
nce/ cg103.

 22. Wong G, Greenhalgh T, Westhorp G, Pawson R. Realist methods in medi-
cal education research: what are they and what can they contribute? 
Med Educ. 2012;46(1):89–96.

 23. Skivington K, Matthews L, Simpson SA, Craig P, Baird J, Blazeby JM, et al. 
A new framework for developing and evaluating complex interventions: 
update of Medical Research Council guidance. BMJ. 2021;374: n2061.

 24. Wong G, Greenhalgh T, Westhorp G, Buckingham J, Pawson R. RAMESES 
publication standards: realist syntheses. BMC Med. 2013;11:21.

 25. Greenhalgh J, Manzano A. Understanding ‘context’ in realist evaluation 
and synthesis. Int J Soc Res Methodol. 2022;25(5):583–95.

 26. Dalkin SM, Greenhalgh J, Jones D, Cunningham B, Lhussier M. What’s in a 
mechanism? Development of a key concept in realist evaluation. Imple-
ment Sci. 2015;10:49.

 27. Pawson R, Tilley N. Realistic evaluation. London: Sage; 1997.
 28. Molitor V, Busse TS, Giehl C, Lauer R, Otte IC, Vollmar HC, et al. How and 

why educational interventions work to increase knowledge of delirium 
among healthcare professionals in nursing homes: a protocol for a realist 
review. BMJ Open. 2023;13(7): e072591.

 29. Featherstone I, Hopton A, Siddiqi N. An intervention to reduce delirium in 
care homes. Nurs Older People. 2010;22(4):16–21.

 30. Garden G, Green S, Pieniak S, Gladman J. The Bromhead Care Home Ser-
vice: the impact of a service for care home residents with dementia on 
hospital admission and dying in preferred place of care. Clin Med (Lond). 
2016;16(2):114–8.

 31. Peacock R, Hopton A, Featherstone I, Edwards J. Care home staff can 
detect the difference between delirium, dementia and depression. Nurs 
Older People. 2012;24(1):26–30.

 32. Siddiqi N, Cheater F, Collinson M, Farrin A, Forster A, George D, et al. The 
PiTSTOP study: a feasibility cluster randomized trial of delirium prevention 
in care homes for older people. Age Ageing. 2016;45(5):652–61.

 33. Siddiqi N, Young J, Cheater FM, Harding RA. Educating staff working in 
long-term care about delirium: the Trojan horse for improving quality of 
care? J Psychosom Res. 2008;65(3):261–6.

 34. Siddiqi N, Young J, House AO, Featherstone I, Hopton A, Martin C, et al. 
Stop Delirium! A complex intervention to prevent delirium in care 
homes: a mixed-methods feasibility study. Age Ageing. 2011;40(1):90–8.

 35. Brajtman S, Wright D, Hall P, Bush SH, Bekele E. Toward better care of 
delirious patients at the end of life: a pilot study of an interprofessional 
educational intervention. J Interprof Care. 2012;26(5):422–5.

 36. Voyer P, McCusker J, Cole MG, Monette J, Champoux N, Vu M, et al. Feasi-
bility and acceptability of a delirium prevention program for cognitively 
impaired long term care residents: a participatory approach. J Am Med 
Dir Assoc. 2014;15(1):77 e1-9.

 37. Lewallen KM, Voyer P. Delirium knowledge improvement and implemen-
tation of the RADAR screening tool in two skilled nursing facilities. Ann 
Longterm Care. 2018;12:19-24.

 38. Jeong E, Chang SO. Can multifaceted educational intervention improve 
clinical practice and patient outcomes regarding delirium in nursing 
homes? Jpn J Nurs Sci. 2022;19(1): e12447.

 39. Green LW, Kreuter M, Deeds SG, Partridge KB, Bartlett E. Health education 
planning: a diagnostic approach. Mountain View: Mayfield Publishing 
Company; 1980.

 40. Damschroder LJ, Aron DC, Keith RE, Kirsh SR, Alexander JA, Lowery JC. 
Fostering implementation of health services research findings into prac-
tice: a consolidated framework for advancing implementation science. 
Implement Sci. 2009;4: 50.

 41. Zhao Y, Missbrenner N, Xu HD, Josephson J. Enhancing delirium assess-
ment and management through nursing education interventions: a 
scoping review. Nurse Educ Pract. 2024;75: 103887.

 42. Shrestha P, Fick DM. Recognition of delirium superimposed on dementia: 
is there an ideal tool? Geriatrics (Basel). 2023;8(1):22.

 43. Bellelli G, Ornago AM, Cherubini A. Delirium in long-term care and the 
myth of Proteus. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2024;72(4):988–92.

 44. Hall RJ, Meagher DJ, MacLullich AM. Delirium detection and monitoring 
outside the ICU. Best Pract Res Clin Anaesthesiol. 2012;26(3):367–83.

 45. Papaioannou M, Papastavrou E, Kouta C, Tsangari H, Merkouris A. Investi-
gating nurses’ knowledge and attitudes about delirium in older persons: 
a cross-sectional study. BMC Nurs. 2023;22(1):10.

 46. Waterfield K, Weiand D, Dewhurst F, Kiltie R, Pickard J, Karandikar U, et al. 
A qualitative study of nursing staff experiences of delirium in the hospice 
setting. Int J Palliat Nurs. 2018;24(11):524–34.

 47. Lee G, Roh YS. Knowledge, barriers, and training needs of nurses working 
in delirium care. Nurs Crit Care. 2023;28(5):637–44.

 48. Grealish L, Todd JA, Krug M, Teodorczuk A. Education for delirium preven-
tion: knowing, meaning and doing. Nurse Educ Pract. 2019;40: 102622.

 49. Kim SH, Moon KJ. Exploring influential factors on patient safety culture 
in delirium nursing care within long-term care facilities: a cross-sectional 
survey. BMC Health Serv Res. 2023;23(1):1411.

 50. Lee SY, Fisher J, Wand APF, Milisen K, Detroyer E, Sockalingam S, et al. 
Developing delirium best practice: a systematic review of education 
interventions for healthcare professionals working in inpatient settings. 
Eur Geriatr Med. 2020;11(1):1–32.

 51. Ho MH, Yu LF, Lin PH, Chang HR, Traynor V, Huang WC, et al. Effects of a 
simulation-based education programme on delirium care for critical care 
nurses: a randomized controlled trial. J Adv Nurs. 2021;77(8):3483–93.

 52. Shikino K, Ide N, Kubota Y, Ishii I, Ito S, Ikusaka M, et al. Effective situation-
based delirium simulation training using flipped classroom approach to 
improve interprofessional collaborative practice competency: a mixed-
methods study. BMC Med Educ. 2022;22(1):408.

 53. Buijs-Spanjers KR, Hegge HH, Cnossen F, Jaarsma DA, de Rooij SE. Reasons 
to engage in and learning experiences from different play strategies 
in a web-based serious game on delirium for medical students: mixed 
methods design. JMIR Serious Games. 2020;8(3):e18479.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg103
https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/cg103

	Educational interventions aimed at improving knowledge of delirium among nursing home staff—a realist review
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Objective 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 
	Trial registration 

	Background
	Delirium in nursing homes
	Lack of delirium-specific knowledge
	Complexity of educational interventions

	Objectives
	Methods
	Context-mechanism-outcome configurations
	Steps in the realist review process
	Step (1) – Search strategy and literature review
	Step 2 – Study selection and assessment
	Step 3 – Data extraction
	Step 4 – Data synthesis
	Step 5 – Development of an initial programme theory

	Stakeholder involvement
	Protocol and registration
	Changes from the submitted protocol during the review process
	Researchers

	Results
	Description of the educational interventions
	Context-mechanism-outcome configurations (CMOcs) identified in the individual publications
	Merged CMOcs
	Management support
	Cognitive impairment among residents
	Familiarity with residents
	Participatory intervention development
	Practical application
	Case scenarios
	Support from experts
	Relevance of communication

	Discussion
	Initial programme theory
	Consistency with implementation science
	Impact on delirium superimposed on dementia
	Considerations on staff shortages
	Strengthening sensitivity regarding delirium in nursing homes
	Didactic implementation
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


