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Abstract
Background
Students seeking degrees in healthcare in Ecuador participate in community improvement projects and provide free health services under the supervision of faculty health professionals. The aim of this study is to determine the impact of a community-based intervention delivered by nursing students on health-related quality of life (HRQoL) and perceived social support of a rural population in Ecuador.

Methods
A quasi-experimental non-equivalent control group design study was conducted in two rural communities in Tumbaco, Ecuador. Families from one rural community were invited to participate in the intervention, receiving 8 weekly home visits from nursing students. Families from a neighboring community were similarly recruited as wait-list controls. One member of each family was consented into the study; the final sample included 43 intervention participants and 55 control participants. HRQoL and perceived social support were assessed before and after the intervention in both groups. The SF-12 was used to measure HRQoL, including eight domain scores and two composite scores, and the Interpersonal Support Evaluation List was used as an indicator of perceived social support. Difference-in-differences (DD) analyses were conducted to mitigate the effects of any baseline differences in the non- equivalent control group design.

Results
When compared to the control group, the intervention group realized significant improvements in the physical component summary score of the SF-12 (4.20, p < 0.05) and the physical function domain of the SF-12 (4.92, p < 0.05). There were no statistically significant differences for any other components of the SF-12 or in the measure of perceived social support.

Conclusions
Nursing students completing their rural service rotation have the potential to improve the health-related quality of life of rural residents in Ecuador. Future research should continue to examine the impact of service-based learning on recipient populations.
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Background
Ecuador has experienced rapid economic development over the last few decades, but the benefits of development have not been equally distributed throughout the country. Approximately 36% of Ecuadorians live in rural areas, and nearly 35% of rural households live below the national poverty line (compared to only 16% of urban households) [1]. In addition, rural provinces display the highest rates of child malnutrition and illiteracy while also demonstrating the lowest rates of access to clean water and sanitation infrastructure [2]. It is estimated that 27% of all Ecuadorians do not have access to health services [3]. The unequal distribution of these social determinants of health is further exacerbated by an unequal distribution of health care providers. Ecuador reports approximately 20 physicians, 10 nurses, and 3 dentists per 10,000 Ecuadorians [4]; but the geographic disparity in number of physicians ranges from less than five to over 26 per 10,000 Ecuadorians [2].
In 1970, in an effort to address the gap in health determinants and outcomes between rural and urban populations, the government of Ecuador legislated one year of compulsory medical service for all new health professionals upon graduation (known as medicatura rural or Año de Salud Rural) [5]. Additionally, the more recent Ley Orgánica de Educación Superior (LOES) requires all students seeking higher education degrees to complete a community service internship or community improvement project [6]. As a result, the curriculum for health science degrees at many learning institutions includes service-based learning courses and internships with rural communities and vulnerable populations. Students seeking degrees in healthcare in Ecuador participate in community improvement projects and provide free health services under the supervision of faculty health professionals, thus conforming to the standards under LOES and to Ecuador’s National Plan for Wellbeing (Plan Nacional del Buen Vivir) [7]. For example, nursing students in the Family Nursing rotation at Pontificia Universidad Católica del Ecuador (PUCE) provide health education, increase access to health services, and develop family-specific plans of care to populations in rural communities near Quito, the country’s capital. The purpose of this service-based learning course is not only to meet the requirements of national legislation but also to improve the overall welfare and quality of life in these rural communities [8].
Although the rural health practice of students in service-based learning courses is believed to improve the quality of life in these communities, empirical evidence has yet to be established. Much research exists that assesses the educational and professional benefits of rural medical service for the provider [9–13]; however there is a startling lack of investigation on the effects of such programs on the recipient population. A handful of studies in high-income countries undertake a qualitative approach to describe the benefits of service-based learning for the recipient population, reporting that nursing students have the potential to effectively fill service gaps and can improve health-related behaviors in underserved populations [14–17]. One study quantitatively analyzed the impact of interprofessional teams of students, finding that a student-based home visitation program effectively increased preventive health measures among recipient households [18]. The results of these studies are encouraging; however, no studies have been conducted to-date that assess the impact of nursing student home visits on the health outcomes of a rural population in a low- or middle-income country.
The aim of this study was to determine the impact of the Family Nursing rotation of Pontificia Universidad Católica del Ecuador on health-related quality of life (HRQoL) and perceived social support of a rural population in Ecuador. HRQoL, while not a direct indicator of health, is a well-established proxy measure that reflects the impact of health status on overall quality of life [19]. Assessing an individual’s HRQoL gives insight into both physical and mental wellbeing, and changes in HRQoL over time can be used to describe the impact of personal experiences and/or health-related interventions [20–22]. Perceived social support is directly linked to quality of life and refers to an individual’s interpersonal network and the emotional, instrumental, and informational resources that network interactions provide [23, 24]. Assessments of individuals’ perceived social support over time can reveal changes in social function and interpersonal support, factors which can impact quality of life and disease severity [25–29]. For this study, we conducted pre- and post- evaluations of HRQoL and perceived social support in order to measure the impact of a nursing student intervention on a rural population in Ecuador.

Methods
Intervention
Nursing students at Pontificia Universidad Católica del Ecuador (PUCE) complete the Family Nursing rotation (Fundamentals of Family and Community Nursing) during their sixth semester of study. The primary objective of the rural family service learning experience is to train the nursing students to be able to provide comprehensive care in the community through a combination of clinical intervention, health promotion and education, and linkages with the local public health facilities. The intervention was provided only to the experimental community and was supervised by nursing faculty at PUCE. Faculty at PUCE provided the students with a checklist of interventions from the Nursing Intervention Classification (NIC) to be administered to each family that were appropriate to the students’ level of competency and in-line with the course objectives. The checklist included 63 intervention activities from 10 of the 30 NIC classes: Self-Care Assistance, Exercise Promotion, Active Listening, Coping Enhancement, Self-Esteem Enhancement, Family Support, Socialization Enhancement, Support System Enhancement, Risk Identification, and Health Education [30]. The students were also instructed to develop customized plans of care according to the individual family’s needs.
Each nursing student was assigned two families in the experimental community to visit each week for 8 weeks. At the initial home visit, the students conducted a needs assessment and developed a plan of care for the family. At each subsequent home visit, the students carried out specific objectives relating to the plan of care, including vital sign monitoring, educational talks, chronic disease management support, and basic clinical interventions. The students provided the families with health promotion materials, basic medical supplies, and customized nutrition plans. When necessary, the nursing students made referrals to local public health facilities and/or communicated directly with the family’s primary care provider to ensure continuation of care. While all nursing students were expected to complete the checklist of NIC items for each family, the remaining aspects of the intervention varied widely according to the families’ needs. Examples of interventions provided included diabetes management, prenatal care, childhood immunizations, sexual health education, and mobility exercises.

Study design and setting
This study is a quasi-experimental non-equivalent control group design (NCGD). Research partners at the Universidad San Francisco de Quito identified two rural communities in Tumbaco, Ecuador, to receive the intervention over the course of the academic semester. Tumbaco is a rural parish (parroquia) located within the Metropolitan District of Quito (DMQ).
Rural populations in the DMQ are fitting candidates for community health interventions, as the area is experiencing an increasing trend of private health facilities and a reduction in public facilities accessible to the poor [31]. The community receiving the intervention during the course of this study was designated as the experimental group, while the community scheduled to receive the intervention in the following semester was designated as the control group. Because assignment to the experimental group was not random, the researchers chose a control community similar in size and containing a population of comparable family type, age, and socioeconomic status, as determined by statistical tests for independence (see Results). Though the intervention was delivered at the household level, the unit of analysis for this evaluation is the individual study participant, as HRQoL and perceived social support are concepts measured at the individual level. Thus, individual members of families receiving the intervention were selected for the study.
Members of both communities were invited to participate in the study through a door-to-door recruitment process in which each community was divided into sectors, and a data collection team made up of one public health researcher and one nursing student was assigned to each sector. Each team attempted to approach every home in the sector during days of the week when most families would be at home in an effort to recruit one member of each household into the study. Eligibility criteria for study participation included the ability to read and write in Spanish and an age of 18 years or older. Families or individuals who had participated in similar interventions within the last 18 months were excluded. Informed and written consent was obtained for all study participants, and all study procedures were approved by the institutional review boards at the Universidad San Francisco de Quito and the University of Georgia.

Data collection and instruments
Pre-intervention data collection occurred in June and July 2015 for both the experimental and control groups. Four surveys were administered to participants at this time: 1) a family health questionnaire; 2) a measure of socioeconomic status; 3) a HRQoL survey; and 4) a measure of perceived social support. Post-intervention data collection occurred December 2015 – January 2016 in both groups and included the HRQoL survey and the measure of perceived social support.
The family health questionnaire was developed by a team of researchers at PUCE and served as a needs assessment for the nursing students as they developed their plan of care for the family. It contained questions on demographic information, health behaviors, and healthcare utilization. This questionnaire has been used in multiple communities throughout Ecuador [32].
Socioeconomic status was derived using a questionnaire developed by Ecuador’s Instituto Nacional de Estadística y Censos [33]. The INEC questionnaire obtained information about the family’s living conditions, access to technology, consumer behavior, and level of education and translated these answers into a score between 0 and 1000. This score then corresponded to one of five socioeconomic groups, labeled “Low” to “High”.
HRQoL was measured at the individual level using version two of the 12-item short-form health survey (SF-12v2). The SF-12v2 has demonstrated adequate validity and reliability in the United States and internationally [34–36], and the Spanish language version has been used successfully in Latin America and with Spanish-speaking populations in the United States [37–40]. The survey measures HRQoL across eight health domains: physical function (PF), physical role (RP), bodily pain (BP), general health (GH), vitality (VT), social function (SF), emotional role (RE), and mental health (MH). Domain scores were used to calculate two component summary scores: the physical component summary (PCS) and the mental component summary (MCS). Questionnaires were scored and raw scores were transformed to a norm-based 0–100 scale according to Quality Metric guidelines [41]. The final norm-based scores correspond to a mean of 50 and a standard deviation of 10, meaning that scores above 50 are higher than the average score of the reference population. For this study, a 1998 general United States population was used as the reference population because population coefficients for Ecuador were not available, and US-derived scores are the recommended international standard for comparison [35].
Perceived social support was measured at the individual level with the 12-item short-form Interpersonal Support Evaluation List (ISEL-12) [23]. The ISEL-12 comprises a series of Likert scale items, and scoring the instrument involved summing all of the items to obtain an overall score of perceived social support. Individual items are designated as part of one of three social support domains that may be scored to provide corresponding subscale scores: appraisal (instructional support/advice), belonging (emotional support/acceptance), and tangible (material support/assistance). Scores range from 0 to 36, but there is no general population coefficient available for norm-based scoring. The Spanish language version of the ISEL-12 has been validated and used among Latino populations in the United States and in Latin America [42–44].

Study sample
Members of 54 households in the experimental community were enrolled in the intervention, and 74 households in the control community participated in baseline data collection. Eleven intervention participants (20.4%) and 19 control participants (25.7%) were lost to follow-up. Additionally, one intervention participant and five control participants were missing SF-12 data and were excluded from the SF-12 analysis, while three intervention participants and one control participant were missing ISEL-12 data and were excluded from the ISEL-12 analysis. The final sample included 43 intervention participants and 55 control participants, with 42 intervention and 50 control participants in the SF-12 analysis and 40 intervention and 54 control participants in the ISEL-12 analysis. Figure 1 summarizes the study sample.[image: A12939_2018_734_Fig1_HTML.gif]
Fig. 1Flow diagram of experimental and control groups. Flow diagram indicating the number of participants in each group (experimental and control) at baseline, the number lost to follow-up, the number participating in follow-up surveys, and the final study sample for each group





Data analysis
Data were analyzed using R Statistics version 3.3.3 [45]. To test the independence of the experimental and control communities, Chi-square tests were used for categorical variables and Wilcoxon Mann-Whitney tests were used to compare continuous demographic variables. Wilcoxon Mann-Whitney tests were also used to test for significant differences in SF-12 and ISEL-12 scores between groups at baseline, as nonparametric testing was recommended due to the skewedness of the data and the small sample size.
The impact of the nursing intervention was estimated using difference-in-differences analysis, which compared the change in SF-12 and ISEL-12 scores from baseline to post-test for the experimental group to the changes in scores for the control community. We chose this method of analysis in order to mitigate the threat to internal validity incurred through non-randomization and our inability to control for many exogenous factors due to limited data collection. Scores could not be assumed to follow a normal distribution; therefore Wilcoxon Mann-Whitney tests were used to perform the difference-in-differences analysis.


Results
Participant characteristics
A demographic comparison of the two study groups is summarized in Table 1. The average age in the experimental group was 45.9 years, with 79.1% female, compared to 37 years and 63.6% female in the control group. The average number of family members in an experimental household was 4.1, and the mean socioeconomic score was 510.4. The control households had an average of 4.5 family members, and the mean socioeconomic score was 524.1. Wilcoxon Mann-Whitney and Chi-square tests for independence showed no significant differences between groups for the percent female, number of family members, or socioeconomic score. The experimental group participants were significantly older than the control group participants; however, a measure of Spearman’s rank correlation between age and change in SF-12 and ISEL-12 scores showed no significant correlation between age and score change for any domain score or composite score (all p-values > 0.05).Table 1Demographic variables of experimental and control communities


	Variable
	Experimental
	Control
	p-value

	Age, Mean (SD)
	45.9 (18.3)
	37.0 (16.3)
	.015

	Female, Number (%)
	34 (79.1)
	35 (63.6)
	.150

	Family size, Mean (SD)
	4.1 (2.4)
	4.5 (1.8)
	.119

	INEC, Mean (SD)
	510.4 (157.2)
	524.1 (142.2)
	.689





Baseline scores
Table 2 reports the baseline SF-12 and ISEL-12 scores for both the experimental and control groups, along with the p-value results of the Wilcoxon Mann-Whitney tests for all domain and composite scores. Mean scores for every SF-12 domain except Vitality are below 50, indicating that the average HRQoL for this population is lower than the average score of the reference population. There are no significant differences between groups at baseline for any composite summary scores or any of the SF-12 domains.Table 2Baseline scores of experimental and control communities, mean (SD)


	Variable
	Experimental
	Control
	p-value

	SF-12 PCS
	41.1 (9.7)
	42.1 (9.1)
	.678

	 PF
	40.5 (12.2)
	43.2 (10.3)
	.255

	 RP
	39.0 (10.8)
	39.9 (9.0)
	.831

	 BP
	42.4 (10.9)
	42.2 (11.7)
	.974

	 GH
	39.6 (11.3)
	39.7 (11.9)
	.934

	SF-12 MCS
	44.8 (9.1)
	45.0 (11.4)
	.975

	 VT
	56.6 (10.9)
	56.0 (9.2)
	.583

	 SF
	40.2 (13.6)
	40.4 (12.9)
	.971

	 RE
	35.2 (11.1)
	37.0 (11.9)
	.535

	 MH
	45.7 (9.5)
	46.1 (11.3)
	.638

	ISEL-12 Total
	20.7 (4.9)
	22.3 (4.4)
	.074


Legend Abbreviations: PCS Physical Component Summary, PF physical function, RP physical role, BP bodily pain, GH general health, VT vitality, SF social function, RE emotional role, MH mental health, MCS Mental Component Summary, ISEL Interpersonal Support Evaluation List




Effect of intervention
Figure 2 displays the average difference in each summary measure for the experimental and control groups. The intervention group realized mean score improvement across all domains and composite scores except for the mental component summary (MCS) score of the SF-12. The control group showed less improvement between pre- and post- testing for the majority of measures, with average decreases in pre to post for five summary measures.[image: A12939_2018_734_Fig2_HTML.gif]
Fig. 2Average difference in summary measures for experimental and control groups. Bar chart depicting the average difference in each summary measure for each study group, from pre to post. Average score differences for the experimental and control groups are displayed side-by-side, including the two composite and eight domain scores of the SF-12v2, as well as the ISEL-12 scores. Legend Abbreviations: PCS Physical Component Summary; PF physical function; RP physical role; BP bodily pain; GH general health; VT vitality; SF social function; RE emotional role; MH mental health; MCS Mental Component Summary; ISEL Interpersonal Support Evaluation List




Table 3 reports the results of the difference-in-differences analysis for the two communities. When compared to the control group, the experimental group realized significant improvements in the physical component summary (PCS) score of the SF-12 and the physical function (PF) domain of the SF-12. There were no statistically significant differences for any other components of the SF-12 or ISEL-12.Table 3Difference-in-differences analysis


	Measure
	DD
	p-value
	Siga

	SF-12 PCS
	4.20
	0.032
	
                              b
                            

	 PF
	4.92
	0.043
	
                              b
                            

	 RP
	3.34
	0.220
	 
	 BP
	2.87
	0.235
	 
	 GH
	2.11
	0.185
	 
	SF-12 MCS
	−0.34
	0.464
	 
	 VT
	0.20
	0.918
	 
	 SF
	1.33
	0.813
	 
	 RE
	2.98
	0.780
	 
	 MH
	−0.37
	0.717
	 
	ISEL-12
	0.55
	0.495
	 

aSignificance level: b = 5%





Discussion
The aim of this study was to determine the impact of a healthcare intervention conducted by nursing students on the health-related quality of life (HRQoL) and perceived social support of a rural population in Ecuador. To our knowledge this is the first study to examine the impact of nursing student service provision on the population served instead of on the student providers in a low- or middle-income country. Overall, this analysis demonstrated that students completing their rural Family Nursing rotation have the potential to improve the health-related quality of life and perceived social support of rural residents in Ecuador. The statistically significant impact of the intervention was limited to small improvements in the physical function domain of the SF-12v2 and the overall physical component summary score of the SF-12v2, but mean improvements across nearly every health-related quality of life and interpersonal support measure were realized for the experimental group.
Additionally, this study introduces HRQoL as an outcome measure for health sciences students completing their LOES community internship requirements. More traditional measures, such as body mass index or blood pressure, may not be appropriate target outcomes for an 8-week student intervention, as significant changes in these measures are difficult to achieve in such a short time period. HRQoL is more amenable to short-term interventions and, if assessed repeatedly and in a variety of settings, could serve as an indicator of the success of Ecuador’s LOES community improvement objective as well as other service-based learning programs.
Limitations
Certain limitations should be considered when examining the results of this study. First, the study participants were not randomized into experimental and control groups; randomization into study group was not feasible, as the intervention administrators lacked the capacity to deliver the intervention simultaneously across multiple communities. One consequence of this non-randomization is the higher mean age of the experimental group. Although HRQoL is often associated with age [35], the change in HRQoL from pre- to post-intervention was not found to be significantly correlated with age in this sample. Difference in differences analysis was chosen in an effort to mitigate the effects of non-randomization, but the potential for selection bias remains. Second, the decision to limit study eligibility to participants who could read and write in Spanish mitigated the potential effect of interviewer bias at the expense of introducing selection bias, as those in the study area who could not meet the literacy requirements were excluded from participation in the surveys. Illiterate members of participating households were not precluded from receiving the intervention, but their exclusion from the surveys is likely to have reduced the generalizability of our results. Third, the study sample was small, and many were lost to follow-up after baseline data collection due to participants leaving the community, a work schedule that precluded them from participating in the intervention, or being otherwise unavailable during follow-up data collection. Similarly high rates of loss to follow-up are not uncommon in low resource settings [15, 16, 21]. Despite the small sample size, however, statistically significant differences between experimental and control conditions existed, suggesting that effects could have been even greater if the study was better powered.
Additionally, the use of a 1998 United States population as the reference group for the norm-based scoring of the SF-12v2 limits the conclusions that can be drawn about the study sample’s scores relative to other populations. The baseline SF-12v2 scores for this sample were below average for nine of ten summary measures, but it is unclear whether this actually signifies a lower quality of life or is instead a factor of inappropriate population weights. Despite this limitation in comparisons with other populations, use of the US population weights did not limit the conclusions drawn from differences between pre and post for our experimental and control groups.
Finally, the intervention was not fully standardized across the experimental group. The nursing students were required to complete a checklist of NIC activities for each family, but the remaining aspects of the intervention were customized to each family’s needs. Measuring the impact of an intervention that provides prenatal care and childhood immunizations to one family and chronic disease management to members of another precludes a measurement tool that is precise and narrow in scope. Instead, a broad intervention requires a general measure; thus, we chose the SF-12v2 and the ISEL-12 in an effort to capture general improvements in our experimental population, but it is possible that the chosen measurement tools were not equipped to recognize additional manners in which the intervention may have improved the quality of life and wellbeing of the participants.


Conclusion
The results of this study are promising regarding the potential for health sciences students in a service-based learning course to contribute to improved health outcomes in a rural population. This study fills a gap in the literature by examining the impact of nursing student service provision on the HRQoL and perceived social support of the population served. Additionally, this study contributes to the evaluation of Ecuador’s LOES community improvement objective by introducing HRQoL as a potential indicator of health sciences students’ success in service-based learning programs. Further studies of this kind are necessary to determine if similarly positive findings are realized for other rural populations in Ecuador and globally.

Acknowledgements
This study was supported in part by a grant to author PC in 2015 from the US Fulbright Scholar Program. The contents are the responsibility of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of sponsors, who had no role in study design, data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript. The authors thank nursing students at PUCE for assistance with data collection and the Escuela de Salud Pública de USFQ for logistical support.
Funding
This study was supported in part by a grant to author PC in 2015 from the US Fulbright Scholar Program. The contents are the responsibility of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of sponsors, who had no role in study design, data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.


Authors’ contributions
RW contributed to study design and led the data analysis, interpretation, and writing of the article. AM and GB contributed to data collection, data analysis, and literature review. CJ and MR conceived the study, CJ and RW managed data collection, and CJ supervised the intervention. MR and PC provided leadership over the planning and implementation of the study, as well as contributing critical revisions to the article. All authors have read and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
All procedures performed in studies involving human participants were in accordance with the ethical standards of the institutional and/or national research committee and with the 1964 Helsinki declaration and its later amendments or comparable ethical standards. All study procedures were approved by the institutional review boards at the Universidad San Francisco de Quito and the University of Georgia. Informed, written consent was obtained from all individual participants included in the study.

Consent for publication
Not applicable

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

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


[image: Creative Commons]Open AccessThis article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://​creativecommons.​org/​licenses/​by/​4.​0/​), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creativecommons.​org/​publicdomain/​zero/​1.​0/​) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

References
1.
World Bank. Poverty headcount ratio at national poverty lines (% of population). Global poverty working. Group. 2014; http://​data.​worldbank.​org. Accessed 5 July 2017

2.
Pan American Health Organization Ecuador. Health in the Americas (country volume). Washington, DC: world health Organization; 2012. www.​paho.​org/​salud-en-las-americas-2012. Accessed 21 June 2016.

3.
Gattini C, Ruiz P. Health in South America 2012 Edition: Health Situation, Policies and Systems Overview. Washington, DC: World Health Organization; 2012. www.​paho.​org/​chi/​images/​PDFs/​health%20​in%20​sam%20​2012%20​(jan.​13).​pdf. Accessed 21 June 2016.

4.
Pan American Health Organization. Health situation in the Americas: Core indicators 2016. Washington, DC: World Health Organization; 2016. iris.​paho.​org/xmlui/handle/123456789/31289. Accessed 3 May 2017

5.
Registro Oficial No. 13, p.4. Quito, Ecuador: Asamblea Nacional; 8 de julio 1970.

6.
Registro Oficial No. 298, Art. 87 p. 17. Ley Orgánica de Educación Superior. Quito, Ecuador: Asamblea Nacional; 12 de octubre 2010.

7.
Plan Nacional del Buen Vivir. Quito, Ecuador: Consejo Nacional de Planificación; 2009. http://​www.​planificacion.​gob.​ec/​plan-nacional-para-el-buen-vivir-2009-2013/​. Accessed 3 May 2017.

8.
Pontificia Universidad Católica del Ecuador. Información de la Carrera de Enfermería. Retrieved from https://​www.​puce.​edu.​ec/​portal/​content/​Informaci%c3%b3n%20​de%20​la%20​carrera/​894. Accessed 21 June 2016.

9.
Cavender A, Albán M. Compulsory medical service in Ecuador: the physician's perspective. Soc Sci Med. 1998;47:1937–46.CrossrefPubMed

10.
Bayley SA, Magin PJ, Sweatman JM, Regan CM. Effects of compulsory rural vocational training for Australian general practitioners: a qualitative study. Aust Health Rev. 2011;35:81–5.CrossrefPubMed

11.
Isaac V, Watts L, Forster L, McLachlan CS. The influence of rural clinical school experiences on medical students' levels of interest in rural careers. Hum Resour Health. 2014;12:48.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

12.
Eidson-Ton WS, Rainwater J, Hilty D, Henderson S, Hancock C, Nation CL, Nesbitt T. Training medical students for rural, underserved areas: a rural medical education program in California. J Health Care Poor Underserved. 2016;27:1674–88.CrossrefPubMed

13.
Moffatt JJ, Wyatt JE. Using evaluation to improve medical student rural experience. Aust Health Rev. 2016;40:174–80.CrossrefPubMed

14.
Baumberger-Henry ML, Krouse AM, Borucki LC. Giving and receiving: a case study in service learning. Nurse Educ. 2006;31:249–52.CrossrefPubMed

15.
Reising DL, Allen PN, Hall SG. Student and community outcomes in service-learning: part 2--community outcomes. J Nurs Educ. 2012;45:516–8.

16.
Samuels-Dennis J, Xia L, Secord S, Raiger A. Health advocacy project: evaluating the benefits of service learning to nursing students and low income individuals involved in a community-based mental health promotion project. Int J Nurs Educ Scholarsh. 2016;13:97–108.Crossref

17.
Stuhlmiller CM, Tolchard B. Population Health Outcomes of a student-led free health Clinic for an Underserved Population: a naturalistic study. J Community Health. 2017:1–8.

18.
Rock JA, Acuña JM, Lozano JM, Martinez IL, Greer PJ Jr, Brown DR, Brewster L, Simpson JL. Impact of an academic-community partnership in medical education on community health: evaluation of a novel student-based home visitation program. South Med J. 2014;107:203–11.CrossrefPubMed

19.
Healthy People 2020. Health-related quality of Life & Well-Being. US Department of Health and Human Services, Office of Disease Prevention and Health Promotion. Retrieved from https://​www.​healthypeople.​gov/​2020/​topics-objectives/​topic/​health-related-quality-of-life-well-being. Accessed 3 May 2017.

20.
dos Santos CM, Martins AB, de Marchi RJ, Hilgert JB, Hugo FN, Padilha DM. Assessing changes in oral health-related quality of life and its factors in community-dwelling older Brazilians. Gerodontology. 2013;30:176–86.CrossrefPubMed

21.
Jordhøy MS, Fayers P, Loge JH, Ahlner-Elmqvist M, Kaasa S. Quality of life in palliative cancer care: results from a cluster randomized trial. J Clin Oncol. 2001;19:3884–94.CrossrefPubMed

22.
Nilvarangkul K, McCann TV, Rungreangkulkij S, Wongprom J. Enhancing a health-related quality-of-life model for Laotian migrant workers in Thailand. Qual Health Res. 2011;21:312–23.CrossrefPubMed

23.
Cohen S, Mermelstein R, Kamarck T, Hoberman HM. Measuring the functional components of social support. In Social Support: Theory, Research and Applications Edited by Sarason IG, Sarason BR Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands; 1985: 73–94.

24.
Social HVS. Support and quality of life. Qual Life Res. 2003;12:25–31.Crossref

25.
Del Brutto OH, Tettamanti D, Del Brutto VJ, Zambrano M, Montalvan M. Living alone and cardiovascular health status in residents of a rural village of coastal Ecuador (the Atahualpa project). Environ Health Prev Med. 2013;18:422–5.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

26.
Glass TA, Matchar DB, Belyea M, Feussner J. Impact of social support on outcome in first stroke. Stroke. 1993;24:64–70.CrossrefPubMed

27.
Gurung R, Sarason B, Sarason I. Close personal relationships and health outcomes: A key to the role of social support. Handbook of personal relationships: Theory, research and interventions (2nd ed) Chichester, UK: Wiley. 1997:547–573.

28.
Pocnet C, Antonietti JP, Strippoli MF, Glaus J, Preisig M, Rossier J. Individuals' quality of life linked to major life events, perceived social support, and personality traits. Qual Life Res. 2016;25:2897–908.CrossrefPubMed

29.
Thomson DR, Rich ML, Kaigamba F, Socci AR, Hakizamungu M, Bagiruwigize E, Binagwaho A, Franke MF. Community-based accompaniment and psychosocial health outcomes in HIV-infected adults in Rwanda: a prospective study. AIDS Behav. 2014;18:368–80.CrossrefPubMed

30.
Butcher HK, Bulechek GM, JMM D, Wagner C. Nursing interventions classification (NIC). Elsevier Health Sciences. 2013;

31.
Mancheno D, Mencías J. López G. Equipamientos de salud y dinámicas poblacionales en el Distrito Metropolitano de Quito. Quito: Instituto de la Cuidad. 2014;2.3:179–227.

32.
Juna CF. Influencia de la práctica pre profesional de Enfermería Familiar de la carrera de Enfermería de la Pontificia Universidad Católica del Ecuador sobre la percepción de Calidad de Vida Relacionada a la Salud de las familias del barrio Tola Chica, parroquia de Tumbaco, Quito, agosto a noviembre de 2014. Universidad San Francisco de Quito; 2015. http://​repositorio.​usfq.​edu.​ec. Accessed 3 May 2017.

33.
INEC. Encuesta de Estratificiación del Nivel Socioeconómico. Instituto Nacional de Estadística y Censos: Quito, Ecuador; 2010.

34.
Cheak-Zamora NC, Wyrwich KW, McBride TD. Reliability and validity of the SF-12v2 in the medical expenditure panel survey. Qual Life Res. 2009;18:727–35.CrossrefPubMed

35.
Gandek B, Ware JE, Aaronson NK, Apolone G, Bjorner JB, Brazier JE, Bullinger M, Kaasa S, Leplege A, Prieto L, Sullivan M. Cross-validation of item selection and scoring for the SF-12 health survey in nine countries: results from the IQOLA Project International Quality of Life Assessment. J Clin Epidemiol. 1998;51:1171–8.CrossrefPubMed

36.
Ware J Jr, Kosinski M, Keller SD. A 12-item short-form health survey: construction of scales and preliminary tests of reliability and validity. Med Care. 1996;34:220–33.CrossrefPubMed

37.
Bhattarai R, Budke CM, Carabin H, Proano JV, Flores-Rivera J, Corona T, Cowan LD, Ivanek R, Snowden KF, Flisser A. Quality of life in patients with neurocysticercosis in Mexico. Am J Trop Med Hyg. 2011;84:782–6.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

38.
Coffman MJ, Shobe MA, Dmochowski J, Fox SD. Health care access and utilization among Latino immigrants. Hisp Health Care Int. 2007;5:73–80.Crossref

39.
Ramirez-Velez R, Agredo-Zuniga RA, Jerez-Valderrama AM. The reliability of preliminary normative values from the short form health survey (SF-12) questionnaire regarding Colombian adults. Rev Salud Publica (Bogota). 2010;12:807–19.

40.
Wanat KA, Kovarik CL, Shuman S, Whitaker RC, Foster GD, O'Brien MJ. The association between obesity and health-related quality of life among urban Latinos. Ethn Dis. 2014;24:14–8.PubMedPubMedCentral

41.
Ware JE, Kosinski M, Turner-Bowker DM, Gandek B. User's manual for the SF-12v2 health survey: with a supplement documenting the SF-12® health survey. QualityMetric incorporated; 2002.

42.
Arango Lasprilla JC, Moreno A, Rogers H, Francis K. The effect of dementia patient's physical, cognitive, and emotional/ behavioral problems on caregiver well-being: findings from a Spanish-speaking sample from Colombia, South America. Am J Alzheimers Dis Other Demen. 2009;24:384–95.CrossrefPubMed

43.
Bastardo Y, Kimberlin C. Relationship between quality of life, social support and disease-related factors in HIV-infected persons in Venezuela. AIDS Care. 2000;12:673–84.CrossrefPubMed

44.
Merz EL, Roesch SC, Malcarne VL, Penedo FJ, Llabre MM, Weitzman OB, Navas-Nacher EL, Perreira KM, Gonzalez F, Ponguta LA, et al. Validation of interpersonal support evaluation list-12 (ISEL-12) scores among English- and Spanish-speaking Hispanics/Latinos from the HCHS/SOL sociocultural ancillary study. Psychol Assess. 2014;26:384–94.CrossrefPubMed

45.
R Core Team. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical Computing; 2017.




OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A12939_2018_734_Fig2_HTML.gif





OEBPS/cc-by.png
() _®





OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A12939_2018_734_Fig1_HTML.gif
Rroup ontrol group
Streceiv st 74 complete 19iostio
ervention llowp baselin dta Follow-sp!

Tmising & Smising ST
0 puricipae 12t 5 aricpote 12 4am
a ollowup? 3 mising n ol 1 mising.
ISEL 12 dain ISEL-12 dne
@ complee S comicte
SE12 Se12
40 complee St complte
ISEL12¢ SECIH
These dats were ot eslyzed
 Thes dats were icludd i demogrpbic

anlyes
e dat were e i SF12 basline and difenc i iz slyses
¢ Thase datn wase meed in ISEL.- 12 basefise acel diffirene in-differessce salvass






