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Abstract

Background

Despite AAP recommending the use of validated developmental screening tools, national
adoption remains low. To address this issue, we initiated a QI project to implement the Survey of
Well-being in Young Children (SWYC) and assess its impact within our residency clinic. Our
objective was to achieve over 50% screening coverage for well-child visits for children aged 8 to
33 months, with equitable implementation for both English-primary and non-English-primary
speaking families. Additionally, we hypothesized that SWYC would significantly increase early
intervention (EI) referral rates.

Methods

Patients aged 8 to 33 months attending well-child visits were included. During implementation,
various interventions, including staff emails, daily huddles, and integration of SWYC into the
electronic health record, were employed. As part of the clinic workflow, a designated social
worker (SW) initiates EI referrals; thus, SW referrals served as a proxy for EI referrals. Referral
rates were compared pre- and post-SWYC implementation. Statistical significance was assessed
using a chi-square test in R software.

Results

SWYC utilization reached 50% within five months of implementation. Analysis showed no
significant difference in SWYC use between English-primary and non-English-primary speakers
(p =0.13). Post-SWYC, SW referral rates increased by 34% compared to pre-SWYC rates (p =
0.009).

Conclusions

This QI project showcased the swift adoption of a standardized developmental screening tool
through system and cultural changes. SWY C implementation significantly increased SW referral
rates, suggesting improved identification of developmental delays. Standardized developmental
screening has the potential to enhance developmental outcomes and promote care equity through
objective assessment systems.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Manuscript

Introduction
The prevalence of developmental disabilities has been increasing overtime, with approximately
one in five children aged 3 to 17 having a disability, such as attention-deficit/hyperactivity
disorder (ADHD), autism spectrum disorder (ASD), or an intellectual disability.! Developmental
disabilities also include delays in physical, cognitive, social/emotional, communication, and
adaptive domains, as well as other disorders associated with congenital and genetic conditions.?
The exact reason for this rise remains unclear; however, early detection and intervention of
developmental disabilities are becoming increasingly important for children's health and future
outcomes.>” The responsibility for early detection largely falls on general pediatricians, who are
expected to integrate screenings into their already busy well-child visits. Without the use of a
standardized tool, detection relies solely on the clinical acumen of the provider, which can be
influenced by many factors such as personal provider experience, parental recall, time
constraints, and external practice flow issues. The AAP has recommended performing
developmental screening using a validated screening tool during the 9-, 18-, and 30-month well-
child visits,®? and AAP guidelines have led to an increase in overall screening, with rates
increasing from 23% in 2002 to 63% in 2016.!%!! However, rates remain subpar nationally.!?
Mount Sinai Kravis Children's Hospital, Cohen Center for Pediatric Comprehensive Care is an
urban General Pediatrics academic practice located in the Upper East Side/East Harlem
neighborhood of Manhattan in New York City.!* The site functions as the main continuity clinic
site for the Pediatric Residency Program at the Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai.'* It is
critical for residents to receive training in the detection and management of developmental

delays during clinic encounters before launching into independent practice.! Prior to this project,
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the developmental screening for our patients consisted of age-appropriate surveillance questions
taken from a variety of screening tools but not validated as a stand-alone assessment tool in our
Electronic Health Record (EHR).

We set out to implement a process to standardize our assessment of developmental milestones
by using a validated screening tool to meet the standard of care recommended by the AAP, as
well to optimize the education around developmental assessment and referrals. We anticipated
that the implementation of a standardized screening process would improve our ability to
identify potential developmental delays in a timely manner, refer to appropriate services, and

improve the long-term outcomes for our patients.

Objectives

We implemented a Quality Improvement (QI) initiative in April 2022 to address a gap in care in
our ambulatory general pediatrics clinic. The primary goal was to screen at least 50% of patients
attending well-child visits between 8 months and 33 months (corrected for prematurity up to 24
months) using a validated developmental screening tool by June 2024. This age range was
chosen to align with the eligibility criteria for Early Intervention (EI) services. Additionally, the
initiative aimed to ensure equitable screening practices for both English-speaking patients and
non-primary English-speaking patients. As a secondary outcome, we aimed to determine whether
the implementation of a standardized screening tool leads to an increase in referral rates to EI

services.

Methods

Setting:
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This QI project was conducted at the Cohen Center for Pediatric Comprehensive Care, the
pediatric resident continuity clinic site of The Mount Sinai Hospital in New York City. We are a
medium sized pediatric residency program consisting of primarily categorical pediatric residents
as well as residents in combined training programs including child neurology, pediatric genetics,
and triple board (pediatrics, psychiatry, and child psychiatry). The catchment area for patients
who are followed at the Cohen Center for Pediatric Comprehensive Care includes all 5 boroughs
of NYC: Bronx, Manhattan, Queens, Brooklyn, Staten Island, and broader areas including
Westchester and New Jersey. The practice conducts approximately 2,000 well-child and follow-
up visit monthly, or which approximately 200 per month included our study’s target age groups.
Our study excluded urgent care visits.

Project Timeline Overview:

Our developmental screening QI project team consisted of thirteen residents and two supervising
attending. During the project’s first four months (July 2022 — October 2022), the QI team
focused on a literature search for selecting and implementing a validated developmental
screening tool. We also defined our global aim and utilized multiple QI tools during the project
planning process. The process map visualized each step and clarified how implementation should
occur within the practice workflow.!®!7 A fishbone diagram was used to identify potential
barriers to implementing the SWYC screening in the clinic.!®!” A key driver diagram helped
identify appropriate and feasible interventions to achieve our aim.?**! From November 2022
through early February 2023, we implemented the Survey of Well-being of Young Children
(SWYC) in EHR and initiated data collection. From mid-February 2023 onward, we
disseminated information about SWYC implementation to all clinicians followed by iterative
Plan-Do-Check-Act (PDCA) cycles of continuous data collection and analysis. This project was
approved and deemed to be QI the Mount Sinai Kravis Children’s Hospital QI Performance
Committee. As per the committee's decision, IRB approval was determined to be unnecessary.

Literature Review and Determination of Implemented Tool:
A comprehensive literature search was conducted using PubMed, to inform our choice of a
validated screening tool for implementation and resulted in the reviewing more than 30 papers.
The study titled "Comparative Accuracy of Developmental Screening Questionnaires," published
in JAMA,?? was particularly helpful in assessing the specificity and sensitivity of three
commonly used developmental screening instruments for children: the Ages and Stages
Questionnaires, Third Edition (ASQ-3); the Survey of Well-being of Young Children (SWYC);
and the Parents' Evaluation of Developmental Status (PEDS). The study reported specificities for
younger children (0-42 months) of 89.4%, 89.0%, and 79.6%, respectively, and sensitivities for
severe delays of 60.0%, 73.7%, and 78.9%. Both the ASQ-3 and SWYC Milestones
demonstrated higher specificity than the PEDS (P < 0.001 and P = 0.002, respectively).
However, differences in sensitivity were not statistically significant. Sensitivity exceeded 70%
only in cases of severe delays, with the SWYC and the PEDS among younger children. After
evaluating the content, time required for completion, and feasibility of implementation into our
system, the SWYC was chosen for use. Notably, among these three screening tools, only the
SWYC is available free of charge.

The SWYC, developed by a team of pediatricians and researchers at Tufts Medical Center, was
designed to be a comprehensive, freely available developmental screening tool for use in
pediatric primary care settings.?*?* The SWYC covers various aspects of a child's development
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and well-being, such as motor skills, language, and social-emotional development, as well as
parental concerns about behavior, emotions, and family stressors. For this QI initiative, we
decided to focus our use of the SWYC only on the developmental milestones’ questionnaire
section. The developmental milestones questionnaire section of the SWYC poses 10 questions
intended for caregivers to assess a child’s skills across language, gross motor, fine motor and
personal-social domains. Caregivers are asked to assess a child’s readiness as "not yet (0),"
"somewhat (1)," or "very much (2)" A score is then calculated indicating whether the child
“appears to meet age expectations” or “needs review”. (Table 1). Figure 1 is an example of the
SWYC questionnaires for 9-month-olds, along with the score interpretation sheet (Figure 2).

Table 1: Inc Included Age Milestones in the SWYC Form

INCLUDED MONTHS
SWYC FORM
2-MONTH FORM (1 month, 0 days to 3 months, 31 days)
4-MONTH FORM (4 months, 0 days to 5 months, 31 days)
6-MONTH FORM (6 months, 0 days to 8 months, 31 days)
9-MONTH FORM (9 months, 0 days to 11 months, 31 days)

12-MONTH FORM (12 months, 0 days to 14 months, 31 days)
15-MONTH FORM (15 months, 0 days to 17 months, 31 days)
18-MONTH FORM (18 months, 0 days to 22 months, 31 days)
24-MONTH FORM (23 months, 0 days to 28 months, 31 days)
30-MONTH FORM (29 months, 0 days to 34 months, 31 days)
36-MONTH FORM (35 months, 0 days to 46 months, 31 days)
48-MONTH FORM (47 months, 0 days to 58 months, 31 days)

60-MONTH FORM (59 months, 0 days to 65 months, 31 days)
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Figure 1: SWYC Questionnaires for 9-month-olds, Developmental Milestones

SWYC: Child's Name
9 months Birth Date:

9 months, 0 days to 11 months, 31 days Today's Date
V1.08, 9/1/19

Most children at this age will be able to do some (but not all) of the developmental tasks listed below. Please tell
us how much your child is doing each of these things. PLEASE BE SURE TO ANSWER ALL THE QUESTIONS.
Not Yet = Somewhat Very Much
Holds up arms to be picked up O ® ®
Gets into a sitting position by him or herself - © ® ®
Picks up food and eats it - 30) ® ®
Pulls up to standing - © ® ®
Plays games like "peek-a-boo" or "pat-a-cake" O ) 0)
Calls you "mama" or "dada" or similar name © ® ®
Loo“ks arou'nd when you sat'y things like "Where's your bottle?" or . ® ® ®
Where's your blanket?
Copies sounds that you make © ) 0)
Walks across a room without help © ® ®
Follows directions - like "Come here" or "Give me the ball" © ® ®
I

Reproduced from Tufts Medicine, '9-Month English Age-Specific,' available at
[https://www.tuftsmedicine.org/sites/default/files/2024-01/9-Month-English-Age-specific-
2021.pdf]
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Figure 2: SWYC Score Interpretation Sheet

Milestones
S
[~ s Needs Appears to meet
2 (m) Review | age expectations
f‘ 13 No cut scores available
£ 4 <13 >14
1 s <15 216
6 <11 212
El 7 <14 215
8 <16 217
9 <11 212
El 10 <13 214
11 <14 215
12 <12 213
§ 13 <13 214
14 <14 =15
15 <10 211
5l 16 <12 213
i
17 <13 214

Reproduced from Tufts Medicine, 'Scoring Cheat Sheet v2,' available at
[https://www.tuftsmedicine.org/sites/default/files/2024-01/scoring-cheat-sheet-v2.pdf].

Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria:

The study population included patients who attended well child visits at the Cohen Center for
Pediatric Comprehensive Care between the ages of 8 months — through 33 months (corrected for
gestational age through 24 months). Exclusion criteria included patients being seen for urgent

visits, well-child visits for patients younger than 7 months or older than 34 months of age.

Measures

The outcome measure was the percentage of patients aged 8 to 33 months presenting for well-


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926; this version posted January 30, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

child visits with a completed SWYC questionnaire documented in the EHR. Data were collected
via Excel reports generated by the IT team, and rates were compared between primary English-
speaking and non-primary English-speaking patients to assess disparities based on preferred
language.

The process measure was the percentage of patients who completed a paper SWYC
questionnaire before the physician entered the room. Since the Epic EHR platform at the Mount
Sinai Health System had not yet implemented an electronic SWYC questionnaire via the patient
portal, paper forms in English and Spanish were temporarily distributed at check-in. During the
pilot phase in December 2022, several challenges arose, including maintaining questionnaire
supplies, incomplete forms, and difficulties identifying eligible visits and assigning age-
appropriate forms. These challenges led to the discontinuation of the paper-based system, with a
shift in focus to physicians completing the SWYC within the EHR during patient encounters.

The balancing measure aimed to evaluate the potential impacts on pediatric residents’ annual
In-Training Examinations (ITE) scores due to reduced active learning of developmental
milestones. Embedding the tool in Epic might lead to less internalization of these milestones and
potentially lower exam scores. However, this measure was not assessed due to the privacy of ITE

results.

EHR Integration:

In order to optimize successful implementation, we decided to seek integration of the SWYC
into Epic. With help from our local Epic IT team, the SWYC was integrated into our outpatient
encounters. Each questionnaire was mapped to the patient’s corrected age and generated a score

upon completion of the questionnaire. With this EHR integration, SWYC questionnaires were
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seamlessly accessed and administered by providers during the visit, documented and scored
directly into the chart, with an assessment as typical or delayed development. The pilot launched
on November 14, 2022, with several team members testing out the questionnaire during
encounters, identifying unexpected glitches, and informally tracking time required to complete
and chart the questionnaires. Problems were communicated to the institution’s Epic support team
and adjustments were made accordingly. An EHR tool was created in September 2023 to
automatically pull SWYC questionnaire results and interpretations into the patient encounter

note.

Implementation and Interventions:

Our project team officially launched the EHR-integrated SWYC questionnaire to pediatric
residents and outpatient faculty members in February 2023 through targeted email blasts. All
providers were instructed to administer the age-appropriate SWYC questions during the clinic
encounter and complete the corresponding SWYC tab integrated into Epic. As in our previously
established workflow, EI referrals were initiated when patients were identified as being at risk of
developmental delay through a referral to an ambulatory social worker referral. Further
interventions consisted of an additional email blast to remind providers of the implementation
(March 2023), and the inclusion of SWYC screening reminders into daily team huddle
announcements at the start of clinic sessions (April 2023). We had several other educational
interventions over the course of our project including a residency-wide presentation and
additional instructional emails in June 2023. In July 2023, a new group of pediatric residents
started the program at Mount Sinai Hospital and were educated during their orientation about

utilizing the developmental screening workflow (Figure 3).
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Figure 3: Run Chart: the SWYC Performance Trend, Annotated with Major Events.

Compliance with use of SWYC Developmental Screening at Well Child visits (8 to 33 months)
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Data Collection and Analysis:
After launching the SWYC in November 2022, our team members started manually tracking the
rate of SWYC performance. Subsequently, we secured access to an automated report which
included patient demographics (name, medical record number, birthdate, preferred language, and
insurance coverage), as well as well-child visit date, age at visit, visit provider SWYC score and
assessment and presence and date of any social worker referral. This report was sent to QI team
members in an Excel spreadsheet on a monthly basis to allow for auditing of our process and
outcomes and plan and implement improvement strategies.

Using the extracted Excel spreadsheet extracted by the IT team, we evaluated whether there

was a significant difference in SWYC performance between patients with English as their

10


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926; this version posted January 30, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

primary language and those whose preferred language was not English. . Non-English primary
language was defined based on the preferred language recorded in Epic, which is entered by
patients either through the patient portal or onsite during registration. A Chi-square test was
conducted using R software to analyze the data.

Secondary Outcome Data Collection and Analysis:

After implementing the SWYC and assessing the completion rates of screening questionnaires,
we began to evaluate its secondary impact on patients, specifically focusing on referrals to social
workers for EI. In our general pediatrics clinic, the workflow includes a designated social worker
to initiate the EI referral process for any patients with concern for developmental delay.

We collected data from before and after the implementation of the SWYC to evaluate whether
the rate of SW referrals (used as a proxy for EI referrals) changed significantly after the
standardization of developmental screening. We extracted monthly Excel data provided by the IT
team for two periods: pre-SWYC (April 2022 to November 2022) and post-SWYC (April 2023
to November 2023), when more than 50% of eligible patients underwent SWYC monthly. We
excluded patients for whom a SW referral had already been made prior to the encounter, as
including those patients would not accurately reflect referrals due to our interventions because
each visit's data in the Excel sheet only recorded the first date of a SW referral, which could have
led to an overestimation of referral rates if the same patient visited the clinic multiple times. We
calculated the number of new SW referrals divided by the total number of eligible patient
encounters per month. We hypothesized that implementing a standardized screening tool would
not significantly increase SW referral rates to EI services and assessed this using a Chi-square

test in R.

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926; this version posted January 30, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Results

Result 1: SWYC Performance Rate

Before implementation, the baseline SWYC screening rate was 0%. Compliance with screening
was plotted on an annotated run chart showing incremental success resulting from our
interventions (Figure 3). Shifts of 8 points above initial and subsequent median lines, allowed for
multiple recalculations of the median rates: from 16% (Nov 2022-Jan 2023), to 37.5% (Feb
2023-Apr 2023), to 64.5% (May 2023-Jul 2023), and finally to 77% (Aug 2023-Oct 2023).

Compliance first exceeded our goal of 50% four months after the implementation of the SWYC.

Result 2: Equitable Screening Practices for English Primary Speakers and Non-English
Primary Speakers

A Chi-square test conducted using R software yielded a p-value of 0.13 (Odds Ratio 1.27, 95%
confidence interval 0.93-1.72), indicating no significant difference in SWYC implementation
between English primary and non-English primary speakers. (Table 2) Thus, we achieved the
project's goal of ensuring equitable screening practices for both English-speaking patients and
those for whom English is not the primary language.

Table 2: Comparison of SWYC Performance Between English Primary and Non-English
Primary Speakers from April to November 2023, and Their Significance

SWYC SWYC P
Performed | Non-Performed
English speaker (2023 Apr-Nov) 1219 405 0.13
Non-English primary speaker (2023 Apr-Nov) 173 73

Result 3: Social Worker Referral Rate

12
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Our EHR data collection also included tracking of social worker referrals. Figure 4 shows the
total SW referral rate from April to November for both 2022 (pre-SWYC) and 2023 (post-
SWYC). The pre-SWYC SW referral rate was 9.6%, and the post-SWYC referral rate increased
to 12.5%. The referral rate increased by 34%. The resulting p-value of 0.009 (OR=1.3, 95%
confidence interval: 1.1-1.7) indicates a statistically significant increase in referrals, supporting

the alternative hypothesis of an association. (Table 3).

Figure 4: Social Worker Referral Rate of Pre- and Post-SWYC implementation

Social Worker Referral Rate
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Table 3: Number of Social Worker (SW) Referrals Pre- and Post-SWYC from April to
November 2023, and the Fisher’s Exact Test P value.

Before SWYC (2022 Apr- After SWYC (2023 Apr-Nov) P
Nov)
SW Referral + 157 211 0.00854
SW Referral — 1484 1524

Discussion The AAP survey data revealed that 37% of pediatricians did not perform
developmental screenings, and 41% of their at-risk patients were not referred to EL.!! Due to the
improved therapy outcomes and better developmental progress associated with EI 37, early
identification of developmental delays through screening during well-child visits and connecting
children to EI services, such as occupational, physical, and speech therapy,* to enhance long-
term outcomes, is crucial. However, implementing a new developmental screening system within
a healthcare framework is complex due to the involvement of numerous stakeholders, such as
providers, nurses, medical assistants, administrative staff, IT teams, and patients and families.?¢
Challenges to success include limited time for patient encounters, the need for updating
professional knowledge, and the difficulty of integrating new practices into an existing culture
in clinical spaces.

Our team completed a preparatory phase involving extensive research and planning, followed
by collaboration with our institution’s EHR support team to integrate the SWYC screening
questionnaires into the EHR. This integration allowed for the official launch of our project, with
clinical screenings beginning in November 2022. Following the initial EHR setup, through
iterative PDCA cycles with numerous interventions we expanded the implemented new
screening process to all general pediatric providers in our clinic site. Interventions included
emails to all ambulatory providers, oral presentations, daily huddles, and verbal reminders,
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leading to a swift adaptation and a rapid increase in its use. We achieved our goal of over 50%
within four months of launch with equitable screening practices for both English-speaking
patients and those for whom English is not the primary language. Following the implementation
of SWYC, the referral rate to social workers increased by 34%.

The success of our QI project can likely be attributed to the system's ease of use, seamless
integration into the EHR (eliminating the need for paper forms or manual entry), a practical
scoring system that provides both scores and management recommendations, and early buy-in
from stakeholders. We surmise that the increase in EI referrals is due to the practical scoring and
management recommendations integrated with the SWYC in our EHR. These features support
clinicians' judgment based on history taking and patient observation, potentially increasing their
confidence in referring patients to EI.

There are several limitations in this study. We cannot state as a fact that all the social work
referrals were exclusively for EI referrals since other needs also arise - for example, housing
concerns, and food insecurity. However, based on a review of the practice’s social work
referrals, we know that most referrals for children aged 03 years were for EI evaluations, and
our clinic’s workflow, which includes a designated social worker to initiate the EI referral
process, makes this outcome a reliable proxy. For sustaining the project, it is crucial to continue
to reiterate the SWYC screening to clinicians and monitor screening performance rates to

improve compliance rates towards 100%.

Conclusions
A new validated developmental screening tool utilizing the SWYC was successfully

implemented in a busy residency continuity clinic and was seamlessly integrated into the EHR,
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allowing for objective scoring and interpretation. The utilization of this tool has likely enabled
the timely detection of developmental delays and enhanced the facilitation of appropriate
referrals to social workers for EI evaluations. Implementing a standardized developmental
screening system holds significant potential for improving developmental outcomes for children

in the U.S. and enhancing care equity through an objective scoring and assessment system.

References

1. Zablotsky B, Black LI, Maenner MJ, et al. Prevalence and Trends of Developmental
Disabilities among Children in the United States: 2009-2017. Pediatrics.
2019;144(4):e20190811. doi:10.1542/peds.2019-0811

2. Education Department. Early Intervention Program for Infants and Toddlers With Disabilities.
Published September 28, 2011. Accessed December 7, 2024.
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2011/09/28/2011-22783/early-intervention-program-
for-infants-and-toddlers-with-disabilities

3. Center on the Developing Child at Harvard University. The Foundations of Lifelong Health
Are Built in Early Childhood. Published 2010. Accessed December 7, 2024.
https://harvardcenter.wpenginepowered.com/wp-content/uploads/2010/05/Foundations-of-
Lifelong-Health.pdf

4. American Speech-Language-Hearing Association. Roles and Responsibilities of Speech-
Language Pathologists in Early Intervention: Technical Report. Published 2008. Accessed
December 7, 2024. https://providerconnections.org/wp-
content/uploads/2021/08/SpeechTechnicalReport.pdf

5. Ward S. An investigation into the effectiveness of an early intervention method for delayed
language development in young children. Int J Lang Commun Disord. 1999;34(3):243-264.
doi:10.1080/136828299247405

6. Landa RJ, Holman KC, O'Neill AH, Stuart EA. Intervention targeting development of socially
synchronous engagement in toddlers with autism spectrum disorder: a randomized controlled
trial. J Child Psychol Psychiatry. 2011;52(1):13-21. doi:10.1111/5.1469-7610.2010.02288.x

7. WI Early. The Importance of Early Intervention for Infants and Toddlers with Disabilities and
their Families. Fact sheet prepared by National Early Childhood Technical Assistance Center
(NECTAC). Published April 2011. Accessed December 7, 2024.
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED522123.pdf

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926; this version posted January 30, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

8. Lipkin PH, Macias MM. Promoting Optimal Development: Identifying Infants and Young
Children With Developmental Disorders Through Developmental Surveillance and Screening.
Pediatrics. 2020;145(1):¢20193449. doi:10.1542/peds.2019-3449

9. American Academy of Pediatrics. Developmental Surveillance and Screening in Patient Care.
Last Updated November 14, 2022. Accessed December 7, 2024. https://www.aap.org/en/patient-
care/developmental-surveillance-and-screening-patient-care/

10. Radecki L, Sand-Loud N, O'Connor KG, Sharp S, Olson LM. Trends in the use of
standardized tools for developmental screening in early childhood: 2002-2009. Pediatrics.
2011;128(1):14-19. doi:10.1542/peds.2010-2180

11. Lipkin PH, Macias MM, Baer Chen B, et al. Trends in Pediatricians' Developmental
Screening: 2002-2016. Pediatrics. 2020;145(4):€20190851. doi:10.1542/peds.2019-0851

12. Hirai AH, Kogan MD, Kandasamy V, Reuland C, Bethell C. Prevalence and Variation of
Developmental Screening and Surveillance in Early Childhood. JAMA Pediatr. 2018;172(9):857-
866. doi:10.1001/jamapediatrics.2018.1524

13. Mount Sinai Health System. The Cohen Center for Pediatric Comprehensive Care.
Accessed January 8, 2025. https://www.mountsinai.org/locations/cohen-center-pediatric-
comprehensive-care

14. Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai. Residencies & Fellowship Programs. Accessed
January 8, 2025. https://icahn.mssm.edu/education/residencies-fellowships/list/msh-pediatrics

15. Moser M, Miillner C, Ferro P, Albermann K, Jenni OG, von Rhein M. The role of well-child
visits in detecting developmental delay in preschool children. BMC Pediatr. 2023;23(1):180.
Published April 18, 2023. doi:10.1186/s12887-023-04005-1

16. Antonacci G, Lennox L, Barlow J, et al. Process mapping in healthcare: a systematic review.
BMC Health Serv Res. 2021;21(1):342. doi:10.1186/s12913-021-06254-1.

17. Institute for Healthcare Improvement. QI Toolkit: Flowchart. Accessed January 8, 2025.
https://www.ihi.org/sites/default/files/QIToolkit Flowchart.pdf

18. Institute for Healthcare Improvement. Cause and effect diagram. Accessed January 8, 2025.
https://www.ihi.org/resources/tools/cause-and-effect-diagram

19. Minnesota Department of Health. Fishbone diagram. Last Updated October 26, 2022.
Accessed January 8, 2025.
https://www.health.state.mn.us/communities/practice/resources/phqitoolbox/fishbone.html

20. Seattle Children's Hospital. What is a Key Driver Diagram? Accessed January 8, 2025.

https://www.seattlechildrens.org/globalassets/documents/healthcare-professionals/education/key-
driver-diagram-worksheet-2.0.docx

17


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926; this version posted January 30, 2025. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

21. Institute for Healthcare Improvement. Driver Diagram. Accessed January 8, 2025.
https://www.ihi.org/resources/tools/driver-diagram

22. Sheldrick RC, Marakovitz S, Garfinkel D, Carter AS, Perrin EC. Comparative Accuracy of
Developmental Screening Questionnaires. JAMA Pediatr. 2020;174(4):366-374.
doi:10.1001/jamapediatrics.2019.6000

23. Sheldrick RC, Perrin EC. Evidence-based milestones for surveillance of cognitive, language,
and motor development. Acad Pediatr. 2013;13(6):577-586. doi:10.1016/j.acap.2013.07.001

24. Tufts Medicine. The Survey of Well-being of Young Children. Accessed December 7, 2024.
https://www.tuftsmedicine.org/medical-professionals-trainees/academic-
departments/department-pediatrics/survey-well-being-young-children

25. New York State Department of Health. Early intervention. Last Updated January 2024.
Accessed January 8, 2025.
https://www.health.ny.gov/community/infants _children/early intervention/

26. Earls MF, Hay SS. Setting the stage for success: implementation of developmental and
behavioral screening and surveillance in primary care practice--the North Carolina Assuring
Better Child Health and Development (ABCD) Project. Pediatrics. 2006;118(1):e183-¢188.
doi:10.1542/peds.2006-0475

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2025.01.28.25320926
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

