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4. Research objectives

3. Research QUEStIOn **(R1)Qualitative study (interview analysis) to understand what drives
users to engage/disengage in the use/disuse of mHealth

***(R2)Development and validation of a theoretical and methodological
framework built around activity theory and the communicative
ecologies framework.

**(R3)Design Process Engagement Enhancement System (DECENT)
design approach
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* How can a user centric design process be developed to
positively influence user engagement in mHealth technologies?

4. R1(i) METHODOLOGY

el @chtice test

" e peODk’! app like also okay, ve

"
-...33. o appllcation we“ ital »
Wuvbvv\' oject engagement e p——
leplay

rymment Info atie

. | mHealth
Y application
Q Classifncation .of them_es into . | oo 2 “’"""""’“f engagement
tec.h.n|caI/soc10-techn|cal barriers and 7 ks | I - & Lackof encoursge ‘
facilitators 7 ockof encounes “*Early engage ot
:;2:: S % Cultural
dimensions
O Mapped themes onto the **Rewards % Perceived utility
components of the COM-B model %+Social s
connectedness

4. R2 ANALYTICAL FRAMEWORK 4. R3 DECENT DESIGN APPRAOCH
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The obijective isto find appropriate framework that will be built into DECENT Design Research Approach
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Activity Theory
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