
Introduction
Healthcare systems across industrialised countries 
have turned to integrating health and social services to 
address common challenges of providing appropriate, 
equitable and cost-effective care for growing numbers of 
older adults with complex needs [1, 2]. Models of com-
munity-based primary healthcare (CBPHC) in particular 
have proven effective in delivering a range of integrated 
health and social care services in local settings [3–5]. The 
international research project Implementing integrated 
care for older adults with complex health needs (iCoach) 
has developed an approach to case selection for identify-
ing innovative CBPHC-models and their specific (country) 
contexts, based on studies of integrated care [1, 6]. In 
many ways, this is similar to the taxonomy of integrated 

primary care developed by Valentijn and colleagues [7, 8]. 
However, the iCoach approach brings in context already 
at the stage of the research design and offers a tool kit for 
the systematic selection of cases that is: innovative mod-
els of CBPHM.

From the perspective of the literature on case study 
research, this is an interesting attempt to adopt a more 
standardised approach to selecting instrumental cases 
[9, 10]. The iCoach approach does so by defining a set of 
criteria for innovative CBPHC-models and their contexts, 
which any potential, new case has to meet. This is an exer-
cise of ensuring comparability between present and new 
cases as part of a quasi, multiple case design and follows 
the logic of literal replication [11]. The iCoach approach 
has emerged in close conjunction with case studies con-
ducted in Ontario, Québec and New Zealand [1, 12, 13], 
but applying the criteria to possible cases to a new juris-
diction can raise broader questions about the possibilities 
and limitations of a more standardised approach to case 
selection. We set out to maximise variation across juris-
dictions and applied the iCoach approach to Denmark, 
Compared to New Zealand, Ontario and Québec, social 
care and some primary healthcare services are well 
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integrated administratively at the level of local municipal-
ities as service providers, and Denmark is characterised by 
a relatively high level of horizontal integration.

Aim
The aim was to assess the possibilities and limitations 
of a more standardised approach to case selection based 
on literal replication using the iCoach approach as an 
example. We applied the approach to Denmark as a new 
jurisdiction, which differs in significant ways from the 
jurisdictions initially included in the iCoach project.

The structure of the article is as follows: in the back-
ground we outline the institutional and policy context of 
community-based primary care in Denmark. The section 
on theory and methods accounts for how we have adapted 
the case selection criteria initially developed by iCoach. 
The results offer an overview of the adapted methods of 
case selection and the cases selected. The discussion sum-
marises the different ways in which we have applied the 
iCoach approach and identifies broader implications for 
future research and practice.

Background
In the following, we account for the institutional and pol-
icy context of community-based primary care in Denmark. 
This is to identify the central ways in which the Danish 
healthcare system varies from those jurisdictions, which 
formed the basis for the iCoach approach to case selection.

Institutional and policy context of community-based 
primary care in Denmark
The Danish healthcare system is based on universal access 
and offers an extensive range of services that are mainly 
funded through taxation collected at national and local 
levels. The broader institutional context of the healthcare 
system is characterised by decentralisation and public 
corporatism [14]. The national level has overall governing 
responsibility, while operational responsibility for second-
ary and primary healthcare is decentralised and lies with 
the regions and municipalities. Social care services such 
as care of elderly and people with disability and commu-
nity mental health services are also highly decentralised 
and offered by municipalities [15]. National government, 
regions and municipalities are closely connected through 
a complex system of negotiations and agreements based 
on the principle of consensus.

A major administrative reform in 2007 changed the 
organisational landscape of the Danish healthcare system; 
it created larger municipalities, replaced 14 counties with 
five regions and redistributed responsibilities across lev-
els. Today, hospital services are provided by the regions 
while primary healthcare services are provided by general 
practitioners (GPs) and by the municipalities [16]. The 
municipalities also took on rehabilitation, disease preven-
tion and health promotion in addition to their existing 
responsibilities for health and social care services [17]. The 
high degree of municipal autonomy in Denmark makes 
for a relatively strong horizontal integration between 
social and health care services in administrative terms. In 
contrast, the increasing specialisation and centralisation 

of hospital services have highlighted weaknesses in the 
vertical integration of healthcare services in Denmark, 
which extends to general practice. Together, this is a dis-
tinct characteristic, also compared to the jurisdictions 
included in the iCoach project.

This is also the main focus of recent policy develop-
ments. They include mandatory healthcare agreements 
between municipalities and regions that outline patient 
pathways across health and social care services; they are 
based on a ‘contractual’ form of organisational integration 
and offer virtual connections across different levels [18]. 
Another significant development is the extensive prioriti-
sation of health and social services for older people. As 
part of the national budget agreement in 2014, the parties 
decided to strengthen elderly care in the municipalities on 
a long-term basis by setting aside 1 billion DKK (about 134 
million EUR) per year [19]. Initially municipalities had to 
apply for the funds, whereas the funds are now allocated 
to the municipalities according to a standard distribution 
formula. In 2016, this was complemented by a national 
action plan for older people with complex medical needs 
and the national budget agreements set side 1.2 billion 
DKK (over 160 million EUR) for the implementation of the 
plan between 2016 and 2019. The main aim of the plan 
is to reduce the number of hospital admissions and read-
missions and it focuses both on the hospital sector and 
primary care in the municipalities [16].

Taken together, these policy initiatives have targeted 
some of the weaknesses in the vertical integration of 
healthcare services in Denmark and they have supported 
municipalities to play a more active role in the healthcare 
system. Still, the dominant focus continues to be hospital-
centred; the underlying expectation is that the municipal-
ities close the gap between secondary and primary care 
by contributing to preventing hospital (re)admissions 
and decreasing the length of hospital stays especially for 
older people. This has also shaped the space available for 
models for integrated care in Denmark, which include 
follow-up home visits, care coordinators and specific ser-
vices for patients with chronic diseases. These models are 
typically either hospital based or disease specific and do 
not reflect the innovative features of CBPHC models in 
other countries.

One exception is the municipal intermediate care 
teams that provide home-based health care primarily to 
frail elders more broadly. In close collaboration with GPs 
and/or hospitals, nurses in the teams deliver specialised 
care such as starting and administering IV antibiotics or 
fluids; the nurses also deal with less specialised tasks and 
do so often in close collaboration with other health and 
social care staff in the municipality [20]. Like CBPHC mod-
els in New Zealand, Ontario and Québec these municipal 
intermediate care teams are organised very differently 
across municipalities, especially in terms of the collabora-
tion with the GPs and hospitals [20].

From above, the healthcare system in Denmark emerges 
as decentralised and governed by a form of public corpo-
ratism. The horizontal integration of health and social care 
in the municipalities is relatively strong, whereas the main 
challenge is the vertical integration between hospitals, 
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GPs and municipalities. This is the focus of recent policy 
initiatives and municipalities have introduced ‘intermedi-
ate care teams’, which can be defined as innovative CBPHC 
models based on the characteristics identified by Kuluski 
et al. [12] (collaboration, care provision to geographically 
defined population, patient-centeredness, care provision 
to older population). In the following, we discuss how we 
applied the iCoach approach to case selection in the spe-
cific institutional and policy context of Denmark. This will 
form the basis for identifying individual municipal inter-
mediate care teams as innovative CBPHC in Denmark.

Theory and Methods
The literature on case study research defines case selec-
tion as a process of purposefully identifying individual 
cases [11, 21, 22]. The ‘best’ case is the case from which 
one can learn most in relation to the research question 
of a given study [9]. This can include intrinsic case stud-
ies, where the case itself is of primary interest, and instru-
mental case studies, which illustrate theoretically based 
concepts or specific phenomena in particular ways [10]. 
Instrumental case studies may also include cases from dif-
ferent geographical areas to identify regional, institutional 
and cultural differences across cases [10, 23]. The iCoach 
approach is concerned with the selection of instrumental 
cases. Based on a review of the literature on implementing 
integrated care, the approach defines criteria for innova-
tive models integrating community-based primary care 
and their specific contexts at different levels. From the per-
spective of the literature on case study research, this offers 
a more standardised approach to case selection based on 
the logic of literal replication. According to Yin [11], the 
logic is related to the selection of multiple case studies 
and aims to ensure the ability to predict the same results. 
The iCoach approach defines criteria for innovative models 
of integrated CBPHC and their contexts, so that any new 
cases conform to the very same two sets of dimensions.

This is interesting as the literature typically discusses 
case selection in relation to the selection of individual or a 
small number of cases as part of multiple case studies [21, 
22, 24–26]. In contrast, the use of predefined selection 

criteria as part of the iCoach approach offers the possi-
bility of conducting a potentially much larger number of 
cases by independent groups of researchers, working at 
different points of time. This may form the foundation for 
a larger collection of cases from across different jurisdic-
tions. The use of such a collection is highly versatile. It is 
possible to put individual cases in a broader context to 
identify similarities and differences rooted in institutional 
contexts [23, 27]. It is also possible to use the cases for 
new and potentially very different multiple case stud-
ies. Applying such a more standardised approach to case 
selection to a new jurisdiction like Denmark, which varies 
from the original jurisdictions in significant ways, offers a 
unique opportunity to assess the possibilities and limita-
tions to standardising case selection based on the logic of 
literal replication.

Adapting case selection criteria
The iCoach approach to case selection applied two over-
all criteria: firstly, that models of CBPHC are innovative; 
and secondly, that there is maximum variation on relevant 
contexts among cases. Adapting these criteria to Denmark 
was important as the application of the adapted criteria 
formed the basis for identifying innovative intermediate 
care teams and their specific contexts.

Innovative models 
Table 1 below gives an overview, how we adapted the 
specific case selection criteria of innovative models to fit 
the Danish context.

A widespread approach to selecting innovative models 
is to focus on their relative success in terms of specific 
outcome measures. However, a key lesson underlying the 
iCoach approach to case selection is that this is difficult 
because stakeholders attach very different importance to 
specific outcome measures [12, 28]. Our search of grey lit-
erature at a national level confirms this and individual eval-
uations of municipal intermediate care teams in Denmark 
prioritise outcome measures in very different ways. While 
some evaluations almost exclusively focus on political 
goals such as reduced hospital admissions, readmissions 

Table 1: Case selection criteria of innovative models.

Original criteria Adapted criteria

1. Collaboration
(horizontal and vertical)

Vertical integration with hospitals and/or GPs

 - Effective contact and communication; supported by standardised referral 
 procedures, single contact points or shared assessment instruments

 - Clear distribution of responsibilities; based on formal agreements or strong 
informal relations

 - Mutual trust among providers; for example delegation of specialised medical 
tasks to intermediate care team

2. Care provision to geographically 
defined population

Intermediate care team provides care in municipality only; no blurring of 
geographical boundaries with collaboration with larger hospitals

3. Inclusion based on overall assessment 
of health and social care needs 

Intermediate care teams flexible in terms of tasks performed and inclusion not 
disease specific

4. Care provision for older people Exclusion of teams with primary or exclusive focus on patients with mental 
health problems 
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and cost effectiveness [29], others are more concerned with 
user satisfaction and improved care [30]. Evaluations focus-
ing on both types of measures show that intermediate 
teams generally improve care but do not reduce costs and 
in some cases may even increase costs [31, 32]. Defining 
success as financial outcome, runs the risk of overlooking 
intermediate care teams that improve continuity in care 
and increase user satisfaction. Instead, we followed the 
pragmatic rationality underlying the iCoach approach and 
defined innovative models as those models that have the 
potential to deliver optimal CBPHC to older adults with 
complex health and social needs. However, we had to adapt 
the four case selection criteria related to innovative models 
of CBPHC initially developed by the iCoach approach to fit 
the specific characteristics of the intermediate care teams 
in municipalities in Denmark [12].

Collaboration in innovative models 
The first specific case selection criteria related to munici-
pal intermediate care teams concerns collaboration; hori-
zontally between primary care and home and commu-
nity care and/or vertical collaboration between primary 
care with secondary or tertiary providers. We adapted 
this dimension and focused on vertical integration with 
hospitals and GPs. This is to reflect the specific institu-
tional context of the healthcare system in Denmark, where 
services are well integrated horizontally, but where verti-
cal integration between primary and secondary health-
care services continues to be fraught with challenges [33]. 
Intermediate care teams in Denmark are innovative, when 
they integrate care across municipalities, GPs and hospi-
tals. Drawing on international studies and national grey 
literature, we specifically defined vertical integration as 
follows. First, contact between primary care and second-
ary care providers should be effective and supported by 
standardised referral procedures, single contact points or 
shared assessment instruments [3, 5, 32, 34]. Second, the 
responsibilities of the primary and secondary care pro-
viders, including their collaborative interfaces, should be 
unambiguous, and preferably included in formal agree-
ments or based on strong informal relations between 
healthcare providers at the clinical level [3]. Finally, 
mutual trust among health care providers should be high. 
Specifically, hospitals and GPs should trust municipal care 
providers to be qualified to deliver more specialised care 
and thus delegate medical tasks such as specialised IV 
antibiotic treatment or fluids in home settings [35].

Population of innovative models 
The second specific case selection criteria related to munic-
ipal intermediate care teams is about care provision to a 
geographically defined population. It is easy to apply this 
dimension in a Danish context, where the intermediate 
teams are municipality-based and therefore naturally only 
cover the population within this area. There may be some 
grey zones, where services are strongly integrated with 
larger hospitals that cover two or more municipalities.

Inclusion in innovative models 
The third specific case selection criteria related to munici-
pal intermediate care teams concerns person-centredness, 

that is inclusion based on overall assessment of health and 
social care needs. This is more distinct in the context of 
Denmark because some of municipal intermediate teams 
are disease-specific and have a focus on particular chronic 
diseases such as diabetes, chronic obstructive pulmonary 
disease or mental illness [36]. Other teams are more per-
son-centred and target a broader population. Here the 
emphasis is on being flexible about the tasks performed 
and including patients based on an assessment of their 
overall needs rather than any specific needs at the point 
of access to services [20, 37].

Target group of innovative models 
The fourth and final specific case selection criteria 
related to municipal intermediate care teams is about 
care  provision for older people. This group typically has 
 complex health and social needs and it is easy to adapt 
the criteria to Denmark. This group is the key concern 
of recent policy developments and this has triggered the 
emergence of a wide range of local initiatives targeting this 
specific population; there are many local models meeting 
this particular criterion. However, this excludes a smaller 
but growing number of models of integration that target 
primarily or exclusively people with mental illness [38]. 
Here the same issue of overall vertical integration is at play, 
but the health and social care providers involved are very 
different. Inclusion of these models might introduce varia-
tion into the study of the implementation, that lies outside 
the scope of the iCoach approach to case selection.

Contexts 
Together, these adapted iCoach case selection criteria 
describe Danish municipal intermediate care teams that 
have potential to deliver successful CBPHC to older adults 
with complex needs. The other overall case selection cri-
teria relate to the contexts of municipal intermediate care 
teams, and cases need to be selected that offer sufficient 
insights on how different contexts promote or challenge 
implementation of these models. For an overview of the 
selection criteria relating to the contexts of innovative 
models see Table 2 below.

We followed the rationale underlying the iCoach 
approach and prioritised models with maximum context 
variation located on ‘the margins not the mainstream’ 
[12]. Since all municipal intermediate teams are part in 
the same jurisdiction, system level factors such as over-
all funding, provision and governance of the health and 
social care system are the same for all innovative models. 
We therefore focussed on contexts at organisational, pro-
fessional and clinical levels. Contexts at these levels vary 
greatly between models and this can be expected to affect 
the process of implementing the municipal intermediate 
teams [39]. Our systematic literature search and contact 
to key stakeholder in municipalities revealed several key 
contexts and translated this into six case selection criteria.

Contexts at organisational level 
These contexts of innovative models includes tangible fea-
tures such as organisational size, resources and geography 
but also less tangible features such as readiness for change 
[40, 41]. For the purpose of selecting cases, we chose to 
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focus on the former as this was most realistic in light of 
the time and funding constraints of the scoping study. 
Further, Evans et al. [40] find that there are close relation-
ships between tangible and non tangible features (e.g. 
between resources and readiness for change). Maximising 
variation on tangible features also helps getting at least 
some variation on intangible features. Organisational size 
was the first specific case selection criteria related to con-
texts at organisational levels and we defined this as the of 
innovative models is size of municipality and more specif-
ically population size. Resources were the second criteria, 
which we defined as municipal resources; this included 
health and social care resources both in absolute terms 
and per capita. Population size can be expected to affect 
how strong the demand for implementation of CBPHC 
is [20], while level of resources can both inhibit or pro-
mote implementation of these models [41, 42]. Concern-
ing geography as the third criteria of the organisational 
level of contexts, we included two adapted criteria. In the 
Danish context, the distance between network members 
and specifically proximity between hospitals and GPs is 
particularly important. This reflects the specific organi-
sational landscape of the health and social care services, 
where the vertical integration between healthcare sectors 
is weak, while the horizontal integration between health 
and social care in the municipalities is much stronger. We 
saught to maximise variation based on distance to closest 
hospital and GP accessibility defined as the average num-
ber of enrolled patients per GP in the municipality [43]. 
This is closely related to other adapted criteria, location 
of municipality, which can be in either an urban or a rural 
area. We also selected models across different regions in 
Denmark. The regions are responsible for hospital services 
and have specific strategies for developing these services 
including integration with both municipalities and GPs. 
These strategies are the result of the negotiations of 
healthcare agreements at the regional level.

Contexts at professional level 
Concerning important contexts at this level, both the 
international and national literature identify the degree 
of cooperation between inter-organisational network 
participants prior to implementing healthcare models [37, 
39, 41, 42]. Models building on existing relationships tend 
to have greater success in implementation, although these 
relationships may also hinder implementation of individ-
ual elements of the model [39]. We used prior co-opera-
tion among providers as the fourth specific case selection 
criteria and aimed for maximum variation to understand 
how these local relationships affect implementation. 
Another context at the professional level was the degree 
of inter-professional teamwork within the municipalities. 
Some municipal intermediate care teams in Denmark 
are multidisciplinary while others are mono-professional 
[20, 37]. Existing multi-disciplinary team work was the 
fifth specific case selection criteria and variation was 
expected to affect implementation in terms of how the 
models are framed to match professional interests.

International studies say less about contexts at the clini-
cal level. The search of grey literature at the national level 
also offered no real insights into which contexts might be 
relevant at this level. We therefore chose to maximise vari-
ation in terms of the other contexts we identified at the 
organisational and professional levels. However, this does 
not mean contexts at the clinical level do not have any 
effect, but we did not have any knowledge about potential 
effects prior to our analysis and we could not select cases 
based on contexts at the clinical level.

Results
Adapting methods of case selection
Based on the adapted case selection criteria, the next step 
was to identify local models of municipal intermediate 
care teams meeting the criteria. We began by using tradi-
tional methods of case selection and searched databases. 

Table 2: Case selection criteria of contexts of innovative models.

Original criteria Adapted criteria 

Organisational level

1. Organizational size Size of municipality

 - Population size 

2. Resources Municipal resources

 - Expenditure on health and social care; both absolute and per capita

3. Geography Proximity to hospitals and GPs

 - Distance to closest hospital

 - Average number of enrolled patients per GP

Location of municipality

 - Urban or rural

 - Relevant region 

Professional level

4. Prior co-operation among providers Relative strength of existing co-operation; for example formed through earlier 
 intersectoral projects

5. Existing multidisciplinary team work Degree of existing inter-professional teamwork; such as strategic recruitment 
of specialised nurses, employment of practitioner consultant
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We then widened our search to include grey literature. 
However, we only found a small number of local models 
that had been evaluated; the evaluations also focused on 
issues of the design and the outcomes of the local models, 
whereas the concern for context remained largely implicit 
[30, 31, 37]. Further, these models represented typical 
cases with low potential for identifying rich context data.

We therefore followed the more pragmatic methods of 
case selection developed as part of the iCoach approach. 
This meant drawing primarily on knowledge and exper-
tise from key stakeholders to identify models of CBPHC 
‘on the margins and not the mainstream’ [12]. Specifically 
we contacted both government agencies and relevant 
interest organisations with comprehensive knowledge of 
integrated networks in community based primary care. 
These included the Board of Health (Sundhedsstyrelsen) 
and the Ministry of Health at government level as well 
as the Association of Municipalities (Kommunernes 
Landsforening) and Regions (Danske Regioner), the 
Professional Association of General Practitioners 
(Praktiserende Lægerns Organisation) and Nurses (Dansk 
Sygepleje Råd) as interest groups. The public corporat-
ist nature of the Danish healthcare system gives these 
actors key roles in health policy and governance, and 
as informal sources they gave us valuable knowledge of 
diverse or even extreme cases, which were not identified 
in the available literature. Our informants also pointed 
to other potential informants with knowledge of specific 
municipal intermediate care teams.

Following the importance of informal sources high-
lighted in the iCoach approach [12], we used this snowball-
ing method to identify potentially interesting models for 
case selection. We explored individual local models by con-
ducting information interviews with local informants and 
collecting additional information from official documents. 

We used this as a basis for writing short case descriptions 
to account for the individual innovative models and their 
contexts according to the specific case selection criteria 
outlined in the previous section. This resulted in a list of 
five local models that were easily comparable and that 
offered an informed basis for the final case selection.

Selecting cases for implementation study
Applying the adapted case selection criteria and methods 
resulted in the selection of three intermediate care teams 
located in the municipalities of Aarhus, Slagelse and 
Varde respectively; the underlying rationale was to max-
imise variation in terms of models and contexts. The three 
cases all fulfil the criteria for innovative models of CBPHC 
but vary greatly in terms of the organisation of vertical 
integration and the contexts the models are embedded in.

Innovative models  
Table 3 gives on overview of the cases based on the case 
selection criteria related to innovative models.

Vertical integration in innovative models  
All three cases are characterised by strong vertical inte-
gration with hospitals or GPs. The focus and organisation 
of the integrational ties with either hospitals or GPs vary 
greatly among the municipal intermediate care teams in 
Denmark. This reflects the general challenges associated 
with vertical service integration together with the highly 
decentralised nature of the health and social care system in 
Denmark. In Aarhus, the local model of integration is hos-
pital based and the intermediate care team has strong ties 
with the hospital based geriatric team; this includes stand-
ardised referral procedures, a single point of contact and 
shared assessment instruments. Formal agreements on the 
distribution of responsibilities and relatively high levels of 

Table 3: Selection criteria of municipal intermediate care teams – innovative models.

AARHUS SLAGELSE VARDE

Hospital-based model of integration Institutionally supported GP-based model 
of integration

Informally supported GP-based model of 
integration

Strong integration with hospital 
geriatric team

Strong integration with GPs Strong integration with GPs

Standardised referral procedures, single 
point of contact, shared assessment 
instruments

Formal agreements on distribution of 
responsibility; relatively high mutual 
trust (core tasks) 

Standardised referral procedures, single 
point of contact, shared assessment 
instruments

No formal agreements, but strong 
 informal relations supported by 
 municipal GP; high mutual trust 
(extensive delegation of medical tasks)

Standardised referral procedures, single 
point of contact

No formal agreements, informal relations 
informally supported over long period 
of time; high mutual trust (extensive 
delegation of medical tasks) 

Care provision for people living 
in municipality

Care provision for people living 
in municipality 

Care provision for people living 
in municipality

Focus on complex needs, may include 
more or less specialised health and social 
care services

Focus on acute care needs and complex 
health and social care needs (outside 
existing municipal health and social 
care system)

Focus on acute care needs and needs for 
specialised health care

Frail elders with comorbidity as primary 
target group

Elderly people with complex needs as 
main target group

Elderly people and people with 
 comorbidity as principal target group
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mutual trust further support integration. The integration 
with GP services is more moderate with no formal agree-
ments in place and uneven levels of trust between the 
intermediate care teams and the GPs. Conversely, the local 
models of integration in Slagelse and Varde are GP-based 
and the intermediate care teams have stronger ties with GP 
practices. This includes standardised referral procedures 
and a single point of contact in both cases and addition-
ally use of shared assessment instruments in the case of 
the Slagelse. There are no formal agreements, but strong 
informal relations ensure a clear distribution of responsi-
bilities and this is supported in different ways. In Slagelse 
support is institutionalised in form of a GP employed by 
the municipalities, whereas the support in Varde is infor-
mal and rooted in a history of close cross-sectoral ties. Fur-
ther, both cases have extensive delegation of medical tasks 
from GPs to the nurses in the intermediate teams, which 
indicates high levels of mutual trust.

Population of innovative models  
The three intermediate care teams only provide services to 
people living in the respective municipality and thus fulfil 
the case selection criteria care provision to geographically 
defined population.

Inclusion in innovative models  
The same applies, to the selection criteria inclusion based 
on overall assessment of health and social care need. The 
teams have an overall focus on more acute and  complex 
needs and remain flexible in terms of the particular 
services delivered, while the specific inclusion criteria 
 differ somewhat.

Target group of innovative models  
Care provision for older people is the main concern of all 
three teams. The teams in both Aarhus and Varde also pro-
vide home care to other groups such as cancer patients.

In summary, selected intermediate care teams in Aarhus, 
Slagelse and Varde meet the adapted criteria for case selec-
tion related to innovative models of CBPHC. There is some 
variation of local models of integration based on either 
hospitals or GPs, but all three cases have the potential 
for delivering optimal care to older adults with complex 
needs. This offers a strong basis for studying the imple-
mentation of models of CBPHC in a Danish setting.

Context  
As Table 4 below shows, the intermediate care teams are 
part of three very different municipalities and this offers 
a solid basis for analysing how contexts at organisational 
and professional levels affect implementation.

Organisational level of contexts  
Firstly, the size of municipality varies greatly; Aarhus is 
the second largest municipality in Denmark and Slagelse 
is one of the larger ones, while Varde is one the small-
est municipalities in the country. In broad terms, and 
secondly, this is reflected in municipal resources. Thirdly, 
there are also interesting differences in the proximity 
to hospitals and GPs. This is high all around for Aarhus, 

which has the country’s largest hospital and where the 
number of patients per GP and the age of GPs is below 
average. Proximity is lower in the other two cases with 
medium proximity to GPs and high to low proximity to 
hospitals. Slagelse has a smaller hospital, whereas the 
nearest hospital in Varde is located 30–50 km away. These 
variations, fourthly, are also related to the location of 
municipality. Aarhus covers mainly urban areas, Slagelse 
a mix of urban and rural areas, while Varde emcompasses 
large rural areas. The three municipalities are also part of 
three different regions.

Professional level of context  
Fifthly, there are different patterns of prior co-operation 
among providers. There are strong ties in Aarhus that 
have evolved from many cross sectoral projects between 
municipal health care providers and the geriatric hospital 
ward. In Slagelse, there are fairly strong ties with selected 
GP practices based on a well-functioning programme of 
follow-up home visits. The picture is similar in Varde, 
where strong ties with GPs exist but only in relation to 
individual care trajectories. Finally and sixthly, across 
the three municipalities existing multidisciplinary team 
work builds on a combination of specialist nurses, nurses 
and nurse assistants. In Slagelse, a GP employed full time 
by the municipality supports the team with additional 
liaising.

Discussion
The iCoach approach to case selection aims to identify 
innovative models of CBPHC and their specific contexts 
to support implementation and scaling-up. From the 
perspective of the literature on case study research, this 
is an interesting attempt to adopt a more standardised 
approach to selecting cases based on the logic of literal 
replication. The iCoach approach has emerged in close 
conjunction with (country-) specific case studies and the 
aim of the paper was to assess the possibilities and limi-
tations of standardising case selection by applying the 
approach to a new jurisdiction. We thus maximised vari-
ation across jurisdictions by selecting Denmark, which 
is characterised by a distinct combination of strong 
horizontal but weak vertical integration.

The distinct characteristics of the institutional and 
policy context of the health care system in Denmark had 
significant ramifications for applying the predefined 
selection criteria of the iCoach approach. This required 
redefining the first criteria of collaboration and adding 
sub-criteria to take account of the particular characteris-
tics of municipal intermediate care teams and the ways 
in which they vertically integrated with hospitals and/or 
GPs. The redefinition was also necessary, as the other selec-
tion criteria applied equally across all intermediate care 
teams and did not offer any lever to discriminate among 
individual teams as possible cases. We also had to redefine 
the case selection criteria related to the contexts of inno-
vative models. The iCoach approach initially identified 
contexts at four levels, whereas we included only two. The 
political-administrative level is less relevant in Denmark; 
the country has a unitary state and the local models of 
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intermediate care teams thus belong to the same jurisdic-
tion. Based on the international and national literature it 
was also difficult to specify relevant variations of contexts 
at the level of practice that could be formulated as case 
selection criteria. Concerning the two remaining levels 
of contexts, we also here developed specific definitions 
that reflected the peculiarities of the healthcare system 
in Denmark. We focused on the tangible dimensions of 
contexts at the organisational level and included four case 
selection criteria, while we captured contexts at the pro-
fessional level through two specific case selection criteria.

Applying the iCoach approach to case selection to 
Danish CBPHC involved much more than merely adapting 
the predefined selection criteria for innovative models of 
CBPHC and their contexts; it required redefining several 
selection criteria to capture the distinct characteristics 
of the institutional and policy context of the health care 
system in Denmark. This points to some limitations of a 
more standardised approach to selecting cases based on 

the logic of literal replication, which we discuss in more 
detail below.

The process of redefining the initial selection criteria 
of the iCoach approach also revealed a second level of 
case selection. Selecting cases at the organisational level 
in the new jurisdiction, required assessing how the insti-
tutional and policy contexts of the health care system in 
Denmark compared to those of the initial three jurisdic-
tions included in the iCoach project. This turned out to 
be an exercise of indirect case selection at the systems 
level. A distinct feature of the iCoach approach is that 
the criteria for case selection include but go beyond the 
system level, reflecting a ‘whole systems’ approach [44]. 
This is otherwise the typical level for case selections in 
cross-country comparative research designs [45]. In this 
way, the case selection of innovative models of CBPHM 
and their contexts builds on coherence between the dif-
ferent dimensions of the approach (the model on the 
one hand and the context on the other). Our analysis 

Table 4: Selection criteria of municipal intermediate care teams – contexts of innovative models.

Case selection criteria AARHUS SLAGELSE VARDE

Hospital-based model of 
integration

Institutionally supported 
GP-based model of integration

Informally supported 
GP-based model of integration

Organisational level

1. Size of municipality Second largest municipality 
in Denmark;

population of 340 4211

One of larger municipalities 
in Denmark;

population of 78 9681

One of smallest municipality 
in Denmark;

population of 50 3011

2. Municipal resources 1 410 981 000 DKK2 398 750 000 DKK2 244 780 000 DKK2

3. Proximity to hospitals  
and GPs

High for both hospital 
and GPs

Largest hospital in Denmark 
located in municipality

Average number of patient pr. 
GP less than 1,600; less than 
one third of GPs older than 60 

High for hospital, medium 
for GPs

Smaller hospital located in 
municipality

Average number of patient pr. 
GP between 1,600 and 1699; 
up to 39 per cent GPs older 
than 60 

Low for hospital, medium 
for GPs

Nearest hospital located in 
30–50 km radius

Average number of patient pr. 
GP less than 1,600; more than 
one third of GPs older than 
60; long distance in more 
rural areas as geographically 
large municipality

4. Location of municipality Mainly urban areas

Part of Central Denmark 
Region

Urban and rural areas

Part of Region Sealand

Large rural areas

Part of Southern Denmark 
Region

Professional level

5. Prior co-operation 
among providers

Strong ties

Many cross sectoral projects 
between municipal health-
care providers and geriatric 
hospital ward

Selected, fairly strong ties

Well-functioning follow-up 
home visits between munici-
pal healthcare providers and 
some GP practices

Individual, strong ties

No specific programme for 
building ties, but do exist 
in relation to individual 
care trajectories

6. Existing multidisciplinary 
team work

Team of specialist nurses with 
5+ years experience, nurses 
and nurse assistants

Team of specialist nurses with 
relevant experience, nurses 
and nurse assistants; munici-
pal GP offers further liaising 

Team of specialist nurses with 
relevant experience, nurses 
and nurse assistants

Notes:
1 Figures from 2017; Statistics Denmark, StatBank Denmark: FOLKA: FOLK1A: POPULATION AT THE FIRST DAY OF THE QUARTER BY 
REGION, SEX, AGE AND MARITAL STATUS. (http://www.statistikbanken.dk/statbank5a/SelectVarVal/Define.asp?MainTable=FOLK1
A&PLanguage=1&PXSId=0&wsid=cftree).
2 Figures from 2017; Statistics Denmark, StatBank Denmark: REGK11: MUNICIPALITY ACCOUNTS (DKK 1,000) BY REGION, MAIN 
ACCOUNT, DRANST AND KIND. (http://www.statistikbanken.dk/10188).

http://www.statistikbanken.dk/statbank5a/SelectVarVal/Define.asp?MainTable=FOLK1A&PLanguage=1&PXSId=0&wsid=cftree
http://www.statistikbanken.dk/statbank5a/SelectVarVal/Define.asp?MainTable=FOLK1A&PLanguage=1&PXSId=0&wsid=cftree
http://www.statistikbanken.dk/10188
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demonstrates that there is a tension between coherence 
within the individual country case and coherence across 
country cases. This is a salient tension in case study 
research between the focus on the individual case on the 
one hand and the comparative approach, which looks 
across cases [22, 46].

The iCoach approach demonstrates a commitment to 
taking context seriously and to bringing it in early on, 
already as part of the process of case selection. This is 
important because context is highly relevant for under-
standing local differences in implementation processes 
[27]. However, our analysis revealed that there are some 
limits to boxing in context by applying a more standard-
ised approach to selecting multiple cases based on pre-
defined criteria. Overall, the iCoach approach travelled 
well; the individual dimensions of innovative models 
and their contexts were broad enough to have clear reso-
nance with the case of Denmark. However, identifying 
the underlying, specific conditions for the implementa-
tion of the particular, local models of innovative inter-
mediary care teams required detailed redefinitions of 
individual dimensions.

The possibilities and limitations of the iCoach approach 
as an example of a more standardised approach to case 
selection reflect a trade-off between the general and the 
particular, which is salient in case study research [9, 10]. 
The iCoach approach offers the possibility of collecting 
broadly comparable cases of innovative models of CBPHC 
across different jurisdictions. The iCoach approach further 
underpins this: by defining innovative models in terms of 
their potential to deliver optimal care; by identifying such 
models especially based on informal sources; and by select-
ing cases from a range of contexts within individual juris-
dictions [1, 12, 27]. In contrast, the analysis of underlying, 
specific conditions of implementing individual innovative 
models of CBPHC, requires a more interactive approach to 
selecting either a single or multiple cases. This is in line 
with Yin’s [11] observation that literal replication builds 
on the results individual cases produce and how these 
results compare to those of other cases. This always also 
includes the possibility that individual cases challenge the 
initial theoretical propositions and require a revision of 
selection criteria. These feedback loops are crucial for pro-
ducing context-specific insights into the implementation 
of innovative models of CBPHC. This ensures that insights 
have high relevance for managers and professionals work-
ing with strengthening the integration of CBPHC.

Conclusion
Our study has important implications for future research 
and practice related to identifying innovative models of 
CBHC and their contexts. When researchers apply the 
iCoach approach and similar approaches offering more 
standardised case selection based on literal replication, 
they need to be clearer about the specific purpose of the 
case selection. Is this about identifying broadly compara-
ble, innovative models of CBPHC? Or is this about iden-
tifying specific, underlying conditions for implementing 
innovative models? This distinction is also highly relevant 
from a practice perspective. The feedback loops built 
into a more interactive approach to case selection ensure 

applicability. This means that the insights into the imple-
mentation of innovative models of CBPHC are sensitive to 
local and national contexts.

Acknowledgements
The research presented in this paper was funded by 
Helsefonden, Denmark. We would like to thank experts 
at national, regional and local levels for making time 
available for information interviews. We would also like 
to thank Walter Wodchis, Tim Tenbensel, Mylaine Breton, 
Toni Ashton and Kerry Kuluski from the original iCoach 
project for sharing their insights and experiences with us 
and for commenting on earlier drafts of this paper.

Reviewers
Carolyn Steele Gray, MA PhD., Scientist, Bridgepoint 
 Collaboratory for Research and Innovation, Canada.

Viktoria Stein, PhD., Director of Education and Training, 
International Foundation for Integrated Care, UK.

Competing Interests
The authors have no competing interests to declare.

References
 1. Breton, M, Gray, CS, Sheridan, N, Shaw, J, 

Parsons, J, Wankah, P, Kenealy, T, Baker, R, 
Belzine, L, Coutier, Y, Dennis, JL and Wodchis, 
WP. Implementing Community Based Primary 
Healthcare for Older Adults with Complex Needs 
in Quebec, Ontario and New-Zealand: Describing 
Nine Cases. Int J Integr Care, 2017; 17(2): 1–14. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2506

 2. Gröne, O and Garcia-Barbero, M. Integrated care: 
a position paper of the WHO European Office for 
Integrated Health Care Services. Int J Integr Care, 
2001; 1: 1–9. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.28

 3. Kodner, DL. Whole-system approaches to health 
and social care partnerships for the frail elderly: 
an exploration of North American models and 
lessons. Health & Social Care in the Commu-
nity, 2006; 14(5): 384–390. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2524.2006.00655.x

 4. Kodner, DL and Kyriacou, CK. Fully integrated 
care for frail elderly: two American models. Int J 
Integr Care, 2000; 1(1): 1–19. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.5334/ijic.11

 5. Wodchis, WP, Dixon, A, Anderson, GM and 
Goodwin, N. Integrating care for older people 
with complex needs: key insights and lessons 
from a seven-country cross-case analysis. Int J 
Integr Care, 2015; 15: 1–14. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.5334/ijic.2249

 6. Tenbensel, T, Miller, F, Breton, M, Couturier, 
Y, Morton-Chang, F, Ashton, T, Sheridan, 
N, Peckhan, A, Williams, AP, Kenealy, T and 
Wodchis, W. How do Policy and Institutional 
Settings Shape Opportunities for Community-
Based Primary Health Care? A Comparison of 
Ontario, Quebec and New Zealand. Int J Integr 
Care, 2017; 17(2): 13, 1–15. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.5334/ijic.2514

https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2506
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.28
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2524.2006.00655.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2524.2006.00655.x
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.11
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.11
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2249
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2249
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2514
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2514


Madsen et al: Implementing Integrated Community-Based Primary HealthcareArt. 3, page 10 of 11  

 7. Valentijn, PP, Vrijhoef, HJM, Ruwaard, D, 
Boesveld, I, Arends, RY and Bruijnzeels, MA. 
Towards an international taxonomy of integrated 
primary care: a Delphi consensus approach. BMC 
Family Practice, 2015; 16(64): 1–15. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1186/s12875-015-0278-x

 8. Valentijn, PP, Biermann, C and Bruijnzeels, MA. 
Value-based integrated (renal) care: setting a devel-
opment agenda for research and implementation 
strategies. BMC Family Practice, 2016; 16(330): 1–11. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-016-1586-0

 9. Stake, RE. The art of case study research. Thousand 
Oaks: Sage; 1995.

 10. Stake, RE. Qualitative case studies. In Denzin, 
NK and Lincoln, YS (eds.), The SAGE Handbook of 
Qualitative Research. Thousand Oaks, Calif.: Sage 
Publications. 2005. 443–466.

 11. Yin, RK. Case study research and applications. 
Design and methods; 2018. Thousand Oaks: Sage.

 12. Kuluski, K, Sheridan, N, Kenealy, T, Breton, M, 
McKillop, A, Shaw, J, Nie, JX, Ross, EGU, Baker, 
GR and Wodchis, WP. “On the Margins and Not 
the Mainstream:” Case Selection for the Imple-
mentation of Community Based Primary Health 
Care in Canada and New Zealand. Int J Integr Care, 
2017; 17(2): 1–4. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/
ijic.2501

 13. Wodchis, WP, Ashton, T, Baker, GR, Sheridan, 
N, Kuluski, K, McKillop, A, Miller, FS, Parson, J 
and Kenealy, T. A Research Program on Implement-
ing Integrated Care for Older Adults with Complex 
Health Needs (iCOACH): An International Collabora-
tion. Int J Integr Care, 2018; 18(2): 11. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.5334/ijic.4160

 14. Magnussen, J, Vrangbaek, K and Saltman, R. 
Introduction: The Nordic model of health care. In 
Magnussen, J, Vrangbæk, K and Saltman, R (eds.), 
Nordic Health Care Systems: Recent Reforms And 
Current Policy Challenges, 2009; 1–23. Berkshire, 
UK: McGraw-Hill Education.

 15. Ministry of Finance. Tasks for the municipalities 
and regions [Opgaver for kommuner og regioner]. 
2017. [Cited 2019 July 10]. Available from https://
www.fm.dk/arbejdsomraader/kommuner-og-
regioner/opgaver-for-kommuner-og-regioner.

 16. Ministry of Health. Strengthening initiatives for 
the older medical patient – National Plan of Action 
2016 [Styrket indsats for den ældre medicinske 
patient – National Handlingsplan 2016]. 2016. 
[Cited 2019 July 10]. Available from https://www.
sum.dk/~/media/Filer%20-%20Publikationer_i_
pdf/2016/Styrket-indsats-for-den-aeldre-medicin-
ske-patient/National_Handlingsplan.pdf.

 17. Ministry of Internal Affairs and Health. The 
municipal reform – in brief [Kommunalreformen 
– Kort fortalt]. 2007. [Cited 2019 July 10]. Available 
from http://www.oim.dk/media/17070/kommu-
nalreformen-kort-fortalt.pdf.

 18. Rudkjøbing, A, Strandberg-Larsen, M, 
Vrangbaek, K, Andersen, JS and Krasnik, A. 
Health care agreements as a tool for coordinating 

health and social services. Int J Integr Care, 2014; 14: 
1–10. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.1452

 19. Ministry of Finance. Agreement on the 
National Budget for 2015 [Aftale om finanslov 
2015]. 2014. [Cited 2019 July 10]. Available 
from https://www.fm.dk/publikationer/2014/
aftaler-om-finansloven-for-2015.

 20. The Danish Health Authority. Quality standards 
for municipal intermediate care in home nursing – 
requirements and recommendations for managing 
specialized nursing care. [Kvalitetsstandarder for kom-
munale akutfunktioner i hjemmesygeplejen – krav og 
anbefalinger til varetagelse af særlige sygeplejeind-
satser]. 2017. [Cited 2019 July 10]. Available from: 
https://www.sst.dk/da/udgivelser/2017/~/media/
F69BEB14789842818FA1096DE20C19D9.ashx.

 21. Flyvbjerg, B. Five misunderstandings about 
case-study research. Qualitative Inquiry, 
2006; 12(2): 219–45. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1177/1077800405284363

 22. Stoecker, R. Evaluating and rethinking the case 
study. Sociological Review, 1991; 39(1): 89–111. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-954X.1991.
tb02970.x

 23. Simons, H. Case study research in prac-
tice. London: SAGE: 2009. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.4135/9781446268322

 24. Abbot, A. What do cases do? Some notes on activ-
ity in sociological analysis. In Ragin, CC, Becker, HS 
(eds.), What is a case?: exploring the foundations of 
social inquiry, 1992; 53–82. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press.

 25. Abma, TA and Stake, RE. Science of the Particular: 
An Advocacy of Naturalistic Case Study in Health 
Research. Qual Health Res, 2014; 24(8): 1150–1161. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732314543196

 26. Ragin, CC. The distinctiveness of case-ori-
ented research. Health Services Research, 1991; 
34(5, Part II): 1137–51. PMCID: PMC1089057

 27. Taylor, J, Braunack-Mayer, AC, Margaret, 
Larkins, S and Preston, R. A Role for Commu-
nities in Primary Prevention of Chronic Illness? 
Case Studies in Regional Australia. Qual Health 
Res, 2013; 23(8): 1103–1113. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1177/1049732313494482

 28. Wodchis, WP. Performance Measurement for Peo-
ple with Multimorbidity and Complex Health Needs. 
Healthcare quarterly (Toronto, Ont.), 2016; 19(2): 44–48. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.12927/hcq.2016.24698

 29. Wuiff, MB, Rasmussen, SR, Wolff, DL and 
Juhl, HA. Evaluation of hospital outreach teams 
in Kolding Municipality [Evaluering af Udgående 
Akutafdeling i Kolding Kommune – Forebyggelse 
af akutophold i kommunen og akutte, medicinske 
indlæggelser på sygehus]. 2010. [Cited 2019 July 
10]. Available from: https://www.vive.dk/media/
pure/9320/2053083.

 30. Vinge, S, Buch, MS, Kjellberg, J, Kjellberg, 
PK, Rasmussen, SR and Wiuff, MB. Prevention 
of hospitalization [Forebyggelse af indlæggel-
ser – Oversigtsnotat om metoder, koncepter, 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12875-015-0278-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12875-015-0278-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-016-1586-0
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2501
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2501
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.4160
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.4160
https://www.fm.dk/arbejdsomraader/kommuner-og-regioner/opgaver-for-kommuner-og-regioner
https://www.fm.dk/arbejdsomraader/kommuner-og-regioner/opgaver-for-kommuner-og-regioner
https://www.fm.dk/arbejdsomraader/kommuner-og-regioner/opgaver-for-kommuner-og-regioner
https://www.sum.dk/~/media/Filer%20-%20Publikationer_i_pdf/2016/Styrket-indsats-for-den-aeldre-medicinske-patient/National_Handlingsplan.pdf
https://www.sum.dk/~/media/Filer%20-%20Publikationer_i_pdf/2016/Styrket-indsats-for-den-aeldre-medicinske-patient/National_Handlingsplan.pdf
https://www.sum.dk/~/media/Filer%20-%20Publikationer_i_pdf/2016/Styrket-indsats-for-den-aeldre-medicinske-patient/National_Handlingsplan.pdf
https://www.sum.dk/~/media/Filer%20-%20Publikationer_i_pdf/2016/Styrket-indsats-for-den-aeldre-medicinske-patient/National_Handlingsplan.pdf
http://www.oim.dk/media/17070/kommunalreformen-kort-fortalt.pdf
http://www.oim.dk/media/17070/kommunalreformen-kort-fortalt.pdf
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.1452
https://www.fm.dk/publikationer/2014/aftaler-om-finansloven-for-2015
https://www.fm.dk/publikationer/2014/aftaler-om-finansloven-for-2015
https://www.sst.dk/da/udgivelser/2017/~/media/F69BEB14789842818FA1096DE20C19D9.ashx
https://www.sst.dk/da/udgivelser/2017/~/media/F69BEB14789842818FA1096DE20C19D9.ashx
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077800405284363
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077800405284363
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-954X.1991.tb02970.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-954X.1991.tb02970.x
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781446268322
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781446268322
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732314543196
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732313494482
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732313494482
https://doi.org/10.12927/hcq.2016.24698
https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/9320/2053083
https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/9320/2053083


Madsen et al: Implementing Integrated Community-Based Primary Healthcare Art. 3, page 11 of 11

evalueringer og effekter]. 2011. [Cited 2019 July 
10]. Available from: https://www.vive.dk/media/
pure/11745/2368942.

 31. Buch, MS, Petersen, A, Bolvig, I and Kjellberg, J. 
The Integrated Care Model – results and conclusions 
of the final evaluation [Integrated Care-modellen – 
slutevalueringens resultater og konklusioner]. 2016. 
[Cited 2019 July 10]. Available from https://www.
vive.dk/media/pure/8875/2040172.

 32. Hansen, E, Gusak, D and Westergaard, A. The 
acute team in Sønderborg Municipality – Evalua-
tion of area of function and effects [Akutteamet 
i Sønderborg Kommune – Evaluering af funk-
tionsområde og effekter]. 2015. [Cited 2019 July 
10]. Available from https://www.vive.dk/media/
pure/8944/2041351.

 33. Seemann, J and Gustafsson, J. Integration in the 
spotlight: Fighting silo barriers and fragmented 
healthcare in Denmark. In Giarelli, G, Jacobsen, B, 
Nielsen, M and Reinbacher, GS (eds.), Future chal-
lenges for health and healthcare in Europe, 2016; 
49–70. Aalborg, Denmark: Aalborg University Press.

 34. Hébert, R, Veil, A, Raîche, M, Dubois, M, Dubuc, 
N and Tousignant, M. Evaluation of the Implemen-
tation of PRISMA, a Coordination-Type Integrated 
Service Delivery System for Frail Older People in 
Québec. J Integr Care, 2008; 16(6): 4–14. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1108/14769018200800041

 35. Sørensen, SP. Home nursing delivers doctors’ tasks 
in one third of municipalities [Hjemmeplejen udfører 
lægeopgaver i hver tredje kommune]. 2017. [Cited 
2019 July 10]. Available from http://www.kl.dk/
Momentum/momentum2017-3-3-id219067/?n=1.

 36. Kudahl, S. The municipalities have increased the help 
for the chronically ill [Kommuner har skruet op for 
hjælpen til kronikere]. 2011. [Cited 2019 July 10]. Avail-
able from http://www.kl.dk/Momentum/Kommuner-
har-skruet-op-for-hjalpen-til-kronikere-id93721/.

 37. Local Government Denmark. Good practice in 
municipal intermediate care in community nurs-
ing care [God praksis i kommunale akutfunk-
tioner i hjemmesygeplejen]. 2014. [Cited 2019 
July 10]. Available from https://www.regionh.
dk/Sundhedsaf tale/Organisering-og-planer/
arbejdsgrupper/permanentegrupper/Fore-
byggelse%20af%20indl%c3%a6ggelser%20og%20
genindl%c3%a6ggelser/Documents/2%20-God_
praksis_i_kommunale_akutfunktioner.PDF.

 38. Fedders, E. Acute teams prevent suicide following 
psychiatric hospitalizations [Akutteam forebygger 
selvmord efter psykiatriske indlæggelser]. Medicine 
Today. 2016. [Cited 2019 July 10]. Available from 
https://dagensmedicin.dk/akutteam-forebygger-
selvmord-psykiatriske-indlaeggelser/.

 39. Chaudoir, SR, Dugan, AG and Barr, CHI. 
Measuring factors affecting implementation of 
health innovations: a systematic review of structural, 
organizational, provider, patient, and innovation 
level measures. Implementation Science, 2013; 8(22): 
1–20. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-8-22

 40. Evans, JM, Grudniewicz, A, Baker, GR and 
Wodchis, WP. Organizational Capabilities for Inte-
grating Care: A Review of Measurement Tools. Evalu-
ation & the Health Professions, 2016; 39(4): 391–420. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1177/0163278716665882

 41. Evans, JM, Grudniewicz, A, Baker, GR and 
Wodchis, WP. Organizational Context and 
Capabilities for Integrating Care: A Framework for 
Improvement. Int J Integr Care, 2016; 16(3): 1–14. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2416

 42. Ashton, T. Implementing integrated models of 
care: the importance of the macro-level context. 
Int J Integr Care, 2015; 15: 1–3. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.5334/ijic.2247

 43. Local Government Denmark. Mapping the 
coverage of doctors in Denmark [Kortlægn-
ing af lægedækningen i Danmark]. 2015. 
[Cited 2019 July 10]. Available from http://
w w w. k l . d k / O k o n o m i - o g - d o k u m e n t a t i o n /
Kortlagning-af-lagedakning-i-Danmark-id186878/.

 44. Gray, CS, Wodchis, W, Baker, GR, Carswell, P, 
Kenealy, T, McKillop, A, Breton, M, Parson, J 
and Sheridan, N. Mapping for Conceptual Clarity: 
Exploring Implementation of Integrated Com-
munity-Based Primary Health Care from a Whole 
Systems Perspective. Int J Integr Care, 2018; 18(1): 
1–12. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.3082

 45. Cash-Gibson, L, Rosenmoller, M. Project 
INTEGRATE – a common methodological approach 
to understand integrated health care in Europe. 
Int J Integr Care, 2014; 14: 1–11. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.5334/ijic.1980

 46. Gerring, J. What is a case study and what is it good 
for?. The American Political Science Review, 2004; 
98(2): 341–54. www.jstor.org/stable/4145316. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055404001182

How to cite this article: Madsen, SB, Beedholm, K, Bro, F, Ledderer, LK, Vestergård, LO and Burau, V. Implementing Integrated 
Community-Based Primary Healthcare: Applying the iCoach-Approach to Case Selection to Denmark. International Journal of 
Integrated Care, 2019; 19(4): 3, 1–11. DOI: https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.4663

Submitted: 23 January 2019        Accepted: 20 August 2019        Published: 04 November 2019

Copyright: © 2019 The Author(s). This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons 
Attribution 4.0 International License (CC-BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, 
provided the original author and source are credited. See http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 

        OPEN ACCESS International Journal of Integrated Care is a peer-reviewed open access journal published 
by Ubiquity Press.

https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/11745/2368942
https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/11745/2368942
https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/8875/2040172
https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/8875/2040172
https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/8944/2041351
https://www.vive.dk/media/pure/8944/2041351
https://doi.org/10.1108/14769018200800041
http://www.kl.dk/Momentum/momentum2017-3-3-id219067/?n=1
http://www.kl.dk/Momentum/momentum2017-3-3-id219067/?n=1
http://www.kl.dk/Momentum/Kommuner-har-skruet-op-for-hjalpen-til-kronikere-id93721/
http://www.kl.dk/Momentum/Kommuner-har-skruet-op-for-hjalpen-til-kronikere-id93721/
https://www.regionh.dk/Sundhedsaftale/Organisering-og-planer/arbejdsgrupper/permanentegrupper/Forebyggelse%20af%20indl%c3%a6ggelser%20og%20genindl%c3%a6ggelser/Documents/2%20-God_praksis_i_kommunale_akutfunktioner.PDF
https://www.regionh.dk/Sundhedsaftale/Organisering-og-planer/arbejdsgrupper/permanentegrupper/Forebyggelse%20af%20indl%c3%a6ggelser%20og%20genindl%c3%a6ggelser/Documents/2%20-God_praksis_i_kommunale_akutfunktioner.PDF
https://www.regionh.dk/Sundhedsaftale/Organisering-og-planer/arbejdsgrupper/permanentegrupper/Forebyggelse%20af%20indl%c3%a6ggelser%20og%20genindl%c3%a6ggelser/Documents/2%20-God_praksis_i_kommunale_akutfunktioner.PDF
https://www.regionh.dk/Sundhedsaftale/Organisering-og-planer/arbejdsgrupper/permanentegrupper/Forebyggelse%20af%20indl%c3%a6ggelser%20og%20genindl%c3%a6ggelser/Documents/2%20-God_praksis_i_kommunale_akutfunktioner.PDF
https://www.regionh.dk/Sundhedsaftale/Organisering-og-planer/arbejdsgrupper/permanentegrupper/Forebyggelse%20af%20indl%c3%a6ggelser%20og%20genindl%c3%a6ggelser/Documents/2%20-God_praksis_i_kommunale_akutfunktioner.PDF
https://www.regionh.dk/Sundhedsaftale/Organisering-og-planer/arbejdsgrupper/permanentegrupper/Forebyggelse%20af%20indl%c3%a6ggelser%20og%20genindl%c3%a6ggelser/Documents/2%20-God_praksis_i_kommunale_akutfunktioner.PDF
https://dagensmedicin.dk/akutteam-forebygger-selvmord-psykiatriske-indlaeggelser/
https://dagensmedicin.dk/akutteam-forebygger-selvmord-psykiatriske-indlaeggelser/
https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-5908-8-22
https://doi.org/10.1177/0163278716665882
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2416
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2247
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.2247
http://www.kl.dk/Okonomi-og-dokumentation/Kortlagning-af-lagedakning-i-Danmark-id186878/
http://www.kl.dk/Okonomi-og-dokumentation/Kortlagning-af-lagedakning-i-Danmark-id186878/
http://www.kl.dk/Okonomi-og-dokumentation/Kortlagning-af-lagedakning-i-Danmark-id186878/
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.3082
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.1980
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.1980
https://www.jstor.org/stable/4145316?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055404001182
https://doi.org/10.5334/ijic.4663
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Introduction
	Aim
	Background
	Institutional and policy context of community-based primary care in Denmark

	Theory and Methods
	Adapting case selection criteria
	Innovative models 
	Collaboration in innovative models 
	Population of innovative models 
	Inclusion in innovative models 
	Target group of innovative models 
	Contexts 
	Contexts at organisational level 
	Contexts at professional level 


	Results
	Adapting methods of case selection
	Selecting cases for implementation study
	Innovative models  
	Vertical integration in innovative models  
	Population of innovative models  
	Inclusion in innovative models  
	Target group of innovative models  
	Context  
	Organisational level of contexts  
	Professional level of context  


	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Reviewers
	Competing Interests
	References
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4

