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Abstract

Background: Although Colorado is perceived as a healthy state, in 2010, 14.1 % of children aged 2–5 were
overweight and 9.1 % were obese. Despite the high prevalence of obesity in this population, evidence to
support particular strategies to treat obese preschoolers is lacking. The efficacy of home-based, childhood
obesity interventions to reduce a child’s body mass index is inconclusive. However, this model uniquely
provides an opportunity to observe and intervene with the home food and activity environment and engage
the entire family in promoting changes that fit each family’s unique dynamics.

Methods/design: Eligible participants are children aged 2–5 years who attended a well-child care visit at a
Denver Health Community Health Service clinic within 12 months prior to recruitment and on that visit had a
body mass index (BMI) >85th percentile-for-age. Participants are randomly recruited at study inception and
allocated to the intervention in one of five defined 6-month stepped wedge engagements; the delayed intervention
groups serves as control groups until the start of the intervention. The program is delivered by a patient navigator at
the family’ home and consists of a 16-session curriculum focused on 1) parenting styles, 2) nutrition, and 3) physical
activity. At each visit, a portion of curriculum is delivered to guide parents and children in selecting one goal for
behavior change in each of three work areas to work on during the following week. The primary study outcome
measure is change in BMI z-score from baseline to post-intervention period.

Discussion: This childhood obesity study, innovative for its home-based intervention venue, provides rich data
characterizing barriers and facilitators to healthy behavior change within the home. The study population is
innovative as it is focused on preschool-aged, Latino children from low-income families; this population has not
typically been targeted in obesity management assessments. The home-based intervention is linked to clinical
care through update letters and assessment of the program’s impact to the child’s medical providers. Informing
primary care providers about a child’s accomplishments and challenges, allows the clinician to support the health
weight effort when seeing families during subsequent clinical visits.
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Background
Childhood obesity in the United States has reached an
alarming prevalence rate, affecting all age groups includ-
ing preschool children [1–3]. Obesity in children aged
2–5 years has increased from 5 % in 1971–1980 to
10.4 % by 2000 [2] to 12.1 % by 2009–2010 [4]. While
several reports [5–7] describe improving obesity trends,
Colorado rates continue to increase with the nation’s
second highest rate of childhood obesity increase [7, 8].
In 2010, 14.1 % of Colorado’s children aged 2–5 years
were overweight and 9.1 % were obese [9]. Poverty, an im-
portant social determinant of health, correlates signifi-
cantly with obesity. In 2014, 18 % of children in Colorado
lived in poverty, with Denver County having an even
higher rate (29 %) [10].
Despite high preschooler obesity prevalence, evidence

to support particular treatment strategies is lacking and
convenient access to community-based treatment is lim-
ited [11]. While previous treatment studies often ex-
cluded children younger than 6 years of age [12], recent
data suggest greater treatment success among preschool
aged children than older children [13–16]. The US Pre-
ventive Services Task Force (USPTF) has recommended
that primary care providers screen for and then refer
obese children over 6 years of age to high quality treat-
ment programs; no obesity screening recommendations
were made for children younger than 6 years due to
relatively limited treatment offered to this age group
[17]. Testing treatment protocols for preschool children
may build evidence for future screening recommenda-
tions for young children. Ideal protocols would be feas-
ible, cost-effective, and reach low-income and minority
children, who are at greatest risk for persistent obesity.
Research suggests that patient navigators and lay

health workers can improve outcomes for chronic dis-
ease in adults [18–20] and children [21] and are effective
in facilitating behavior change in various settings [22].
The efficacy of home-based, childhood obesity interven-
tions to reduce children’s body mass index (BMI) is un-
known [15, 23]. The home-based model is unique by
providing an opportunity to observe and intervene with
the home food and activity environment [13, 15, 23, 24].
In addition, family-based obesity interventions involving
the child and the parent are associated with positive out-
comes since families treated together share common
treatment goals [25–27]. When the caregiver is included
in obesity management programs [28, 29], families have
demonstrated changed behaviors; intensive lifestyle and
parenting skills education has resulted in sustained
weight loss [30–33].
The Community Outreach Obesity Prevention Trial

(COOPT) is an ongoing, 4-year (October 2011-September
2015) randomized controlled trial that tests the effective-
ness of a home-based patient navigator program delivered
to preschoolers of a large urban safety-net health care sys-
tem. The intervention targets children aged 2–5 years
within a predominantly Latino population. The primary
goals are to examine the effect of the intervention in redu-
cing the BMI z-score in the patient and the changes in
health behaviors using the “5-2-1-0” daily targets (i.e., 5
fruits and vegetables, less than 2 hours screen time, 1 hour
or more of exercise and 0 sweetened drinks) [34] using a
home-based, patient navigator-mediated childhood obesity
intervention.
COOPT is delivered by patient navigators at a family’s

home. By focusing the program on the family unit, the
parent sets goals for the child taking into account family
dynamics around nutrition and physical activities. Pri-
mary care providers often lack the time to offer intensive
weight counseling to families since the average well child
visit is less than 20 minutes [35], and many providers do
not feel they have the tools or knowledge to provide ad-
equate weight management counseling [36, 37]. This in-
tensive 25-hour program provides [38] a home-based
platform for patient navigators to offer hands-on oppor-
tunities for skill-building, provide detailed education and
counseling to families, reinforce learned concepts
throughout the intervention, and offer opportunities for
families to set, evaluate, and modify goals, as necessary.
Methods/design
Overview and hypotheses
Overweight or obese children [9] aged 2–5 years (target
n = 300) receiving medical care at one of eight commu-
nity health clinics of an urban safety net medical system
are randomly selected from a population of greater than
2000 eligible overweight or obese children to participate
in this 16-session, home based, family-centered curricu-
lum around nutrition, physical activity, and parenting
skills. All participants are recruited at baseline and indi-
vidual children and families are randomized to begin
treatment in one of several sequential 25-hour stepped
wedge cohorts. Children enrolled at inception but not
receiving the intervention until a later start date are con-
sidered a control group for the period from recruitment
until the intervention begins (Fig. 1).
The primary outcome measure is BMI z-score over time

in children receiving the intervention compared to waitlist
controls (delayed intervention). We hypothesize that chil-
dren receiving the intervention will have a greater reduc-
tion in BMI z-scores than children in the waitlist control
group. We will compare the change in BMI z-score slope
of the two groups from baseline to follow-up period. The
follow-up period of the intervention group is from the
start through the end of the intervention. The follow-up
period for the delayed intervention group is from recruit-
ment to the start of the intervention.



Fig. 1 Flow of Children into the Study: Randomization, Recruitment,
Enrollment, and Intervention Processes, Denver Health, 2012-2015
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The secondary outcome is change in health behaviors
using the “5-2-1-0” daily targets (i.e., 5 fruits and vege-
tables, less than 2 hours screen time, 1 hour or more of
exercise, and 0 sweetened drinks). We hypothesize that
children receiving the intervention will experience a
greater improvement in “5-2-1-0” measures from base-
line to post-intervention compared with children in
control group. A thorough evaluation of the delivery
processes and acceptance by stakeholders will inform
the potential for implementation and dissemination of
the intervention.

Study setting and participants
Denver Health [39] (DH), an integrated urban safety net
health system, includes a 477-bed hospital, 16 school-
based clinics, and eight federally qualified community
health centers. DH provides services to 25% of Denver
residents, 35% of Denver’s children, and a large propor-
tion of indigent and minority populations (58% Latino,
21% Caucasian, 17% African American; 4% other races).
Among DH primary care patients, 98% are below 200%
of the federal poverty guidelines and most (87%) are
publicly insured or uninsured patients. In 2013, among
42,521 children 2–18 years old seen at DH, 32% (13,944)
were overweight or obese; of whom, nearly 11,000 (79%)
were Hispanic or Latino.
Eligible participants for the study are children aged 2

to 5 years who have been receiving well-child care at a
Denver Health Community Health Service clinic for at
least 12 months, had two or more visits with the most
recent visit within 18 months, and have a BMI >85th
percentile-for-age, recorded at least 9 months prior to
the effort to recruit. Children with a physical or deve-
lopmental disability/condition that precludes measure-
ment of standing height, or a chronic (i.e., greater than
1 month) physical or developmental disability/condition
that precludes age-appropriate participation in routine
physical activity are excluded.
This study was approved by the Colorado Multiple In-

stitutional Review Board (Protocol 11–1700).

Recruitment and randomization
Participant recruitment is performed from a randomized
list of overweight or obese patients who had a BMI
measure recorded at least 9 months prior to study initi-
ation (Fig. 1). Biologically implausible values for height
or weight are excluded using a CDC-developed algo-
rithm [40]. A research assistant contacts potential enrol-
lees from the randomized list. Prior to the call, families
are mailed a postcard with a brief description of the pro-
gram and informed that they will soon be contacted.
Once called, a bilingual English-Spanish research assist-
ant explains the study to the family over the phone. If
the family agrees to participate, the research assistant
reads a verbal consent and documents consent. After oral
consent is obtained, a baseline set of behavioral questions
is administered. The survey is re-administered if more
than 30 days have lapsed between the administration of
the baseline survey and the start of the intervention.
These baseline pre-intervention behaviors are compared
with post-intervention and 6-month post-intervention be-
haviors recorded on subsequent questionnaires.
Study participants are told they will be scheduled to

begin patient navigator visits in a staggered manner, using
a stepped-wedge design [41] with individuals assigned to
an intervention cohort to start the intervention. Those not
enrolled in the initial intervention cohort are sent quar-
terly newsletters with information and resources unrelated
to the intervention to keep participants connected to the
study, during the delayed period.

Intervention
At the beginning of the intervention, the patient naviga-
tor contacts a cohort of previously recruited families to
schedule the first home visit. The first home visit is
aimed at creating a positive rapport between the care-
giver and the patient navigator and to set program ex-
pectations and goals. At this visit, the patient navigator
sets lifestyle change and weight goals with families. The
following talking points are used to explain the pro-
gram’s goals to families: 1) program goal is to help your
preschooler grow at a healthy rate which means your
child’s weight will be matched well for height; 2) pre-
school children who carry too much weight for good
health can gradually become healthier by slowing the
rate of weight gain and then holding their weight steady;
3) as your child grows taller the weight will better match
the height and the risk of illnesses like diabetes and
heart disease are expected to be lower than if the child
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remains obese into adulthood; 4) rarely should we ex-
pect preschoolers to lose weight, if they do, losing no
more than one pound per month can be healthy and
weight loss is usually not needed unless preschoolers are
severely overweight; and 5) the best way to help pre-
schoolers grow healthier is to practice healthy eating
and exercise habits as a whole family. At this initial visit,
the patient navigator administers a written consent, and
a copy of the consent forms are provided to each family.
At each subsequent home visit, the patient navigator

delivers a portion of the curriculum focused on parent-
ing styles, nutrition, and/or physical activity to guide
parents and children in selecting one goal for behavior
change in each of the three areas to work on the follow-
ing week. Families report progress towards these goals at
the following session. Patient navigators exercise flexibil-
ity to change the order of the sessions, spending more
or less time on a topic tailored to the family’s level of
understanding or mastery of skills. The full curriculum
content is delivered regardless of the order of the ses-
sions. Home visitation sessions usually occur on week-
days before 7:30 pm; occasionally the visits occur on
Saturdays to accommodate the families’ schedules. The
entire family, including siblings 3–18 years of the index
overweight or obese child, is invited to participate in the
sessions.
A nurse-practitioner, leader of clinical obesity services

for the Denver Health Community Health Services, is li-
aison to facilitate interactions between patient navigators
and clinicians. Health care providers of the children par-
ticipating in the program receive three letters through-
out the program: 1) at enrollment, informing that the
child started the program, 2) at mid-intervention, listing
the child’s progress and goals, and 3) at completion,
summarizing the child’s accomplishments, future goals
and challenges in achieve current goals. These letters in-
form the provider during subsequent clinical visits to en-
gage in discussion to support the family’s achieving goals
set with the patient navigators during the program.

Curriculum
The curriculum used in this program was extensively
adapted from a family-centered, telephone-delivered, child-
hood obesity treatment program developed by Kaiser
Permanente “Family Connections”[42]. The curriculum
was roughly doubled in intensity and translated into 16
home/community visits that occur over a 25-hour period.
The choice of curriculum components and mode of deliv-
ery was purposeful. To ensure cross-cultural acceptance of
the intervention, the American Diabetes Association
Latino Outreach Program was consulted during program
adaptation. With assistance from the Latino Outreach
Program, two focus groups with mothers and grand-
mothers of preschool aged-children were conducted.
Based on feedback from the focus groups, curriculum
tracks on parenting skills, helping preschoolers accept
healthy foods, and hands-on cooking and shopping skills
were added to the “Family Connections” curriculum by
clinical experts who are part of the COOPT program.
The program curriculum focuses on nutrition, physical

activities, and parenting skills delivered in the participant’s
home (Table 1). Topics include parenting styles (e.g. limit
setting, conflict resolution) and skills for facilitating
healthy behavior change (e.g. goal setting, troubleshooting,
positive reinforcement) for parents of preschoolers. Nu-
trition education focuses on selecting healthy foods and
healthy portions for the entire family. During family
visits children participate in discussions designed to
educate them about healthy foods (i.e., fruits, vegeta-
bles, whole grains, and lean proteins), at their develop-
mental level.
To supplement the curriculum with pre-school spe-

cific physical content and activities, the SPARK curricu-
lum and activity set [43] was purchased for use by the
patient navigators.
The curriculum also includes 1) a grocery store tour in

which the patient navigator guides a family in selecting
low-cost healthy foods and 2) a cooking session when the
family and the patient navigator prepare a dish that is
enjoyed by the family using healthy ingredients. Families
receive a 10 dollar grocery gift card for the grocery store
tour.
The curriculum is delivered to each family by one con-

sistent bilingual patient navigator in the parent’s pre-
ferred language (English or Spanish).
Patient navigator training
The program employs two full-time bilingual English-
Spanish patient navigators. Patient navigators receive ex-
tensive training shortly after being hired. A four-day
course sponsored by the NIH-funded, Colorado Clinical
Translational Sciences Institute provides Patient Navi-
gator Fundamentals [44] that includes patient commu-
nication, health promotion, professional conduct and
motivational interviewing. The course is designed to
equip individuals with the knowledge and skills neces-
sary to function as a patient navigator. Specific child-
hood obesity knowledge is achieved by attending and
observing a childhood obesity program curriculum
(similar to the one offered through this program) yet
delivered to groups in a community recreation center
setting; patient navigators also have direct one-on-one
training with experienced clinicians and patient naviga-
tors. Additional training components include in-home
observations of patient navigators and debriefing and
evaluation sessions with an experienced [45–47] patient
navigator supervisor.



Table 1 Community Outreach Obesity Prevention Trial: Curriculum learning objectives

Session no. Theme Learning objectives:

1 Develop Rapport, Baseline Measurement;
Explain 5-2-1-0 and Track Behaviors

1. Create rapport between family and navigator

2. Family will be able to explain the study process and purpose

3. Collect Baseline Data (Baseline measures)

4. Explain 5-2-1-0 concepts

5. Describe reasons for children’s growth patterns

6. Describe your own family health behaviors

7. Demonstrate how to keep track of behaviors and set goals

2 Nutrition: Focusing on family meals 8. Explain the structure for visits

9. Explain 5-2-1-0 : focus on 5

10. Describe 2 strategies for improving fruit and vegetable consumption

11. Demonstrate rule setting around eating and food choices

12. List a specific family challenge

13. Describe how to keep track of behaviors and set goals

3 Physical Activity: Introduction 14. Explain “5-2-1-0”: 1 hour or more of physical activity every day

15. Explain “5-2-1-0”: 2 hours or less recreational screen time per day

4 Being in charge and making changes 16. Describe a parent’s role during meal times

17. Explain concept of food neophobia

18. Describe use of differential attention (praising/ignoring)

5 Being a good judge of home health 19. Explain “5-2-1-0”: zero sugary drinks every day

20. Explain why a home health assessment is valuable

21. Compare PN and parent home health assessment results

6 Being focused on choices 22. Explain how to read food labels

23. Describe whole grains, fiber

24. Compare nutritional value of selected foods

25. Explain what lean protein means and what foods contain them

26. Describe low-fat dairy products and how to include in your meal planning

7 Grocery Store Outing 27. Demonstrate reading food labels

28. Demonstrate comparison shopping and calculate unit pricing

29. Describe ways to buy fruits and vegetables on a limited budget
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Table 1 Community Outreach Obesity Prevention Trial: Curriculum learning objectives (Continued)

8 Cooking Demonstration 30. Describe the method of preparing a new food or recipe(s)

31. List beneficial factors from new recipe(s)

32. Compare this recipes nutritional value to a similar but less nutritious form

33. Demonstrate kitchen skills required to prepare the recipe(s)

34. Plan a meal considering food preferences

9 Identifying barriers and Staying Motivated 35. Demonstrate exercising while delivering other objectives (walk during session)

36. Describe the common barriers to regular exercise

37. Describe the process of building motivation for physical activity

10 Creating a healthy home and effective directions 38. Describe how to set a home for success, eliminating food with little nutritious
value, putting foods out of site

39. Explain how to give effective directions to your child

11 Family Support: Promoting healthy body image and discipline 40. Explain how we talk promotes and affects a healthy body image

41. Describe the use of time out and other discipline techniques

12 Nutrition: Fruits, Vegetables and Portion Control 42. Describe the importance of promoting fruits and vegetables with every meal

43. Explain the value of snacks and nutritional goals

44. Explain how to prepare healthy affordable meals

45. Demonstrate ability to prepare healthy affordable meals

13 Physical Activity: Overcoming Burnout or Motivating Self or PA 46. Explain what burnout means and how it can be avoided

47. Explain the importance of dealing with changing schedules

48. Describe ways to maintain focus but be flexible

14 Family Support: Finding support and putting it all together 49. List ways to include other family and friends

50. Demonstrate ability to blend all learned skills

15 Family Support: Planning Ahead and Problem Solving 51. Describe the home change experience

52. Explain efforts for home change

53. Describe methods to plan ahead for challenges

54. Describe problem solving skills and their use

16 Final Measures 55. Celebrate Success, Allow for Review and Reflection
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Outcome measures
Child measures

Height and weight The primary outcome of the study is
the child’s BMI z- score over time, used to assess change
in BMI z-score from baseline to follow-up. Height and
weight are measured at the first and last home visits.
Standing height is measured with the child barefoot. Pa-
tient navigators are taught measurement techniques by
experienced medical assistants in community pediatric
clinics, overseen by study team nurse practitioner. To en-
sure accurate measurement in each session, height is mea-
sured three times and the average value is recorded.
Children are weighed in light clothing, without shoes.
Weight and height are measured on a LifeSource™ UC-
321 Precision Scale and Charder HM200P Portstad Stadi-
ometer. BMI percentile and BMI z-scores are calculated
using age and sex-specific information based on the 2000
Center for Disease Control (CDC) growth charts [40].

Diet and physical activity The physical activity and eat-
ing behaviors of the child as summarized in “5-2-1-0”
daily targets are captured by a standard survey [48]
administered to the child’s caregiver at the time of re-
cruitment, at the completion of the intervention and at
6-months post-intervention. Families receive a 10 dollar
gift card for each completed survey.

Environmental measures
To assess the home presence and availability of 20 fruits,
14 vegetables, 11 physical activity devices, and electronics
in bedrooms (e.g., televisions), a home health assessment
survey [49] is administered by the patient navigator at an
initial (session 5) and a follow-up (session 15) home visits.
Data from these surveys are used to compare changes in
the home environment associated with the intervention
received by families.

Clinical provider measure

Process evaluation At the end of the intervention
period, a survey will be sent to health care providers of
children participating in the program. The survey will
collect provider perspectives of the program and value
of receiving letters listing the child’s progress, goals/ob-
jectives: 1) increased knowledge of patient’s program
participation, 2) helpful or unnecessary communication,
and 3) affected the patient’s weight management care in
the clinical setting.

Patient navigator measure

Process evaluation To evaluate the experience and
lessons learned from patient navigators working with
families, we will analyze the patient navigators’ field
notes and conduct individual interview with currents
and available former patient navigators.

Family measure

Process evaluation At the end of the intervention
period, focus groups will be conducted with family care-
givers graduating from the program to evaluate their
perceptions, program usefulness and suggestions for im-
provement in curriculum content and delivery.

Intervention fidelity
At the end of each home visit, to monitor and assure fi-
delity to project goals and content, patient navigators
use a Likert scale to assess whether learning objectives
were: 1) delivered; 2) understood; 3) family’s perceived
importance of the topic; and 4) family’s confidence in
making a change. Patient navigator intervention assess-
ments are recorded on paper and then transferred to a
software application. To ensure the curriculum is deliv-
ered as intended, the patient navigators record the dur-
ation of each session by noting the start and end time of
each session.

Enrollment and retention efforts
Assistance from the child’s primary care provider is
sought to improve program enrollment and retention.
For families who decline to participate despite previously
agreeing, or families who drop-out of the program after
attending some sessions, the clinician liaison contacts
the child’s provider and asks for permission to send a
language-concordant letter to the child’s caregiver, on
behalf of the clinician, encouraging program participa-
tion or completion.

Sample size and power
The primary outcome is BMI z-scores over time from
baseline to post-intervention in treated children, and
from baseline to the start of intervention in delayed
intervention children. We hypothesize that compared
with children receiving delayed intervention, children in
the intervention group will experience greater reduction
in BMI z-scores over time as shown by a greater de-
crease in BMI z-score slope. A sample size of 80 inter-
vention children and a frequency matched cohort (by
age category) of 160 controls will provide 81% power to
detect a 0.39 effect size difference between groups.

Statistical analysis
Primary analysis
To determine the effect of the program on the BMI z-
score of treated children, we will compare change in
BMI z-scores for treated children to change in BMI z-
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scores in the delayed intervention control group over an
equivalent time frame using general linear mixed effects
models (growth curve models) with random intercept and
random slopes, adjusting for patient and family-level co-
variates. Covariates that differ at baseline between the
intervention and delayed-control groups will be included
in multivariable models.

Secondary analysis
To determine intervention effect on patient physical ac-
tivity and eating behaviors, we will compare the mean
“5-2-1-0” index from baseline to post-intervention using
the paired t-test. Additional analyses will be carried out
using general linear mixed models with repeated mea-
sures on children to adjust for covariates and explore
possible baseline predictors of change.

Discussion
The need for robust childhood obesity interventions is
evident for preschoolers, but limited current availability
and capacity for comprehensive childhood obesity man-
agement mean many children have unmet service needs.
Primary care providers ideally would provide counseling
for families with overweight and obese children, but
clinicians have: 1) competing demands, 2) limited time,
knowledge and resources, and 3) lack of in-depth nutri-
tion and physical activities counseling skills. Culturally
competent patient navigators trained in supporting life-
style change may be an effective adjunct to clinically-
based obesity management services for preschoolers.
They provide in-depth counseling around nutrition and
physical activities to families.
Our study, The Community Outreach Obesity Preven-

tion Trial (COOPT) is a randomized controlled trial
testing a family-centered obesity treatment in a predom-
inantly Latino population of preschool age children. This
childhood obesity management program is delivered by
patient navigators in a home setting. Patient navigators
Table 2 Environmental observations to assess in-home family
chaos [50]

Environmental observation Yes No

TV on

Music on

More than one person talking at a time

Cluttered rooms, making it difficult to
walk around or meet for home visit

More than family present in the home

Non-compliance to parent directions
(ignored or refused by child)

Disrespectful language

Inappropriate behavior between 2 people

Answering the phone (texting) during visit
have a unique opportunity to develop a trusting relation-
ship with families over a detailed 16-session curriculum
around nutrition, physical exercises, and parenting skills,
to assess the home food/exercise device environment,
and to offer healthy recommendations for the families.
The study targets a low-income population who often

experience social and environmental obstacles preclud-
ing a caregiver’s ability to make healthy changes for their
child. For families with limited budget, the patient
navigators work with the families to choose alternative
healthy and affordable foods. When family and environ-
mental chaos (Table 2 [50]) is observed during home
visits, the patient navigators have the opportunity to ad-
dress them with the families or to provide resources to
assist the families. At the end of each session, the patient
navigators assess the parent’s level of understanding of
the session, the importance of the topic, and their confi-
dence in making the proposed changes. At three points
during the program (i.e., first session, mid-intervention, and
last session), patient navigators assess parental readiness for
change. Assessments at the end of each session, in conjunc-
tion with parental readiness to change, guide patient navi-
gators to develop goals and objectives tailored to individual
families’ needs and more likely to be achieved.
The study is innovative in its focus on preschool-aged,

Latino children from low-income families; this population
has not been typically targeted in obesity management
programs. The study is also novel in the home-based
intervention venue, which provides rich data about ac-
ceptance and characterization of barriers and facilitators
of healthy change within the home. The home-based
intervention links to clinical care through update/outcome
letters and program impact assessments shared with med-
ical providers. By informing primary care providers about
a child’s program accomplishments and challenges, the
clinician may personalize messages with families during
subsequent clinical visits.

Abbreviations
BMI: Body Mass Index; COOPT: Community Outreach Obesity Prevention
Trial; USPTF: US Preventive Services Task Force.

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

Authors’ contributions
LY: Drafted, revised, and finalized manuscript; collaborated in the analysis of
the results. RB: Collaborated in design of the surveys used in the study,
revised manuscript. MH: Provided clinical expertise in the management of
children with obesity in the study; revised manuscript. SK: Acted as a liaison
between patient navigators and primary care providers; conducted
evaluation portion of the program; revised manuscript. LD: Developed study
design and analytical plan; assisted with analysis of the results; revised
manuscript. HM: Delivered intervention to participating families; collected
families’ feedback on each curriculum session delivered; revised manuscript.
SH: Provided clinical expertise in the management of children with obesity
in the study; revised manuscript. AD: Designed study, provided oversight of
the program; collaborated in the analysis of the results; revised manuscript.
All authors read and approved the final manuscript.



Yun et al. BMC Public Health  (2015) 15:506 Page 9 of 10
Acknowledgements
Supported in part by a grant from the Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality (1P01HS021138-01)

Author details
1Denver Public Health, 605 Bannock Street, Denver, CO 80204, USA.
2Department of Pediatrics, University of Colorado Denver School of Medicine,
12631 East 17th Avenue, Aurora, CO 80045, USA. 3Denver Health Ambulatory
Care Services, Department of Pediatrics, 777 Bannock Street, Denver 80204,
USA. 4Department of Family Medicine, University of Colorado Denver, 12631
E. 17th Avenue, Aurora, CO 80045, USA. 5Denver Health, Division of
Ambulatory Care, 666 Bannock Street, Denver 80204, USA.

Received: 28 April 2015 Accepted: 13 May 2015

References
1. Ogden CL, Carroll MD, Curtin LR, Lamb MM, Flegal KM. Prevalence of high

body mass index in US children and adolescents, 2007–2008. JAMA J Am
Med Assoc. 2010;303(3):242–9.

2. Ogden CL, Carroll MD, Curtin LR, McDowell MA, Tabak CJ, Flegal KM.
Prevalence of overweight and obesity in the United States, 1999–2004.
JAMA J Am Med Assoc. 2006;295(13):1549–55.

3. Ogden CL, Flegal KM. Changes in terminology for childhood overweight
and obesity. National Health Statistics Reports. 2010;25:1–5.

4. Ogden CL, Carroll MD, Kit BK, Flegal KM. Prevalence of obesity and trends in
body mass index among US children and adolescents, 1999–2010. JAMA J
Am Med Assoc. 2012;307(5):483–90.

5. May AL, Freedman D, Sherry B, Blanck HM, Centers for Disease C,
Prevention. Obesity - United States, 1999–2010. Morbidity Mortality
Weekly Report Surveillance Summaries. 2013;62 Suppl 3:120–8.

6. Centers for Disease C, Prevention. Obesity in K-8 students - New York City,
2006–07 to 2010–11 school years. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly Rep.
2011;60(49):1673–8.

7. Progress on Childhood Obesity. CDC Vital Signs. August, 2013. http://www.cdc.gov/
VitalSigns/ChildhoodObesity/?s_cid=bb-dnpao-obweb-103. Accessed May 1, 2015

8. Colorado State Nutrition, Physical Activity, and Obesity Profile. http://
www.cdc.gov/obesity/stateprograms/fundedstates/pdf/Colorado-State-
Profile.pdf.. Accessed April 25, 2015.

9. CDC. National Center for Chronic Disease Prevention and Health Promotion.
Division of Nutrition, Physical Activity and Obesity. Pediatric Nutrition
Surveillance. 2010 Report http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/pdfs/
PedNSS_2010_Summary.pdf. Accessed May 18, 2015.

10. Population Health Institute, University of Wisconsin. County Health
Rankings. http://www.countyheatlhrankings.org/. Accesssed June 30, 2014

11. Summerbell CD, Moore HJ, Vogele C, Kreichauf S, Wildgruber A, Manios Y,
Douthwaite W, Nixon CA, Gibson EL, ToyBox-study g: Evidence-based
recommendations for the development of obesity prevention programs
targeted at preschool children. Obesity reviews: an official journal of the
International Association for the Study of Obesity 2012, 13 Suppl 1:129-132.

12. Oude Luttikhuis H, Baur L, Jansen H, Shrewsbury VA, O’Malley C, Stolk RP,
et al. Interventions for treating obesity in children. Cochrane Database
Systematic Rev. 2009;1:CD001872.

13. Stark LJ, Spear S, Boles R, Kuhl E, Ratcliff M, Scharf C, et al. A pilot randomized
controlled trial of a clinic and home-based behavioral intervention to decrease
obesity in preschoolers. Obesity. 2011;19(1):134–41.

14. Bocca G, Corpeleijn E, Stolk RP, Sauer PJ. Results of a multidisciplinary
treatment program in 3-year-old to 5-year-old overweight or obese
children: a randomized controlled clinical trial. Archives Pediatrics
Adolescent Med. 2012;166(12):1109–15.

15. Haines J, McDonald J, O’Brien A, Sherry B, Bottino CJ, Schmidt ME, et al.
Healthy habits, happy homes: randomized trial to improve household
routines for obesity prevention among preschool-aged children. JAMA
Pediatrics. 2013;167(11):1072–9.

16. Stark LJ, Clifford LM, Towner EK, Filigno SS, Zion C, Bolling C, et al. A pilot
randomized controlled trial of a behavioral family-based intervention with
and without home visits to decrease obesity in preschoolers. J Pediatr
Psychol. 2014;39(9):1001–12.

17. Preventive US. Services task force. Screening for obesity in children and
adolescents: US preventive services task force recommendation statement.
Pediatrics. 2009;18:2009–37.
18. Freeman HP. Patient navigation: a community centered approach to
reducing cancer mortality. J Cancer Educ Off J Am Assoc Cancer Educ.
2006;21(1 Suppl):S11–4.

19. Hendren S, Fiscella K. Patient navigation improves the care experience for
patients with newly diagnosed cancer. J Clin Oncol Off J Am Soc Clin
Oncol. 2014;32(1):3–4.

20. Paskett ED, Harrop JP, Wells KJ. Patient navigation: an update on the state
of the science. CA Cancer J Clin. 2011;61(4):237–49.

21. Raphael JL, Rueda A, Lion KC, Giordano TP. The role of lay health workers
in pediatric chronic disease: a systematic review. Academic Pediatrics.
2013;13(5):408–20.

22. Perez-Escamilla R, Hromi-Fiedler A, Vega-Lopez S, Bermudez-Millan A,
Segura-Perez S. Impact of peer nutrition education on dietary behaviors
and health outcomes among Latinos: a systematic literature review. J Nutr
Educ Behav. 2008;40(4):208–25.

23. Showell NN, Fawole O, Segal J, Wilson RF, Cheskin LJ, Bleich SN, et al. A
systematic review of home-based childhood obesity prevention studies.
Pediatrics. 2013;132(1):e193–200.

24. Robinson TN, Matheson D, Desai M, Wilson DM, Weintraub DL, Haskell WL,
et al. Family, community and clinic collaboration to treat overweight and
obese children: Stanford GOALS-A randomized controlled trial of a three-year,
multi-component, multi-level, multi-setting intervention. Contemporary Clin
Trials. 2013;36(2):421–35.

25. Ostbye T, Krause KM, Stroo M, Lovelady CA, Evenson KR, Peterson BL, et al.
Parent-focused change to prevent obesity in preschoolers: results from the
KAN-DO study. Prev Med. 2012;55(3):188–95.

26. Goldfield GS, Epstein LH, Kilanowski CK, Paluch RA, Kogut-Bossler B. Cost-
effectiveness of group and mixed family-based treatment for childhood
obesity. Int J Obesity Related Metabolic Disorders J Int Assoc Study Obesity.
2001;25(12):1843–9.

27. Davison KK, Jurkowski JM, Li K, Kranz S, Lawson HA. A childhood obesity
intervention developed by families for families: results from a pilot study. Int
J Behavioral Nutrition Physical Activity. 2013;10:3.

28. Berry D, Savoye M, Melkus G, Grey M. An intervention for multiethnic obese
parents and overweight children. Applied Nursing Res ANR. 2007;20(2):63–71.

29. Savoye M, Shaw M, Dziura J, Tamborlane WV, Rose P, Guandalini C, et al.
Effects of a weight management program on body composition and
metabolic parameters in overweight children: a randomized controlled trial.
JAMA J Am Med Assoc. 2007;297(24):2697–704.

30. Golan M. Parents as agents of change in childhood obesity–from research
to practice. Int J Pediatric Obesity IJPO Off J Int Assoc Study Obesity.
2006;1(2):66–76.

31. Golley RK, Hendrie GA, Slater A, Corsini N. Interventions that involve parents
to improve children’s weight-related nutrition intake and activity patterns -
what nutrition and activity targets and behaviour change techniques are
associated with intervention effectiveness? Obesity Rev Off J Int Assoc Study
Obesity. 2011;12(2):114–30.

32. Golley RK, Magarey AM, Baur LA, Steinbeck KS, Daniels LA. Twelve-month
effectiveness of a parent-led, family-focused weight-management program
for prepubertal children: a randomized, controlled trial. Pediatrics.
2007;119(3):517–25.

33. Savoye M, Nowicka P, Shaw M, Yu S, Dziura J, Chavent G, et al. Long-term
results of an obesity program in an ethnically diverse pediatric population.
Pediatrics. 2011;127(3):402–10.

34. American Academy of Pediatrics, Healthy Active Living for Families, 2015.
https://www.healthychildren.org/English/healthyliving/nutrition/Pages/
Healthy-Active-Living-for-Families.aspx. Accessed May 18, 2015.

35. Halfon N, Stevens GD, Larson K, Olson LM. Duration of a well-child visit:
association with content, family-centeredness, and satisfaction. Pediatrics.
2011;128(4):657–64.

36. Silberberg M, Carter-Edwards L, Murphy G, Mayhew M, Kolasa K, Perrin EM,
et al. Treating pediatric obesity in the primary care setting to prevent
chronic disease: perceptions and knowledge of providers and staff. N C
Med J. 2012;73(1):9–14.

37. Story MT, Neumark-Stzainer DR, Sherwood NE, Holt K, Sofka D, Trowbridge FL,
et al. Management of child and adolescent obesity: attitudes, barriers, skills,
and training needs among health care professionals. Pediatrics.
2002;110(1 Pt 2):210–4.

38. Whitlock EP, O’Connor EA, Williams SB, Beil TL, Lutz KW. Effectiveness of
weight management interventions in children: a targeted systematic review
for the USPSTF. Pediatrics. 2010;125(2):e396–418.

http://www.cdc.gov/VitalSigns/ChildhoodObesity/?s_cid=bb-dnpao-obweb-103
http://www.cdc.gov/VitalSigns/ChildhoodObesity/?s_cid=bb-dnpao-obweb-103
http://www.cdc.gov/obesity/stateprograms/fundedstates/pdf/Colorado-State-Profile.pdf.
http://www.cdc.gov/obesity/stateprograms/fundedstates/pdf/Colorado-State-Profile.pdf.
http://www.cdc.gov/obesity/stateprograms/fundedstates/pdf/Colorado-State-Profile.pdf.
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/pdfs/PedNSS_2010_Summary.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/pdfs/PedNSS_2010_Summary.pdf
http://www.countyheatlhrankings.org/
https://www.healthychildren.org/English/healthyliving/nutrition/Pages/Healthy-Active-Living-for-Families.aspx
https://www.healthychildren.org/English/healthyliving/nutrition/Pages/Healthy-Active-Living-for-Families.aspx


Yun et al. BMC Public Health  (2015) 15:506 Page 10 of 10
39. Gabow P, Eisert S, Wright R. Denver health: a model for the integration of a
public hospital and community health centers. Ann Intern Med.
2003;138(2):143–9.

40. A SAS Program for the 2000 CDC Growth Charts (ages 0 to <20 y). http://
www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpao/growthcharts/resources/sas.htm. Accessed
October 24, 2014

41. Hemming K, Lilford R, Girling AJ. Stepped-wedge cluster randomised
controlled trials: a generic framework including parallel and multiple-level
designs. Stat Med. 2015;34(2):181–96.

42. Estabrooks PA, Shoup JA, Gattshall M, Dandamudi P, Shetterly S, Xu S.
Automated telephone counseling for parents of overweight children: a
randomized controlled trial. Am J Prev Med. 2009;36(1):35–42.

43. http://www.sparkpe.org/early-childhood/curriculum/. Accessed
October 24, 2014

44. Colorado Patient Navigator Training. http://patientnavigatortraining.org/.
Accessed February 3, 2014.

45. Krantz MJ, Coronel SM, Whitley EM, Dale R, Yost J, Estacio RO. Effectiveness
of a community health worker cardiovascular risk reduction program in
public health and health care settings. Am J Public Health.
2013;103(1):e19–27.

46. Whitley EM, Everhart RM, Wright RA. Measuring return on investment of
outreach by community health workers. J Health Care Poor Underserved.
2006;17(1 Suppl):6–15.

47. Whitley EM, Main DS, McGloin J, Hanratty R. Reaching individuals at risk for
cardiovascular disease through community outreach in Colorado. Prev Med.
2011;52(1):84–6.

48. National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS). National Health and Nutrition
Examination Survey Questionnaire. Dietary Screener Module (DTQ) http://www.cdc.
gov/nchs/data/nhanes/nhanes_09_10/mi_dtq_f.pdf

49. Boles RE, Scharf C, Filigno SS, Saelens BE, Stark LJ. Differences in home food
and activity environments between obese and healthy weight families of
preschool children. J Nutr Educ Behav. 2013;45(3):222–31.

50. Martin A, Razza R, Brooks-Gunn J. Specifying the links between household
chaos and preschool Children’s development. Early Child Dev Care.
2012;182(10):1247–63.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpao/growthcharts/resources/sas.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpao/growthcharts/resources/sas.htm
http://www.sparkpe.org/early-childhood/curriculum/
http://patientnavigatortraining.org/
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/nhanes/nhanes_09_10/mi_dtq_f.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/nhanes/nhanes_09_10/mi_dtq_f.pdf

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods/design
	Discussion
	Trial registration

	Background
	Methods/design
	Overview and hypotheses
	Study setting and participants
	Recruitment and randomization
	Intervention
	Curriculum
	Patient navigator training
	Outcome measures
	Child measures
	Environmental measures

	Clinical provider measure
	Patient navigator measure
	Family measure
	Intervention fidelity

	Enrollment and retention efforts
	Sample size and power
	Statistical analysis
	Primary analysis
	Secondary analysis


	Discussion
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References

