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ABSTRACT
Background: For ischemic stroke, the chance of improved recovery is directly impacted by length of time
from symptom onset to administration of intravenous tissue plasminogen activator (IV tPA). Despite the
importance of rapid treatment, stroke centers struggle with achieving consistent door-to-needle times of
less than 60 minutes. Methods: We implemented a change in our response to the acute stroke patient by
adding a dedicated stroke nurse and a nursing flow sheet focused on critical benchmarks before treatment.
We collected data on patients treated with IV tPA preintervention and postintervention to determine
whether our process increased the number of patients receiving tPA in less than 60 minutes. One hundred
thirty-eight patients (n = 78 pre and 60 post) treated between 2009 and 2013 were included. Student t tests
and 22 tests were used to compare door-to-needle times preintervention and postintervention. Results: By
implementing this new approach, the mean time to treatment decreased from 82 to 78 minutes (P = .583).
The percentage of patients successfully treated within 60 minutes of arrival improved from 28% to 52%
(P = .005). Stroke severity and need for additional imaging were associated with increased time to treatment.
Conclusion: The use of a stroke nurse and a nursing flow sheet as part of the acute stroke assessment
significantly increases the proportion of patients treated with IV tPA within 60 minutes from hospital arrival.
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I ntravenous tissue plasminogen activator (IV tPA)
is currently the most effective and readily available
medical treatment for patients presenting with symp-

toms of acute ischemic stroke. Although the literature
shows that IV tPA is effective up to 4.5 hours from
symptom onset,1 other studies indicate that the sooner
blood flow is restored to brain tissue, the higher the
likelihood of a good outcome.2Y4 Given the importance
of rapid reperfusion, the American Heart Association/
American Stroke Association has set a target of

60 minutes from hospital arrival to time of tPA bolus.5

However, this goal can prove challenging, particularly
in cases where the diagnosis is uncertain or when
complicating factors exist such as patients being on
Coumadin or having difficult-to-control blood pres-
sure. In response, hospitals have chosen to systemat-
ically focus on areas where delaysmay be decreased.6Y9

Additional possibilities for streamlining adminis-
tration of IV tPA may come from previous literature
on cardiac arrest. The evaluation and management of
cardiac arrest are similar to those of acute stroke and
have a well-described algorithm where each member
of the ‘‘code team’’ has a distinct set of roles and
responsibilities.10,11 Furthermore, a single team leader,
often referred to as the ‘‘code captain,’’ steps away
from other responsibilities to oversee the code situa-
tion, ensuring that all steps are completed in an efficient
manner.12 In this study, we examine the factors most
commonly responsible for delay of tPA administra-
tion and effectiveness of a dedicated stroke nurse,
serving as the team leader for the ‘‘brain attack’’ or
‘‘stroke code,’’ along with the implementation of a
nursing flow sheet to document benchmarks within
the tPA process and to keep team members on track.

Methods
On April 2012, our stroke leadership met to discuss
potential barriers to tPA administration. On the basis
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of the success of a ‘‘code captain’’ for cardiac arrests,10

we developed a similar stroke model using a dedicated
nurse with specialty stroke training (described here-
inafter) as the coordinator of the multidisciplinary
response team. The need to accurately document and
assess factors leading to delays in treatment was
addressed by creating a nursing flow sheet (see
Supplemental Figure, Supplemental Digital Content 1,
available at http://links.lww.com/JNN/A114). Our
Brain Attack Team (BAT) was educated to the change
in responsibilities and use of the flow sheet, which
was implemented on July 2012 for all acute strokes.

To evaluate the effectiveness of our intervention,
using our institution’s prospectively collected Get
with the Guidelines database, we identified patients
presenting to the emergency department (ED) with
acute neurologic symptoms who were adminis-
tered IV tPA immediately preimplementation and
postimplementation (July 2009YDecember 2013).
This study was approved by the Johns Hopkins
Institutional Review Board. Given that results were
de-identified and data were also used for quality
assurance purposes, informed consent was not required.
Door-to-needle times along with additional variables
were collected regarding patient demographics (age,
race, sex), admission and stroke characteristics (emer-
gencymedical services prenotification, day of theweek,
time of the day, National Institutes of Health Stroke
Scale [NIHSS]), medical and laboratory variables
(systolic blood pressure, glucose), comorbidities,
additional imaging, need for blood-pressureYlowering
medication, neurological fluctuation-stuttering symp-
toms documented by the team that led to reconsi-
deration of treatment). Data were stored in our
Comprehensive Stroke Center’s Institutional Review
Board and Health Insurance Portability and Account-
ability Act-approved clinical research database for
further analysis.

Before implementation of the nursing flow sheet on
July 2012, a single-page system was used to activate
the BAT for patients presentingwith the acute onset of
neurologic symptoms. A junior resident responded to
these calls with a chief resident and a neurology
attending as additional support via telephone. After
patient assessment, their eligibility for IV tPA was
determined. Other staff involved typically included a
nurse and a licensed provider within the ED.

After implementation, the single-page system alerted
both the resident on call and a dedicated stroke nurse
(trained in neurocritical care with additional stroke
training) of any patientwith the acute onset of neurologic
symptoms. Nursing involvement in the BAT process
was implemented for both team consistency (on a
team of constantly changing residents) and continuity
of care for patients (from hospital admission through

discharge). Along with the junior resident, the stroke
nurse responded to the ED and used the nursing flow
sheet to keep track of and document critical bench-
marks (see Supplemental Figure, Supplemental Dig-
ital Content 1, available at http://links.lww.com/
JNN/A114). In addition, the stroke nurse oversaw
the efficiency of the process throughout the BAT call.
It was his/her role to monitor the time to ensure that
benchmarks were met or achieved, aid in delegation
of duties during the acute evaluation and manage-
ment, ensure that the necessary resources were readily
available (eg, tPA), and assist in patient care as an
additional provider (eg, to place IVs) if necessary. At
our institution, the stroke nurse is a member of the
stroke team, responsible for quality assurance, data
collection, and patient education, separate from the
nursing team on the neurology unit and able to
respond to a BAT without disrupting patient care.

Statistical Analysis
Data were analyzed using STATA version 13. To
determine factors associated with a delay in door-
to-needle times over the entire study period, Student
t tests and 22 tests were used to compare those treated
in less than versus more than 60 minutes. To determine
the effect of the dedicated stroke nurse and nursing
flow sheet, door-to-needle times and the proportion of
patients receiving IV tPA in less than 60 minutes were
compared preintervention and postintervention.P values
of less than .05 were considered statistically significant.

Results
One hundred thirty-eight patients presented to the
Johns Hopkins Bayview ED with acute neurologic
symptoms and received IV tPA between July 2009
and December 2013 (78 patients preimplementation
and 60 patients postimplementation). Patients receiv-
ing tPA after implementation of the nursing flow sheet
were similar to those treated before but had slightly
lower NIHSS scores (10 vs 12, P = .012) and were
less likely to be brought in by emergency medical

A dedicated stroke nurse running

the stroke code was associated

with shorter door-to-needle times

and more patients getting IV tPA

G 60 minutes.
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services (78% vs 92%, P = .018). ‘‘Other reasons
for delay’’ were more likely to be documented
postimplementation (see Supplemental Table, Sup-
plemental Digital Content 2, available at http://links.
lww.com/JNN/A115).

Factors associated with longer door-to-needle times
are displayed in Table 1. There was no association
between day of the week, time of the day, or mode of
arrival and time to tPA administration. Higher NIHSS
scores (ie, more severe strokes) along with the need
for additional imaging (eg, computed tomography
angiography to rule out aortic dissection) were associ-
ated with longer times.

The mean door-to-needle time was 82 minutes
(median, 74.5 minutes) preimplementation and de-
creased to 78 minutes (median, 59.5 minutes) post-
implementation (P = .583) (Table 2). Although there
was no significant reduction in mean door-to-needle
time, the percentage of patients receiving treatment
within 60 minutes was significantly higher post-
implementation (28% vs 52%, P = .005).

Discussion
Our data indicate that a BATcomposed of a dedicated
stroke nurse running the stroke code along with the
use of a nursing flow sheet not only reduces door-to-
needle times but also significantly increases the propor-
tion of patients receiving tPA in less than 60 minutes.
Some patients still had longer times due to issues such

as difficult-to-control blood pressure, an unclear diag-
nosis, or fluctuation in examination; however, with
this approach, we were able to identify and eliminate
addressable delays. The nursing flow sheet keeps the
team on track by encouraging efficiency and parallel
processing. Although 60 minutes is standard for the
Target: Stroke initiative and for stroke certification,5 it
is likely that lower goals (45 minutes) will soon be
the new standard and institutions will need to find a
way to streamline further. In addition, a streamlined
approach for treatment with tPA creates the neces-
sary infrastructure for mechanical thrombectomy
and other acute treatment options.

Our study also shows that each additional compli-
cating factor slows door-to-needle times. Patients with
more severe strokes (NIHSS scores 9 12) tend to be
sicker, making the examination more difficult. Often,
the patient is unable to fully participate in the history
and examination, and families are needed to confirm
time last known well, medical history, and imaging
screening. The need for additional imaging to clarify
the diagnosis or rule out other coexisting disorders
was also associated with longer times. If the diagnosis
or time last known well is unclear, magnetic resonance
imaging may be indicated before a treatment decision
is made, resulting in significant delay over noncontrast
head computed tomography. Similarly, for patients
presenting with chest pain, computed tomography
angiography is sometimes required to rule out aortic
dissection and can prolong assessment. In our cohort,

TABLE 1. Factors Associated With Delay of Treatment

Variable
Treated Less Than
60 min (n = 53)

Treated Over
60 min (n = 85) P

Age, mean (SD), y 70.5 (13.9) 68.2 (15.5) .378

Sex (male), n (%) 29 (55) 35 (41) .121

Race (black), n (%) 13 (25) 28 (33) .293

NIHSS score, mean (SD) 9.9 (5.0) 12.2 (6.4) .026

Systolic blood pressure, mean (SD), mm Hg 164 (22) 170 (30) .212

Glucose, mean (SD), mg/dL 128 (54) 147 (62) .063

Arrival by EMS, n (%) 46 (87) 73 (85) .880

Prenotification, n (%) 36 (68) 56 (65) .807

Day of the week (weekend), n (%) 11 (21) 34 (39) .320

Time of the day (8 AMY5 PM), n (%) 28 (53) 42 (49) .696

Need for chest CTA, n (%) 0 (0) 1 (1) .428

Need for other imaging, n (%) 1 (2) 15 (17) .005

Need for nicardipine drip, n (%) 9 (17) 18 (21) .546

Neurological fluctuation, n (%) 3 (6) 12 (14) .121

Other reasons for delay, n (%) 1 (2) 6 (7) .178
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elevated glucose levels on admission also trended
toward significance, likely because these patients
require further management to stabilize their condi-
tion before treatment.

Along with patient factors, review of the literature
shows that delay in tPA is also often associated with
the mode of arrival, along with lack of prenotification
and a streamlined assessment process.13Y18 In contrast,
these factors were not significant in our analysis.
This may be due to the fact that we already had a
prenotification system for acute stroke in place within
our institution and used the same process for assessment
regardless of the day of theweek before implementation.

After implementation of the dedicated stroke nurse
and nursing flow sheet, patients were more likely to
have ‘‘other reasons for delay’’ documented. Along
with the benefit of streamlining door-to-needle times,
the addition of a dedicated stroke nurse improved
documentation, leading to better identification of
barriers, and may have further unrecognized implica-
tions for patient care. The early involvement of nursing
may provide an additional resource to the ED to ensure
that swallow screening and follow-up neurological
examinations are consistently performed, ensuring
compliancewith current national metrics. Furthermore,
their involvement with patients and their families in the
ED may provide an opportunity to optimize early
stroke education and improve overall patient satisfac-
tion and experience.

Our study is not without limitations. Data are from
a single, urban, Comprehensive Stroke Center. Our
sample size is relatively small, and our results are not
generalizable to all populations. In addition, recording
times prospectively may have caused hospital staff to
move more quickly, biasing results. Finally, at our
institution, we have a dedicated stroke nurse able to
attend to all BATs; however, this may not be possible
at all institutions. The charge nurse or stroke coordi-
nator may serve as an alternative resource in this case.
Despite these limitations, we feel that our data illustrate
the potential impact of a dedicated stroke nurse and a
nursing flow sheet to remove unnecessary delays and
significantly decrease door-to-needle times.

Conclusion
A dedicated stroke nurse and a nursing flow sheet
significantly increase the proportion of patients with

acute stroke treated with IV tPA in less than 60minutes
and may be an effective way to decrease door-to-
needle times. The flow sheet may also help identify
additional areas for improvement and be expanded to
include thrombectomy and other time-sensitive in-
terventions. Implications for nursing include addi-
tional resources to implement the flow sheet.
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