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	Objectives
The aim of WP6 is to ensure that proposed interventions are not only theoretically sound innovations but would be also effectively translated and implemented at the national and possibly regional and local levels by national institutes of public health in six (>5) participating countries. 
This work package addresses three key dimensions:
1.	Common denominators of interventions: Identification of the shared mechanisms and principles across all interventions to enable harmonization and standardized approaches where feasible.
2.	National implementation feasibility: Assess whether each intervention can be scaled up and institutionalized and integrated into the national context. This includes identifying necessary adaptations, relevant national stakeholders and right-holders to support, vulnerable groups and groups at risk (addressing inequalities), and assessing sustainability. Implementation science principles will guide the analysis to ensure that the interventions follow evidence-based, structured pathways from pilot to nationwide application.
3.	Alignment of the proposed outcomes and recommendations with EU regulatory frameworks: Analyze how interventions relate to European legislation, such as the Digital Services Act (DSA), AVMSD, Healthier together, EU Beating Cancer plan and Safe Hearts Plan, Child Guarantee of EPSR and others. 
Final aim is to understand which principles can be harmonized and operationalized within the interventions, providing a clear framework for implementation.


 
	Description of work
T6.1 Contextual analysis and implementation capacities addressing digital environment influences on youth NCD risk, in six EU countries (represented by the national public health institutes)
Lead partner, together with partners from participating NIPHs will provide the baseline assessment of the key capacities in partners organizations, especially in the aspect of digitalization, important for the successful and long term implementation of the interventions: staff capacities, knowledge capacities, financial capacities, institutional and leadership capacities. 
Exploratory contextual analyses will be provided, to increase the understanding of the national contexts, priorities, and strategic/political environment at the national and EU level – to increase the understanding of the conditions for the implementation of the interventions and provide inputs for finetuning or adapting the implementation processes in participating countries. Structure – agency interplay, equity aspects (gender and geographical equity) and migration background would be specifically addressed. 
To improve the implementation potential, project relevant capacity building activities would be developed and provided to the implementation teams in six countries. 
In the last year of the project, follow-up assessment of the institutional capacities will be provided and lessons learnt for the implementation of the interventions will support the development of the final recommendations. 

T6.2 Stakeholder mapping (lead partner – role of participants)
In stakeholder mapping[footnoteRef:1] process, relevant national and EU stakeholders and right-holders for the individual interventions would be identified, by their demography (public – private, profit-nonprofit, formal-nonformal, type, orientation, power, others). Basic stakeholder network analysis will be provided, to better understand the alliances and relationships among project stakeholders, including their power and direction of influence. Special interest will be paid to the possible conflicts of interest and influences in the individual interventions. [1:  https://cdn.who.int/media/docs/default-source/reproductive-health/contraception-family-planning/stakeholder-mapping-tool.pdf; ] 

Alignment with the relevant existing intersectoral groups or support to the establishment of the new intersectoral groups would be highly encouraged in the national context. Intersectoral groups could increase multidisciplinary competences of the national intervention teams and thus increase the opportunities for successful implementation of different types of intervention. Each of the partners will be establishing collaboration the up-mentioned collaboration and actions aligned with the national contexts. 
Meaningful engagement of youth is the key principle of the project and youth engagement would be elaborated specifically. 

T6.3 Core implementation science activities (lead partner – role of participants)
Implementation science principles and frameworks will be applied to support the implementation of the interventions, to assess critical steps, target groups, and sustainability of each intervention. Understanding of the accountability cycle step three (holding to the account), linked to the effectiveness of the intervention, will be especially targeted by the implementation science approaches during the intervention, hopefully giving good insights into the nature of the intervention. Models such as Knowledge-to-Action Model (Graham s sod., 2006) or Quality Implementation Framework (Meyers s sod., 2012) would be explored for relevance for actions in the Z-HEALTH project.
Interventions will be clustered using common denominators (existence of the strategic grounding (legislative) document to increase the legacy of the intervention; level of implementation - nat., reg-local; (gender) equity addressed; available capacities for implementation; transferability addressed; proportion of the population included in the intervention; addressed health determinants / NCDs / mental health; right-holders, vulnerable groups, migrants, youth engaged, rural /urban location;  …and possible others, to be decided during the course of the project) and compared among themselves in that regard.  
Sustainability elements of the interventions will be explored in addition, to assure higher probability of long-term implementation of interventions and to increase the understanding what are the institutional characteristics influencing successfulness and effectiveness of the implementation of interventions. 

T6.4 Case studies (lead partner – role of participants)
Participating countries would write the case studies, framed and structured, about the implemented interventions. Guiding questions for the case studies would be developed and common denominators of the interventions would be used, to enable intervention teams to write case studies in a harmonized manner. 
Case studies would be analyzed by the leading partner, in strong collaboration with the participating teams. Final report with lessons learnt would be provided in the first part of year four of the project. 

T6.5 Synthesis and recommendations (lead partner – role of participants)
Based on the comprehensive analysis of and lessons learned from the provided case studies, actionable and sustainable recommendations for national and EU-level scaling-up of the proposed interventions will be provided for different health determinants and elaborated upstream determinants.
Recommendations will be formulated embedded in the EU and national policy and legislative frameworks linked to health determinants, NCDs and mental health and digital environment, as a minimum. 


	Deliverables
D6.n name – short description – Delivery date 

Milestones
Milestone name – Delivery date
Critical risks
Any plausible event or issue that could have a high adverse impact on the ability of achieve the objectives. 





