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In 2021, EuroHealthNet
members from eight countries
established a working group
on programme registers:

 Finland

* France

* Germany

* |taly

e The Netherlands
e Poland
 Portugal
 Slovenia
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— TWIG Objectives

*  Becoming the competence engine for Health Promotion and Disease
Prevention Programme Registers in Europe.

Aplatform providing a framework for exchange between existing Health
Promotion and Disease Prevention Programme Registers with the aim to:

« Exchange experiences

« Identify and further develop common topics relevant to
programme registers

* Initiate joint projects
« Share findings in (scientific) papers a

at (international) conferences
(2 workshops
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— Selecting key areas for collaboration

Given the scope of programme registers and the

many ways in which participants could work together,
the following were selected priority areas:

Contributing to the evidence base through
scientific publications

Supporting research to design a transferability
tool

Establishing standards or minimum set of criteria
for programme registers

Feasibility of conducting joint systematic or rapid
research reviews.
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— Article programme registers

In several meetings we :

Established the characteristics of the registers for
the comparison table

Wrote the introduction and method

Developed the framework for programme
registers (draft)

Finalized the comparison table (we included also
European Best Practice Portal)

We start to compare and to find commonalities
and differences
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Framework for programme registers

QUALITY ASSESSEMENT
IS

GENERAL INFORMATION
* name of the portal
* organisation (owner)
« aim of the portal
+ start date, website URL
» target group / portal
users
» themes or topics

IDENTYFYING PRACTICES
» process of identification
and selection

Moo

FUNDING / RESOURCES

EMBEDDED IN
(NATIONAL) POLICY

« definitions
» type of interventions
SUPPORT STAKEHOLDERS # EVIDENCE BASED
ASSESSMENT PROCESS INTERVENTIONS

assessment form

in- and exclusion
procedure

criteria

classification levels
infernal and external
evaluation

PRESENTATION
OF PRACTICES
« extracted information
+ searchability
+ accessibility of

t informatio t

POLITICAL CONTEXT

USERS NEEDS

DISSEMINATION
AND IMPLEMENTATION J

'E

DISSEMINATION
* newsletters
+ social media (tailored)
» presentations and
publications (visibility)

IMPLEMENTATION
Strategies
to improve uptake:

» collaboration relevant
stakeholders (e.g.
research)

» uptake (local) policies

» uptake in guidelines

» incentives / resources

% UPTAKE
OF PRACTICES

=)

KNOWLEDGE TRANSFER
+ fraining and workshops
+ online communifies of
practice
+ support in decision
making
+ policy briefs

1 1

impact of the portal, visitors, assessed interventions per yea
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Improvement
of existing
portal

Italy, the
Netherlands

Important succesfactor:

® Support of
EuroHealthNet

Time and
willingness to work
on the TWIG

International
collaboration and

relationships
Italy and Germany
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