" pevereilll Mobilizing implementation science to tackle
weewee——alll the impacts of pandemics and climate change:

IS A scoping review of health system strategies

F@ H ) P669

OBSERVATORY ON THE FUTURE OF HEALTHCARE I S Q U A2 O 2 4 -A B S B 2 03 7

G Fisherl, S Spanos?, L Pagano?!, CL Smitht, L Ellist, K Churrucal, Y Trani,

Y Zurynski+, J Braithwaite! and the Observatory on the Future of Healthcare

1 Centre for Healthcare Resilience and Implementation Science, Australian Institute of Health Innovation,
Macquarie University, Sydney, Australia

Climate change

Implementation science

| »

-

Patient surges,
exacerbation of chronic
conditions, emerging
infectious diseases.

Health systems

Pandemic events

Implementation science will be critical to the success of health system response and adaptation to pandemics
and climate change. We conducted a scoping review of empirical articles to describe how health systems are

using Implementation science to adapt / prepare for these challenges, and how they are evaluating their efforts.
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