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	Domain
	Construct
	Subconstruct
	Source survey construct
	CEBHA+ tool

	Intervention
	Relationship building

	See below under “intervention outcomes”
	
	

	
	Capacity building
	· IKT capacity (stakeholder + CEBHA+ researcher)
· Capacity to collaborate with researchers, respectively policy and practice stakeholders in a mutually beneficial research project/ programme.
· Research capacity (stakeholder)
	(1)
	Survey
Interview

	
	Collaborative research
	· Appreciation for the collaborative process and partner
· Diversity of partners involved 
· Continuous involvement
	(2, 3)
	Survey
Interview

	Intervention Outcomes
	Capacity for collaboration

	
	(1, 3)
	Survey

	
	Broadened perspective and skills
	· Perspective
· Research skill
	(4, 5)
	Survey

	
	Access to information/ contacts
	· Information about other pertinent research 
· New contacts with other researchers or decision-makers
	(4, 6)
	Survey 

	
	Attitudes towards research/ policy and practice
	· Relevance of research
· Value of research
· Credibility of research
	(7)
	Survey

	
	Appreciation
	· Appreciation for the partner
· Appreciation for the collaborative process
	(2, 3)
	Survey

	
	Mutual understanding 
	· Work style
· Language
· Needs/ constraints
	(2, 3)
	Survey

	
	Diversity of partners involved
	
	(3)
	Survey

	
	Continuous involvement
	
	(2)
	

	
	Trust
	Trust and Mistrust in partners
	(8)
	Survey

	Intermediate Outcomes
	Perceived value of research evidence

	· Individual view on relevance of CEBHA+ research output
· Individual view on applicability/ positioning for use
· Individual view on credibility
	Developed de novo
	Survey
Interview

	
	Intention to use research evidence in decision-making

	· Behavioural intention
· Attitudes
· Subjective norms
· Perceived behavioural control
	(9)
	Survey
Interview

	
	Consideration of CEBHA+ research evidence in daily work
	Ways of use of research evidence
· Conceptual
· Instrumental
· Tactical/ symbolic
· Imposed
	(5, 10)
	Survey

	Final Outcomes
	Use of contextualised research evidence in policy and practice decision-making
	
	Developed de novo
	Survey
Documents

	Context
	Macro context
	· Geographical context
· Legal context
· Ethical context
· Socio-Cultural context
· Socio-Economic context
· Political context
· Epidemiological context
	(11)
	Interview
Documents
Monitoring

	
	Organisational context (Meso Context)
	· Staff continuity
· Organisational support/ available resources
· Organisational absorptive capacity
	(2)
(12)
	Survey

Interview

	
	Project-specific context
	· Clarity on goals, roles, and expectations
· Complexity of the project and evidence produced
· Packaging of research outputs
· Timeliness of research outputs
	(2)
Developed de novo
(2)
(13)
	Survey
Interview

	Implementation
	Individual characteristics of the implementation agent
	· Time for IKT
· Knowledge of/ skills in IKT
· Willingness to take part in IKT
· IKT attitudes and experiences
	Developed de novo

(12)
	Survey
Interview

	
	Implementation strategies
	
	(11)
	Interview
Monitoring

	
	Implementation process
	· Decision to adopt
· Planning and preparation: Initial implementation
· Full implementation Evaluation and reflection
· Sustainment
	(11)
	Interview 
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