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	Overview of the six components of the Basel Approach for coNtextual ANAlysis (BANANA)




Background information
Papers on context and contextual analysis in general
Squires JE, Graham I, Bashir K, Nadalin-Penno L, Lavis J, Francis J, Curran J, Grimshaw JM, Brehaut J, Ivers N et al: Understanding context: A concept analysis. Journal of Advanced Nursing 2019, 0(0):1-23.
Pfadenhauer LM, Mozygemba K, Gerhardus A, Hofmann B, Booth A, Lysdahl KB, Tummers M, Burns J, Rehfuess EA: Context and implementation: A concept analysis towards conceptual maturity. Zeitschrift fur Evidenz, Fortbildung und Qualitat im Gesundheitswesen 2015, 109(2):103-114.
May CR, Johnson M, Finch T: Implementation, context and complexity. Implementation Science 2016, 11(1):141.
Meier N, Dopson S (eds.): Context in Action and How to Study It: Illustrations from Health Care, 1 edn. United States: Oxford University Press; 2019.
Stange K, Glasgow R: Contextual factors: the importance of considering and reporting on context in research on the patient-centered medical home. Rockville: Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality 2013.
Craig P, Di Ruggiero E, Frolich KL, Mykhalovskiy E, White M, Campbell R, Cummins S, Edwards N, Hunt K, Kee F: Taking account of context in population health intervention research: guidance for producers, users and funders of research. 2018.
Davis M, Beidas RS: Refining contextual inquiry to maximize generalizability and accelerate the implementation process. Implement Res Pract 2021, 2:2633489521994941.
BASEL APPROACH FOR CONTEXTUAL ANALYSIS	2



BANANA – Component 1
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Choosing a study design for contextual analysis
Asessing context
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BANANA – Component 5
Identifying and describing relevance of contextual and setting factors for intervention co-design, implementation strategies and outcomes
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BANANA – Component 6
Reporting of contextual analysis
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