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Climate change is having a detrimental impact on the
environment and on the animals and humans health. Recent
research has highlighted the negative impact that climate
change has on the social and environmental factors that
determine human health, such as clean air, food security and
safety, water quality, and much more such as the possible
increase of infectious diseases and zoonoses. Climate change is
indeed a global health problem, causing several health negative

impacts that could be largely prevented in many cases if
sufficient action is taken. However, to obtain the results
needed we need a multi-sectorial approach and the preventive
actions need to be developed in different sectors in a coherent
manner. Threats to public health resulting from climate change
need to be anticipated to allow adaptation and allow a proper
answer. The One Health approach, which recognizes the
interconnection between health in people, animals, plants, and
their shared environment is a fundamental pillar of prevention.
Several examples of climate change adaptation in different
scenarios will be presented and discussed aiming to support
multi-sectorial policy actions. The identification and imple-
mentation of policies that will bring co-benefits to human and
animal health and environment should be the drivers for the
next years. We need to act now and promote the mainstream
of health into all policies, strategies and programmes.
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Clear communication of scientific evidence remains impor-
tant, as dramatically highlighted by COVID-19. But what does
clear communication look like if the evidence keeps changing?
Along with the known problems of fake news, disengagement
and science scepticism, there is the problem of scientists
presenting conflicting views on the same topic. Alternatively,
changing evidence can lead to scientists saying something but,
in the light of new evidence, revising their conclusions and the
scientific message. In the case of COVID-19, the lack of clear
scientific messaging in the early days of the pandemic opened
the debate to politics and culture, lowering trust in science and
politicizing mitigation measures such as mask wearing. What
lessons can be learned from the COVID-19 experience in order
to improve future scientific communication, even in the face of
uncertain evidence? What are the roles of different actors, such
as epidemiologists, behaviour change specialists, science
journalists, policymakers and international actors like the
WHO in shaping this narrative? How can they improve their
future collaboration so that scientific communication with the

public becomes more transparent, equitable and trust-
building?
Short presentations:
� Prophylactic measures taken in times of COVID-19 -

Ricardo Mexia, Portugal (vice-president EUPHA-IDC)
� Contribute to the effectiveness of COVID-19 prevention

measures, by making available state-of-the-art behavioural
and communication science expertise - Mariken Leurs,
RIVM
� Key considerations for risk communication and community

engagement - Cristiana Salvi, Communication Officer,
WHO Europe
� How protective masks went from don’t wear to must have -

Megan Molteni, journalist
� Panel discussion with the audience

Key messages:
� Transparency in communicating evidence is essential for

clear and usable communication.
� Open dialogue on what we know and what we do not yet

know is key to communication evidence.
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Background:
Digital health interventions have a potential to improve safety,
efficacy and quality of care, reducing waste in healthcare costs.

Despite premises, the evidence regarding cost and effectiveness
of digital tools in health is scarce and limited.
Objectives: The aim of this systematic review is to summarize
the evidence on cost-effectiveness of digital health interven-
tions and to assess whether the studies meet the established
quality criteria.
Methods:
We queried PubMed, Scopus and Web of Science databases for
articles in English published from 1 January 2016 to 31
December 2020 that performed economic evaluations of digital
health technologies. The methodological rigorousness of
studies was assessed with a well-established checklist
(CHEERS). The incremental cost-effectiveness ratio
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