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Piramide delle evidenze



Cos’è una Linea Guida

IOM 2011IOM 2011



Low quality of contemporary guidelinesLow quality of contemporary guidelines
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the temporal gap between current  “best” evidence and 

guidelines lowers their overall reliability

the temporal gap between current  “best” evidence and 

guidelines lowers their overall reliability

Elliott JH, Turner T, Clavisi O, Thomas J, Higgins JPT, et al. Living Systematic Reviews: An Emerging 

Opportunity to Narrow the Evidence-Practice Gap. PLoS Med 2014; 11(2): e1001603



Sometimes trials are unethical  or impossible yet 

some treatments are quite effective 





Consensus and 

discussion about

controversial issues

within the panel group

needs a careful

Defects of guideline making process: managing consensusDefects of guideline making process: managing consensus

needs a careful

methodology too…

(and full disclosure of 

the minority views)



KEY OPINION LEADERS

Independent experts or 

drug representatives in 

disguise?

KEY OPINION LEADERS

Independent experts or 

drug representatives in 

disguise?

Many key opinion leaders participate of guideline panel groups (or chair them)





Methods, content, outcomes



Synthesis of GRADE approach
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Situazione italianaSituazione italianaSituazione italianaSituazione italiana



Risultati 4: aderenza standard G-I-N 1
Item Sì

3. Conflitti di interesse 17%

1. Composizione del gruppo di sviluppo della linea guida 63%

11. Finanziamenti e sponsor 64%

2. Processo decisionale 65%

6. Revisione delle evidenze 67%6. Revisione delle evidenze 67%

10. Validità e aggiornamento della linee guida 67%

5. Metodi 71%

9. Peer review e consultazione degli stakeholders 72%

8. Rating delle evidenze e delle raccomandazioni 81%

7. Raccomandazioni della linea guida 95%

4. Ambito della linea guida 100%



Legge 24 «Gelli»
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More trustworthy,  relevant, 

timely,  evidence based, 

unconflicted, balanced national

And so, what is SNLG for?And so, what is SNLG for?

unconflicted, balanced national

tools to inform wise clinical & 

health policy decisions and 

manage uncertainty


