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OBJECTIVE

This study aimed to systematically identify 
organizations that develop evidence-informed 

guidelines in oral health globally and survey the 
methodological process followed to formulate 

recommendations.
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METHODS

Information sources and selection of organizations
(January 2012–October 2023)
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Systematic search in 
electronic databases and 

guideline repositories 
(eg,. GIN library)

Manual search in guideline 
developers', scientific 
societies, and health 
ministries' websites

+
Consults with experts in the field

Eligibility criteria
Organizations that develop evidence-informed guidelines in oral health.



METHODS
Data collection
• Organization’s characteristics
• Terminology used to describe the type of guideline 

document they produce

• Guidelines and policy documents characteristics

• Methods to develop recommendations:

• Methodology to assess the certainty/quality of 
evidence

• Approach for grading the strength of 

recommendations

• Frameworks used to move from evidence to decisions
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RESULTS

Fig. 1 Selection process flowchart



CHARACTERISTICS OF INCLUDED ORGANIZATIONS

General characteristics
Organizations 

(n=46)

Organization type

Non-governmental organizations 31 (67%)

Governmental organization 13 (28%)

Academic and research institutions 2 (5%)

Continent

Europe 19 (41%)

North America 10 (22%)

South America 6 (13%)

Oceania 2 (9%)

Asia 3 (7%)

Africa 0
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Methodology to 
assess the 

certainty/quality of 
evidence

Approach for grading 
the strength of 

recommendations

Frameworks used for 
EtD process

GRADE GRADE GRADE-EtD
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Methodology to 
assess the 

certainty/quality of 
evidence

Approach for 
grading the 
strength of 

recommendations

Frameworks used 
for EtD process

No information No information No information



ORAL HEALTH GUIDELINES METHODOLOGY
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54%29%

17%

METHODOLOGY TO ASSESS THE 
CERTAINTY/QUALITY OF EVIDENCE

Not reported GRADE Other

54%29%

17%

APPROACH FOR GRADING 
THE STRENGTH OF 

RECOMMENDATIONS
Not reported GRADE Other

63%
27%

10%

FRAMEWORKS USED TO MOVE FROM 
EVIDENCE TO DECISIONS

Not reported GRADE EtD Other



TERMINOLOGY 
USED BY 
ORAL HEALTH 
ORGANIZATIONS
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Documents containing oral health 
care recommendations

Documents containing public 
health-related recommendations

Advice
Best clinical practice guidance
Best evidence consensus statement
Best practice guideline
Clinical guidelines
Clinical practice guidelines
Clinical practice recommendations
Clinical practice statements
Clinical report
Consensus document
Consensus recommendations
Consensus statements
Consensus-based guidelines
Evidence- and consensus-based guideline
Evidence-based guideline
Expert recommendation
Good clinical practice
Guidance
Guidelines
Position statements
Recommendations
Standards

Guidelines
Guidance
Policy statements
Position statements
Recommendation statements
Statements
Quality standards



CONCLUSIONS

• More than half of the included 
organizations do not follow a 
structured process for formulating 
recommendations

• Lack of consensus regarding the 
terminology the organizations use to 
describe the type of document they 
produce
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THANK YOU
fverdugo@epistemonikos.org

THERE IS 
NO HEALTH 
WITHOUT 
ORAL HEALTH


