A4GPs-013 ATG: JO1- ANTIBAGTERIALS FOR SYSTEMIG USES

QUALITY ASSESOMENT OF THE EVIDENGE UNDERPINNING
PHARMAGIST-LED ANTIMIGROBIAL STEWARDSRIPS

INTERVENTIONS

AUTHORS AFFILIATIONS

C. CASTANO-AMORES ,'Il. GARCIA-GIMENEZ ,'M. 1. HOSPITAL SAN CECILIO, PHARMACY, GRANADA, SPAIN
NUNEZ-NUNEZ !3. PEREZ-ROJAS 33J. CABEZA- 2. HOSPITAL JUAN RAMON JIMENEZ, PHARMACY, HUELVA, SPAIN
BARRERA | 3. HOSPITAL SAN CECILIO, PREVENTIVE MEDICINE, GRANADA, SPAIN

BACKGROUND

Pharmacist-led antimicrobial stewardships (AMS)
INnterventions are proposed as key strategies to optimise
antibiotic use and reduce adverse events, Including the
selection of antimicrobial resistance.

Systematic reviews are at the highest level of the evidence
validity hierarchy and provide insight and support policy-
makers In clinical practice and research, but sometimes
the evidence about its quality is limited.

METHODS & MATERIAL

AIM & 0BJECTIVE

The am of this
study Is to evaluate
the quality of the
systematic reviews
measuring the
Impact of
PHARMACIST - LED
AMS Interventions.

Umbrella review of the systematic reviews on AMS conducted following the PRISMA-P guideline.

Protocol registration (Prospero CRD42022333928)

Double independent search by two authors in PubMed, Scopus, Cochrane Library and Google

Scholar without language or time restrictions until June 2022.
Included: pharmacist-led AMS interventions.

Quality assessment by two authors independently using a modified AMSTAR-2 tool.
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e CONCLUSSIoN

The overall quality
of the systematic
reviews measuring
the Impact of
PHARMACIST - LED
AMS Interventions
s low. There Is a
need for high level
literature covering
the participation
and implication of
pharmacists N
AMS.
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