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DETERMINANTES SOCIALES

“Las condiciones en las que Las personas nacen, crecen, trabajan, viven 'y
envejecen, y el conjunto mas amplio de fuerzas y sistemas que configuran
las condiciones de vida".

Estabilidad econdmica

Educacion
Cinco dreas clave =  Contexto social y comunitario

Salud y atencion comunitaria

Barrio y construccion.




PROCEDIMIENTO

1. Objetivo
Considerar diferencias en la incidencia y/o prevalencia de las patologias

(codificadas segun CIE-10 o CIAP) en relacion a la exposicion a los determinantes
sociales de la salud en edad pedidtrica.

2. BUsqueda general y planteamiento de la pregunta a revisar-> PREGUNTA PICO

& frontiers | Front

sComo impactan los Determinantes Sociales
—— Eacial doterminarts of de la Salud en la morbilidad de la poblacion

- multimorbidity patterns: A pedidatrica?
. systematic review



PROCEDIMIENTO

-Registro internacional de
revisiones sistematica de la
Universidad de York.

el 19/10/2023
CRD42023466709.

3. Diseno del protocolo y registro de la revision sistemdtica en PROSPERO

PROSPERO National Institute for
International prospective register of systematic reviews Health Research

UNIVERSITYW

Centre for Reviews and Dissemination

Systematic review

This record cannot be edited because it has been marked as out of scope

1. " Review title.
Give the title of the review in English
Impact of the Social Determinants of Health on the morbidity of pediatric population: A review of systematic

review

2. Original language title.

For reviews in languages other than English, give the titie in the orginal language. This will be displayed with
the English language title

3. " Anticipated or actual start date.
Give the date the sysiemaltic review started or 1s expected to start

24/10/2023



PROCEDIMIENTO

4. Estrategia de Busqueda

“social risk” OR “social determinant” OR “social determinants” OR “socioeconomic determinant”[tiab] OR “socioeconomic
determinants”[tiab] OR “health determinant”[tiab] OR “socioeconomic factor”[tiab] OR “socioeconomic factors’[fiab] OR
“health determinants”[tiab] OR “social determinates”[tiab] OR “adverse childhood event” OR “adverse childhood events”
"Social Determinants of Health"[Mesh] OR "Socioeconomic Factors'[Mesh] OR (seek [tiab] AND model*[tiab]) OR (ace
[tiab] AND childhood[tiab]) AND (child[mesh] OR child health servicesmesh] OR adolescent health [mesh] OR
pediatrics[mesh] OR Infan*[tiab] OR newborn*[tiab] OR new-born*[tiab] OR perinat*[tiab] OR neonat*[tiab] OR baby[tiab]
OR baby* [tiab] OR babies[tiab] OR toddler* [tiab] OR minors[tiab] OR minors* [tiab] OR boy[tiab] OR boys[tiab] OR
boyhood(tiab] R girl*[tiab] OR kid [tiab] OR kids[tiab] OR child[tiab] OR childs[tiab] OR children*[tiab] OR
schoolchild*[jiab] OR schoolchild [tiab] OR school child[tiab] OR school child*[tiab] OR adolescen*[tiab] OR juvenil*[tiab]
OR youth*[fiab] OR teen*[tiab] OR underage*[tiab] OR pubescen*[tiab] OR pediatricsimesh] OR pediatric*[tiab] OR
paediatric* [tiab] OR school[tiab] OR school* [tiab] OR prematur*[tiab] OR preterm*[tiab] OR child welfare [mesh] OR
pediatriCians[mesh] OR pediatrician*[tiab])

Filters/ Age under 18 years, last 5 years, in Spanish or English, Meta-Analysis, Systematic Review.

» MEDLINE/OVID (1950-Presente)
» Embase/ OVID SP (1980-Presente)

» Science Citation Index Expanded/ ISI Web of Science (1981-
Presente)

» The Cochrane Library Database




PROCEDIMIENTO

5. Se realiza cribado por pares independientes siguiendo los siguientes criterios de inclusion:

Revisiones sistemadticas y metaandlisis
Idioma: Inglés y espanol
Ultimos 5 afios. Desde 2018 al 2023.

Edad pedidtrica (< 18 anos)

En primer lugar se realizo cribado por fitulo y Abstract y tras seleccion se realizo por texto completo.




PROCEDIMIENTO

6. Evaluar riesgo de sesgo con la herramienta AMSTAR-2 en articulos que hayan pasado
cribado por texto completo

« Herramienta de evaluacion critica de revisiones sistemdticas de estudios
de infervenciones de salud.
estionario que contfiene 16 dominios

Cuadro 1. Dominios criticos de la herramienta AMSTAR-2

Protocolo registrado antes de la revisién (item 2)

Adecuada busqueda en la literatura (item 4)

Justificacion de los estudios excluidos (item 7)

Riesgo de sesgo de los estudios individuales incluidos (item 9)

Métodos meta-analiticos apropiados (item 11)

Consideracion del riesgo de sesgo en la interpretacion de los resultados de la revision (item 13)

Evaluacion de la presencia y el impacto probable del sesgo de publicacion (item 15)

Shea BJ y col. BMJ. 2017;



PROCEDIMIENTO

Tabla 1. Valoracion de la confianza general en los resultados de la revision

CONFIANZA JUSTIFICACION

Alta Ninguna debilidad critica y hasta una no critica: la RS proporciona un resumen exacto y completo de los resultados de los estudios
disponibles.
Media Ninguna debilidad critica y mas de una debilidad no critica (aunque si son muchas podria justificarse una baja confianza): la RS tiene

debilidades, pero no hay defectos criticos, pudiendo proporcionar un resumen preciso de los resultados de los estudios disponibles.

Hasta una debilidad critica, con o sin puntos débiles no criticos: la RS puede no proporcionar un resumen exacto y completo de los

Baja
’ estudios disponibles

Criticamente Baja Mas de una debilidad critica, con o sin debilidades no criticos: la RS no es confiable

RS: revision sistematica

Shea BJy col. BMJ. 2017;




TABLA DE EXTRACION DE DATOS

VARIABLES
Titulo

Autor

ANO

Resumen

Estrategia de BUsqueda
N° de estudios incluidos
N° de participantes
Objetivo

Poblacion

Periodo de estudio
Riesgo de Sesgo
Resultados
Framework
Conclusiones




N covidence

N covidence

Impact of the Soclal Determinants of Health on the mor..

Review Summary

<

Import references

<

Title and abstract screening

<

Full text review

<

Extraction

Impact of the Soclal Determinants of Health on the mor.

Review Summary

v Import references

~ Title and abstract screening

TEAM PROGRESS

1208 o oone

0 « onevore 0

O e conFucts

NO VOTES

& Team settings

v Full text review

v Extraction

PROCEDIMIENTO

9. Para todos los puntos anteriores nos ayudamos del software COVIDENCE.

). Search studies

luged 152 studies to screen

ted 15 studies to extract

Q. Search studies

& Settings

227 otal duplicates removed
- 4 = & Import
0 auto-marked as ineligible

0 studies to screen

Arantza,
you have screened 24 studies

21 excluded 152 studies to screen

S studies Lo extrac!

All

Merge &3 study Filter ~ » Togs

#7 - AlmeidalLL 2021

Social isolation and its impact on child and adolescent
development: a systematic review.

Almeida ILL; Rego JF; Teixeira ACG; Moreira MR
Rev Paul Pediatr 2021;40():€2020385
Brazil 2021

DOI: 10.1590/1984-0462/2022/40/2020385 (7 « Ref|D: 34614137

ZjJsQRsTFNYrs7fJKZSqgsv.pdf [ Primary
Full text uploaded by Covidence (Open Access)

) Manage full text

@ Note '9 History ® Duplicate D Move to Full text

#711 - Narciso 2019

Behavioral, contextual and biological factors associated with

obesity during adolescence: A systematic review.
Narciso J; Silva AJ; Rodrigues V; Montelro MJ; Aimeida A; Saavedra R
Costa AM

PLOS One 2019;14(4):20214941

United States 2019

DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0214941(24 . RefID: 30958850

file.pdf (2 Primary

Need help?

Display: 25 ~| Most relevant ~|
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CRITERIOS PRISMA

! PRISMA 2020 Checklist

Title | 1| identity the report as a systematc review. ' PRISMA 2020 Checklist
TABSTRACT
Abstract | 2| See the PAISMA 2020 for Abstracts checkiist.
Rationale 3 | Describe the ratonale for the review in the context of existing knowledge.
Objectives 4 | Provide an expicit statement of the obj (8) or g ) the review RESULTS
METHODS Stugy selection 16a | Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identilied in the search 1o the number of studies incuded In
Eligibilty criteria 5 | Spectly the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped lor the syntheses. the review, ideally using a flow diagram.
Informaton 6 | Speciy ail ites, organisatons, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted o identty studies. Specity the i 16b Clwmrumqmwwmwmemmcﬂwummvwvmwmd andumwnwhymmomc
e Gate when euch souce ws iast searchec or corsuted Stugy 17 | Cite each included study and present its characteristics.
Search strategy 7 | Present the luf search gles for all gisters and Including any fikers and kmits used. charactenstics
Selection process 8 | Specily the methods used 1o decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the rewiew, including how many reviewers screened each record Risk of blas in 18 | Prosent assessments of risk of bias for each included study
and each report retrieved, whether they worked oo iy, and f apps . details of automaton tools used in the process. sudes
Data collection 9 | Specily the mothods used to collect data from roports, including haw many reviewers colectod data from om report, whether thoy worked Aesults of 19 | For all cutcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b} an effect estimate and its precision
process independently, any processes for oblaimng or confirming data from study ir gators, and If app etails of tools used In the mmvdua' studies (eg. mtnrval) mgy using : slmdu.'ad ,.bm or P'-*S
process. E B oo Dbt atmeriaidasiirnind o e e e
~ i - = i Resuts 20a | For each synthess, briel mmarise tho characteristics and risk of bl lnmongcon stucos
Data itoms 10a | List and define all outcomes for which data wore sought. Specily whether all results that were compatible with each oulcome domain in each Mhﬁ:ﬁ e Iy su s o hbutnq
stucy were sought (0.¢. b' o moasures. time points, analyses). & and If net. the methods used 1o decide which results 1o collect. 20b | Present results of all statistical syntheses cormed If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision (e.g.
10b | List and define all other varabies for which data were sought (e.g. participant and intervention characteristics, lunding sources). Describe any confidenosoredis inlerval) and i of genelty. If comparing groups, descrie the dinection of the effect
assumplions made about any missing or unclear information. 20c Pvnnm rthu d .II Invvwgmmn: ol poudn causes d mlorogmy among n.;dy roaum
Study rak of bias 11 | Specily the methods used 1o assess risk of bias in the included studes, iIncludng deta’s of the 1004(s) used, how many revewers assessed euch 20d Pmsem resu'ls d -ll sensitivity anaxyses conou:tsd ta assess the rob of the syr resulls.
Sseasoment Study and whether ihey Woded independicily: and ¥ spp . dotalls of Yoolks used in the process. Reporting biases 21 | Prosent assessments of sk of bias due 10 mssing results (arising from reparting biases) for each synthesis assessed.
~ =
Elfect measures 12 | Specily for each the offect (e.g. risk ratic, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results, Certainty of 22 | P skttt of ity (o confidance) in the swye O amth ol = {
Synthess 13a | Describe the processes used to decide which studios ware oiigibie for each synthesis (2.9. tabulating the study intervention characterstcs and evidence
mothods comparing aganst the planned groups lor each syrthesis (lem #5))
13b g:wbe ln:y methods requited to prepare the data lor presentaton or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data Discussion 23a | P a goneral interpretation of the results in the context of other evid X
13c | Doscribe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses. 23°| Discuss any imtafions of he evidence included in the review.
13d | Describe any methods used to synthesize resulls and provide a for the If meta-analysis was pertorme, cescribe the 23c | Discuss any limiiations of he review processes used
model(s), method(s) 1o identdy the presence and extent of statistcal heterogeneity, and software package(s) used 23¢ | Discuss implications of the results for practice, palicy, and future ressarch.
130 | Describe any methods used to expiore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results {e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression). OTHER INFORMATION
I;ﬂ Dmvlbo any sonsitivity analyses concuctod 10 assess robuﬂmu o' the synthesized results. Regstration and 24a | Provide registration information for the review, including register name and registration numbaer, or state that the review was not registored,
HReporting bias 14 Descnbe any methods used lo assess -:sk of blas due 1o missing rusuns in a synthesis (anslng from reporting biases). profacol 24b | Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a profocol was not prepared.
Sasasement 24c¢ | Describe and explain any amendments 10 information provided at registration or in the protocol.
Cortainty N 16 e any methods used o aasess iy (or. conkkd )in the body of evidence for &n ou Supgport 25 | Describe sources of linancial or non-financial support for the review, and the role of the lundors or SPONSOTs in the roview.
Competing 26 | Deciare any competing inferests of review authors.
interests
Availability of 27 | Report which of the following are publicly avaslabie and where they can be found: lempiate cata codection lorms: data extracted from Included
. o . data, code and studies; data used for all analyses; analytic code; any other materials used in the review
hitps:/ Jprisma-statement.org/prisma-2020-checklist other mateias
From: Page MJ, McKenzie JE. Bossuyt PM, Boutron | Hottmann TC, Murow CO. et al. The PRISMA 2020 stasement: an updated guideine for reporting systematc reviews. BNJ 2021:372:071. dol
10.1136bm;.n71



RESULTADOS

Studies from databases/registers {n = 1435)
PubMed [n» 777)
Web of Science [n » 559)

Embase [n » 99)

References from other sources (n =)
Citation searching (n» )

Grey Interature (n

References removed {n = 227)
Duplicates identified manually [a« 0
Duplicates identified by Covidence [n » 227)

ation toods |n

Marked as ineligible by autc

Cther reasons (n « )

o

Studies screened (n = 1208)

Studies excluded (n = 1012)

v

Studies sought for retrieval (n « 196)

v

Studies not retrieved (n = 160)
Cne voted { n= 4)
Confliicts [ na7)

About 1o see ( ne 149)

Studses assessed for eligibility {n = 36)

Studies excluded (n = 21)
Wrong outtomes [n» 2)
t population (n = 1)
M (N0 reladion CON dateIminantes

Otros articulos no revisiones sistemdticas, n

metaandlisis [n» 2)

Studies included in review (n = 18)

Studies with hight quality (n = 3)

—_ Studies with low quality (n=5)

Studies to see [ n=7)




RESULTADOS

Screening
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Studies to see [ n=7)
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RESULTADOS
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RESULTADOS

 Open Access | Review

Health Inequalities in Children and Adolescents: A Scoping Review of
the Mediating and Moderating Effects of Family Characteristics

Risk factors for the development of
tuberculosis among the pediatric population:
a systematic review and meta-analysis

The Temporal Impact of Economic Insecurity on Child Maltreatment: A Systematic Review

Aislinn Conrad-Hiebner 7 and Elizabeth Byram View all authors and affiliations

Volume 21, Issue | https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838018756122




RESULTADOS

POBLACION N° ARTICULOS OBIJETIVO CALIDAD
TOTAL INCLUIDOS

50.957 50 Efectos de las Media
caracteristicas
familiares en las
desigualdades en
salud durante la
primera infancia

2373 26 Establecer relacion Alta
entre la inseguridad
economica familiar y
el maltrato infantil

3095 14 Establecer factores Media
de riesgo asociados
con la tuberculosis en
la poblacion
pedidtrica.




RESULTADOS

Sinfomas Depresivos Bajo nivel socioecondmico
Familias desestructuradas
Mala relacion con los progenitores
Conflicto matrimonial
Estrés familiar

Consumo Tabaco Bajo nivel socioecondmico
Bajo nivel educativo en entorno
familiar

Enfermedades respiratorias Bajo nivel socioecondmico

- Tuberculosis Problemas de hacinamiento
Sin escolarizacion

Exposicion a humo tabaco en
ambiente familiar

Alteraciones en el IMC Bajo nivel socioecondmico
Dificultades para una vivienda y
alimentos
Padres con alteraciones en IMC

Alteraciones en TA y Colesterol Bajo nivel socioecondmico
Familias desestructuradas




RESULTADOS

MORBILIDAD DETERMINANTES SOCIALES

Trastornos conducta alimentaria Bajo nivel educativo
en adolescentes de 13 a 16 anos Relaciones familiares inestables

Maltrato psicoldgico/fisico Bajo nivel socioecondmico
Estrés familiar
Dificultad para una vivienda y
alimentos
Depresion en progenitores
Abuso de sustancias progenitores

Comportamientos problematicos  Bajo nivel socioecondmico
en adolescentes Familias desestructuradas
Sin apoyo familiar




DISCUSION

Dificultad a la hora de acotar los términos MESH para realizar una busqueda dirigida ya
gue los determinantes sociales estan especificados por el Ministerio pero no tenemos
codificacion de los mismos.

Encontramos mucha bibliografia sobre determinantes sociales pero la mayoria fueron
sintesis narrativas, encuestas realizadas a la poblacion, protocolos, datos extraidos de
protocolos que no presentan una buena calidad.

En I0s arficulos seleccionados no especifica los framework por fanto podemos
nsiderarlo una debilidad de los estudios incluidos.

Durante la bUsqueda no se encontrd ninguna revision sistemdtica que relacionara
morbilidad pedidtrica con determinantes sociales, para compararla con la que estamos
realizando.

En funcion de los articulos finalmente incluidos se valorard realizar andlisis por subgrupos
en funcion de las diferentes patologias.




CONCLUSIONES

» Los determinantes sociales influyen en la salud infantfil.

 La salud mental es la morbilidad mas frecuentemente analizada en los estudios
incluidos hasta ahora.

« Los determinantes sociales que con mas frecuencia se han analizado en los tres
studios incluidos hasta ahora son la sifuacion socioecondmica familiar.

« Hemos identificado la necesidad de codificar los determinantes sociales en la historia
clinica para poder realizar mejores investigaciones y mejor prevencion primaria.

« Es necesario realizar estudios mas estructurados y abarcando mas dreas de morbilidad
para obtener resultados mas concretos y comparables.
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