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Quali sono le evidenze che la tecnologia CGM migliori g

outcomes nella gestione del TIDM?

Effects of real-time continuous glucose monitoring in type 1 diabetes:
a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials

I. Dicembrini'Z . C. Cosentino' - M. Monami' - E. Mannucci'?. L. Pala'©®
Acta Diabetologica 2021; 58:401-410
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Test for overall effect: Z = 4.35 (P < 0.0001) Favours CGM Favours SMBG




