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INTRODUCTION

Neurological disorders are increasingly prevalent and repre-
sent the second leading cause of death globally.1 Many of
these conditions result in significant physical or cognitive

impairments, profoundly impacting patients’ quality of life.
These challenges require a range of competencies, including
palliative care (PC), throughout the disease trajectory.2,3

Palliative care is an approach recommended for patients
living with life-threatening illnesses, from diagnosis to
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Abstract Background The importance of integrating palliative care (PC) competencies into the
management of neurological diseases is increasingly acknowledged. The National
Medical Residency Program Commission (NMRPC) mandates the inclusion of PC in the
curricula of neurology residency programs (NRPs).
Objective To evaluate the implementation of PC training in NRPs across Brazil and to
identify barriers to its effective integration.
Methods We conducted a cross-sectional study using an anonymous online survey
distributed to all NRP directors in Brazil through the Brazilian Academy of Neurology
(BAN). The survey, approved by the institutional ethics committee, comprised 19
questions assessing PC training in NRPs. The responses were analyzed descriptively
using IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows (IBM Corp.) software, version 26.0.
Results The survey achieved a 32% (29 programs) response rate. Of the respondents,
82.8% (24 programs) reported the presence of an institutional PC team, and 75.9% (22
programs) incorporated PC training into their programs. However, only 1 neurology
faculty member had formal PC training, and 37% of the directors expressed dissatis-
faction with the quality of PC education. Key barriers included limited faculty
availability (72.4%), lack of PC expertise (69%), and insufficient teaching time (58.6%).
Conclusion Palliative care training in Brazilian NRPs lacks consistency and systematic
implementation. There is an urgent need for enhanced faculty training and strategic
interventions to address structural and curricular barriers to improve PC education.
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family bereavement support. It focuses on clear communi-
cation, conflict resolution, patient-centered care, relief of
physical and psychological symptoms, and addressing spiri-
tual distress. The aim is to improve the quality of life, outline
advance care directives, and facilitate a peaceful death.4

Neurologists play a pivotal role in managing neurological
conditions not only in the diagnosis and management in the
initial stages, but also throughout incurable neurological
conditions, estimating the prognosis, establishing goals of
care, integrating the interdisciplinary team, and evaluating
any acute intercurrences that they may arise over time.3

Thus, integrating PC principles across all stages of neurologi-
cal diseases is essential, not solely in their terminal stages.5,6

Palliative care is categorized into primary care, delivered
by healthcare professionals such as neurologists who initiate
care for serious illnesses, and specialized care, provided by
PC specialists.5,7 Strategic priorities to advance PC in neurol-
ogy include enhancing PC training for neurologists and
improving neuropalliative care education for general PC
specialists.5

The significance of PC in neurological diseases has grown,
which is evidenced by an increase in educational initiatives,
guidelines, and publications.2,8,9 However, currently there is
no guidance on how to teach PC to neurologists, nor is there a
standardized assessment of whether this knowledge was
taught properly.10,11

The provision of PC education to neurologists is not only
essential; it is also mandatory in Brazil.12 For over two
decades, national and international organizations, such as
the American Academy of Neurology (AAN) and the Accredi-
tation Council for Graduate Medical Education (ACGME),
have emphasized the importance of foundational training
in palliative care.9 However, the development of standard-
ized educational resources, curricula, and competencies
remains limited, and a notable challenge is the scarcity of
neurology programswith specialized professionals in neuro-
palliative care.10,11,13,14

Previous research, such as a United States (US) survey by
Creutzfeldt et al.,15 revealed that 53% of neurology residents
received no PC training, with an average knowledge score of
44%. Another US study found that 20% of programs offered no
PC education, and 42% of directors were dissatisfied, citing
barriers such as limited time, untrained faculty, and lack of
expertise.8

The present study aims to evaluate the current state of PC
education in Brazilian neurology residency programs (NRPs)
and identify key challenges to its integration, contributing to
the development of targeted strategies for improvement.

METHODS

Design
The current cross-sectional study used an anonymous online
survey distributed via email to all NRP directors in Brazil,
facilitated by the Brazilian Academy of Neurology (BAN). The
study was approved by the institutional ethics committee
(CAAE: 51867221.6.0000.5411). The participants provided

informed consent online, and participation was voluntary,
without financial incentives.

Survey development
The survey comprised 16 multiple-choice and 3 Likert-scale
questions ►(Supplementary Material, available at https://
www.arquivosdeneuropsiquiatria.org/wp-content/uploads/
2025/06/ANP-2025.0035-Supplementary-Material.docx),
adapted from a previous US study,8 with modifications to
reflect the Brazilian context. The questions addressed PC
workload, training modalities, theoretical study require-
ments, directors’ perceptions of residents’ PC mastery,
and the importance they attach to teaching PC to neurology
residents.

Survey distribution
All 90 NRPs listed by the BAN were contacted 3 times at
monthly intervals betweenMarch andMay 2022. The survey
was hosted on the REDCap platform (Vanderbilt University),
with invitations, informed consent forms, and study details
sent via BAN’s official email to enhance credibility and avoid
spam filters. The survey targeted NRP directors, assistant
directors, or supervising preceptors most familiar with the
curriculum.

Data analysis
Data were exported from REDCap to the IBM SPSS Statistics
for Windows (IBM Corp.) software, version 26.0, for the
descriptive analysis, with the data expressed as mean and
standard deviation values or median and interquartile range
(IQR) values. Due to the small sample size, no subgroup
comparisons were performed.

RESULTS

The survey achieved a 32% response rate (29 out of 90
programs). The descriptive data are presented in ►Table 1.

Of the respondents, 82.8% (24 programs) reported an
institutional PC team, and 75.9% (22 programs) included
PC training. Only 4 neurology faculty members across all
programs had formal PC training. ►Figure 1 shows how PC
education is conducted in the institutions. Additionally,
37% of NRP directors expressed dissatisfaction with the
quality of PC education. The key barriers to PC education
included limited faculty availability (72.4%), lack of PC ex-
pertise (69%), and insufficient teaching time (58.6%), as
shown in ►Figure 2.

Three Likert-scale questions assessed the directors’ per-
ceptions of PC teaching topics: the importance they assign
to teaching specific topics, their comfort in providing PC, and
residents’ training levels. The greatest discrepancies
between importance and comfort were observed in with-
drawing or initiating life-prolonging therapies and address-
ing ethical and legal aspects.

Addressing spiritual distress was deemed least important
and the area of lowest comfort. The topics least covered in
training included ethical and legal aspects, use of
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Table 1 Baseline characteristics of the residents in Brazil’s adult neurology residency programs

N¼29 (response rate: 32%) Median (25th percentile–75th
percentile)/n (%)

Region South 9 (31.03)

Southeast 14 (48.27)

Midwest –

North 2 (6.89)

Northeast 4 (13.79)

Number of residents per year 4 (3–6)

Number of neurology faculties 12 (10–15)

Role of the person who
answered the survey

Program director 15 (51.72)

Resident’s preceptor 12 (41.37)

Assistant program director 2 (6.89)

Type of service University with a public teaching hospital 23 (79.31)

University with a private teaching hospital 1 (3.44)

College with a public hospital 1 (3.44)

College with a private hospital 0 (0)

Other� 4 (13.79)

Is palliative care available
in your service?

Yes 24 (82.75)

No 5 (17.24)

Who teaches palliative care? Neurology faculty without formal
training in palliative care

12 (41.37)

Faculty of palliative care 20 (68.96)

Other faculty (not palliative care or neurology) 1 (3.44)

Neurology faculty with formal
training in palliative care��

4 (13.79)

The chaplains 0 (0)

Does not know 0 (0)

Other 0 (0)

Does not apply 1 (3.44)

Is there palliative care
teaching to the resident?

Yes 22 (75.86)

How satisfied are you with the
teaching of palliative care at
your institution?

Extremely satisfied 2 (6.89)

A little satisfied 16 (55.17)

A little dissatisfied 4 (13.79)

Extremely dissatisfied 7 (24.13)

Do you use any educational
materials to teach the resident
palliative care?

Yes 12 (41.37)

Articles 5 (17.24)

Speeches 1 (3.44)

Brazilian National Academy of Palliative Care Manual 2 (6.89)

Classes 3 (10.34)

International guidelines 1 (3.44)

Material from the Brazilian Ministry of Health 1 (3.44)

Notes: �Private hospital without university affiliation, philanthropic hospital accredited by the Brazilian Unified Health System (Sistema Único de
Saúde – SUS, in Portuguese), and university-affiliated teaching hospital. ��They had only 1 member with palliative care training per program
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community/institutional resources, and spiritual care
(►Figure 3).

►Table 2 illustrates the gap between the importance
assigned to PC topics (all scoring>4 on the Likert scale) and
thedirectors’comfort levels (scoresof3–4).All topicsremained
significant after the application of Bonferroni correction.

DISCUSSION

The current survey revealed a lack of standardized PC training
in Brazilian NRPs. In our sample, 75.9% of the responding
programsreportedproviding somePCeducation forneurology
residents. However, the content and format of instruction
varied widely: some programs provided theoretical instruc-
tion through seminars, while others offered practical training

without specifically addressing the unique aspects of neuro-
logical cases. This variability mirrors global challenges in
integrating structured PC education into medical training.8

It is crucial to recognize that primary PC care should be
integrated into the management of patients with neurologi-
cal diseases, given their high symptom burden and impact on
quality of life. However, the lack of specific training in neuro-
palliative care represents a significant barrier to delivering
appropriate care. In this survey, only 1 neurology faculty
member across all responding programs had formal training
in PC. The predominance of non-neurologist PC educators and
oncology-focused PC servicesmay further hinder tailored care
for neurological patients. Therefore, promoting specialized PC
training for neurologists is essential to improve the quality of
care for this patient population.8,16

Figure 1 Methods of providing PC education in NRPs (multiple responses per center allowed).

Figure 2 Main barriers to the implementation of palliative care (PC) education in neurology residency programs (NRPs) (multiple responses per
center allowed).
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Barriers to PC training in NRPs, including limited faculty,
institutional resistance, scarce resources, and weak neurolo-
gy–PC integration, align with global findings.14 In Brazil, the
directors identified faculty availability (72.4%), lack of exper-
tise (69%), and insufficient teaching time (58.6%) as primary
challenges, reflecting systemic issues requiring institutional
investment in faculty development and interdisciplinary
collaboration.

The results reveal a notable discrepancy between the
importance assigned by NRP directors to PC topics and their
reported comfort level in addressing these subjects. As
shown in ►Table 2, while all 10 topics were rated as highly
important (with scores exceeding 4 on the Likert scale), the
directors’ comfort levels with these subjects were consis-
tently lower, ranging from 3 to 4. This disparity suggests a
significant gap in preparedness and confidence among

Table 2 Neurology residency program directors’ ratings: importance and comfort level with key topics

Importance score
assigned to the topic
(1–5 Likert 1-5 scale)

Comfort level with the
topic (1–5 Likert
scale)

Mean Mean pβ

Pain assessment and management 4.79� 0.491 4.21�0.902 < 0.0001��

Initiating life-prolonging therapies 4.86� 0.351 3.72�1.131 < 0.0001��

Prognostication 4.93� 0.258 4.24�0.739 < 0.0001��

Non-pain symptom management 4.79� 0.491 4.1� 0.724 < 0.0001��

Communication 4.9�0.31 4.1� 0.939 < 0.0001��

End-of-life care 4.93� 0.258 3.93�0.998 < 0.0001��

Withdrawing life-prolonging therapies 4.86� 0.351 3.34�1.078 < 0.0001��

Ethical and legal issues 4.83� 0.384 3.48�1.153 < 0.0001��

Community and institutional resources 4.55� 0.572 3.52�1.184 < 0.0001��

Addressing spiritual distress 4.42� 0.688 3.59�0.983 < 0.0001��

Notes: ��Statistically significant after the application of Bonferroni correction; Mann-Whitney test for comparison between two independent groups.

Figure 3 Comparison of importance and comfort levels among NRP directors and resident training levels on key topics.
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directors to engage with these critical areas of PC. Similarly,
in a recent Italian study17 involving neurology residents, the
majority reported recognizing the relevance of PC and ad-
vanced care planning (ACP), but only a small proportion had
received formal education or practical exposure to these
topics during residency. The significance of all topics in the
present study, even after applying Bonferroni correction for
multiple comparisons, underscores the consistency and ro-
bustness of these findings and reinforces the need for tar-
geted educational interventions to enhance directors’
proficiency and improve the quality of PC training in NRPs.

The results of the survey also indicate that there is a
significant discrepancy between the perceived importance of
certain PC-related topics among NPR directors and the actual
level of training their residents receive, suggesting a gap
between ideal and actual teaching practices. The most
pronounced gaps were observed in the areas of withdrawal
of life-prolonging therapies, ethical and legal aspects, and
the initiation of life-sustaining interventions. This finding is
consistent with those of previous studies5,8,13 that highlight
the limited integration of PC into neurology curricula, par-
ticularly regarding complex decision-making at the end of
life. Kluger et al.13 (2022), for example, noted that, although
neurologists often face ethically challenging decisions, for-
mal training on such topics remains inconsistent and under-
valued across many programs. Moreover, Mehta et al.8

(2018) found that neurology program directors in the US
similarly recognized the importance of CP but reported
limited implementation due to structural and curricular
barriers. These results reinforce the need to prioritize struc-
tured education in ethical and legal dimensions of care,
especially in situations involving the withholding or with-
drawal of life-sustaining treatment, scenarios frequently
encountered but rarely addressed in formal training.

Addressing spiritual distress was least prioritized and
least comfortable for directors, suggesting a need for broader
training in holistic care, as psychosocial and spiritual
domains are often underrepresented in neurologyeducation.
Bombaci et al.17 (2024) also noted a tendency for PC educa-
tion to emphasize physical symptom management while
underrepresenting psychosocial and spiritual domains.
Comprehensive PC requires addressing psychological, social,
and spiritual needs alongside physical symptoms. Efforts to
enhance residents’ and directors’ training in these areas are
essential to align with PC’s holistic philosophy.

It is important to recognize that human suffering is not
limited to the physical sphere, and that addressing the psy-
chological, social, and spiritualneedsofpatients and families is
essential to provide comprehensive PC.6,18 Therefore, efforts
should bemade to improve the training of neurology residents
in these areas, as well as to raise awareness among NRP
directors of the importance of addressing these aspects of
care in the training of future neurologists.

Palliative care education should begin in undergraduate
medical training. In Canada, a 2018 survey18 found that only
11% of medical schools included a mandatory PC internship.
Similarly, a Brazilian study10 conducted in the same year but
published in 2021 revealed that only 44 medical schools

(14%) incorporated PC in their curriculum, and the content
was predominantly theoretical. Although PC has recently
been recognized as a public health policy in Brazil,19 its
implementation remains incomplete. Significant regional
disparities persist in access to both healthcare and education.
It was only in 2023 that PC was formally integrated into the
national medical curriculum, following the approval of the
respective resolution at the end of 2022.10,20

The provision of PC education to neurologists is not only
essential; it is also mandated in Brazil.12 However, the imple-
mentationof this training facesnumerousbarriers. Toovercome
these challenges, it is crucial to identify the specific needs of
individual institutions, promote the training of additional spe-
cialists, establish collaborative partnerships, and develop cur-
ricula that address the unique needs of neurological patients.
Meanwhile, remote training programs focused on the discus-
sion of real-world cases may be as an effective strategy,
acknowledging that comprehensive education and training
require substantial time and institutional investment.13,21,22

The current study had a low response rate, of 32%, which is
common in online survey research and consistent with other
international studies on similar topics.8,17 The sample may be
biased, since only a minority of centers responded, and these
may be the onesmost interested in the topic. Additionally, the
highest response rate comes from the Southeastern and
Southern regions of Brazil, which are known to be more
developed regions and to have more PC services according
to the BrazilianNational Academyof Palliative Care (Academia
NacionaldeCuidadosPaliativos,ANCP, inPortuguese).16More-
over, most responses were from public universities with
teaching hospitals that have more PC services and policies.
Therefore, the extent of the problemmay be underestimated.

It is noteworthy that the similarities between the Brazilian
(the present) and American8 studies suggest that these bar-
riers to PC training in NRPs are not exclusive to one country.
Despite the limitations of both studies (32% in the Brazilian
study and 35% in the American study8), they offer valuable
insights into the current state of PC education in NRPs and
suggest areas for improvement. Further research and inter-
ventions are needed to overcome these barriers and enhance
the integration of PC into neurology training globally.

In conclusion, the current study reveals that PC education
in Brazilian NRPs is inconsistently implemented, with signif-
icant variability in teaching methods and content. The key
barriers include a lack of trained faculty, limited expertise,
and insufficient teaching time. These findings provide criti-
cal insights for the development of targeted strategies and
policies to standardize and enhance PC education in NRPs,
ultimately improving care for patients with serious neuro-
logical conditions.

Acknowledgments
The authors would like to thank Dr. Ambereen Mehta for
allowing the use of her team's questionnaire and for her
encouragement. They would also like to thank Dr. Carlos
Rieder and the Brazilian Academy of Neurology for their
support, as well as the NRP directors who participated in
this survey.

Arquivos de Neuro-Psiquiatria Vol. 83 No. 8/2025 © 2025. The Author(s).

Palliative care education in neurology residency programs Tramonte et al.6



Authors’ Contributions
MST: Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis,
Investigation, Methodology, Project administration, Writ-
ing - original draft; CGL: Conceptualization,Methodology,
Writing - original draft; LON: Conceptualization, Formal
analysis, Methodology, Writing - review & editing; LCGL:
Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Meth-
odology, Project administration, Writing - original draft;
ACPC: Data curation, Formal analysis; MSP: Writing -
review & editing.

Conflict of Interest
The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

Data Availability Statement
The datasets generated and/or analyzed during the cur-
rent study are available from the corresponding author
upon reasonable request.

References
1 Feigin VL, Forouzanfar MH, Krishnamurthi R, Mensah GA, Connor

M, Bennett DA, et al; Global Burden of Diseases, Injuries, and Risk
Factors Study 2010 (GBD 2010) and the GBD Stroke Experts Group.
Global and regional burden of stroke during 1990-2010: findings
from the Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. Lancet 2014;383
(9913):245–254. Doi: 10.1016/s0140-6736(13)61953-4

2 Boersma I, Miyasaki J, Kutner J, Kluger B. Palliative care and
neurology: time for a paradigm shift. Neurology 2014;83(06):
561–567. Doi: 10.1212/WNL.0000000000000674

3 Dallara A, Tolchin DW. Emerging subspecialties in neurology:
palliative care. Neurology 2014;82(07):640–642. Doi: 10.1212/
WNL.0000000000000121

4 World Health Organization. National cancer control programmes:
policies and managerial guidelines. 2nd ed. Geneva: World
Health Organization; 2002. Available from: https://iris.who.int/
bitstream/handle/10665/42494/9241545577.pdf?sequence=1&is
Allowed=y

5 Creutzfeldt CJ, Kluger B, Kelly AG, Lemmon M, Hwang DY, Gali-
fianakis NB, et al. Neuropalliative care: Priorities tomove thefield
forward. Neurology 2018;91(05):217–226. Doi: 10.1212/WNL.00
00000000005916

6 Kluger BM, Hudson P, Hanson LC, Bužgovà R, Creutzfeldt CJ,
Gursahani R, et al. Palliative care to support the needs of adults
with neurological disease. Lancet Neurol 2023;22(07):619–631.
Doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(23)00129-1

7 Holloway RG, Arnold RM, Creutzfeldt CJ, Lewis EF, Lutz BJ, McCann
RM, et al; American Heart Association Stroke Council, Council on
Cardiovascular and Stroke Nursing, and Council on Clinical Car-
diology. Palliative and end-of-life care in stroke: a statement for
healthcare professionals from the American Heart Association/
American Stroke Association. Stroke 2014;45(06):1887–1916.
Doi: 10.1161/STR.0000000000000015

8 Mehta AK, Najjar S, May N, Shah B, Blackhall L. A Needs Assess-
ment of Palliative Care Education among the United States Adult

Neurology Residency Programs. J Palliat Med 2018;21(10):
1448–1457. Doi: 10.1089/jpm.2018.0191

9 Goyal T, Robinson MT, Gold CA. Opinion & Special Articles:
Competency in Serious Illness Communication for Neurology
Residents. Neurology 2021;96(12):587–589. Doi: 10.1212/WNL.
0000000000011048

10 Castro AA, Taquette SR, Marques NI. Inclusion of palliative care
teaching in medical schools in Brazil. Rev Bras Educ Med 2021;45
(02):e056. Doi: 10.1590/1981-5271v45.2-20200162.ING

11 Horowitz R, Gramling R, Quill T. Palliative care education in U.S.
medical schools. Med Educ 2014;48(01):59–66. Doi: 10.1111/
medu.12292

12 MinistériodaEducação. SecretariadeEducação Superior. Resolução
CNRM no 13, de 6 de julho de 2021. Aprova a matriz de compe-
tências dos programas de Residência Médica em Neurologia no
Brasil Brasília: Diário Oficial da União; 2021; Available from:
https://www.gov.br/mec/pt-br/residencia-medica/crm/2021/reso-
lucao-cnrm-no-13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-resolucao-cnrm-no-
13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-dou-imprensa-nacional.pdf

13 Kluger BM, Kramer NM, KatzM, Galifianakis NB, Pantilat S, Long J,
et al. Development and Dissemination of a Neurology Palliative
Care Curriculum: Education in Palliative and End-of-Life Care
Neurology. Neurol Clin Pract 2022;12(02):176–182. Doi: 10.1212
/CPJ.0000000000001146

14 Kramer NM, Besbris J, Hudoba C. Education in neuropalliative
care. Handb Clin Neurol 2023;191:259–272. Doi: 10.1016/B978-
0-12-824535-4.00006-9

15 Creutzfeldt CJ, Gooley T, Walker M. Are neurology residents
prepared to deal with dying patients? Arch Neurol 2009;66
(11):1427–1428. Doi: 10.1001/archneurol.2009.241

16 Araujo LZS, Araujo CZS, Barros LHR, Santo MNE, Silva GFd.
Palliative Care in the Brazilian Health System. Palliat Med Care
Int J. 2019;2(04):118–123. Doi: 10.19080/PMCIJ.2019.02.555595

17 Bombaci A, Di Lorenzo F, Pucci E, Solari A, Veronese SSocietà
Italiana di Neurologia–Società Italiana di Cure Palliative Interso-
ciety Table. Education needs in palliative care and advance care
planning of Italian residents in neurology: an online survey. Eur J
Neurol 2024;31(09):e16376. Doi: 10.1111/ene.16376

18 Bruera E, Higginson I, Von Gunten CF, Morita T, editors. Textbook
of PalliativeMedicine and Supportive Care. 3rd ed. Boca Raton, FL:
CRC Press; 2021. Doi: 10.1201/9780429275524

19 Sarmet M, Cavalcanti de Oliveira ERN, Cirne Franco H, Zeredo JL,
Mehta AK. The Current State of Neuropalliative Care in Brazil:
Trends in Representation and Advocacy. J Palliat Med 2022;25
(03):343–344. Doi: 10.1089/jpm.2021.0614

20 Ministério da Educação. Conselho Nacional de Educação Despa-
cho do Ministro, publicado no D.O.U. de 3/11/2022, Seção 1, Pág. 95.
Brasília: Diário Oficial da União; 2022; Available from: http://
portal.mec.gov.br/docman/marco-2022-pdf/238001-pces265-22/file

21 Harrigan E, Taylor BL, Kirsch HL, Ghoshal S, Kwei KT, Brizzi KT,
et al. Curriculum Research: Disseminating Neuropalliative Care
Education Through an Adaptable Curriculum: A Multisite Feasi-
bility Trial. Neurol Educ 2024;3(02):e200133. Doi: 10.1212/
NE9.0000000000200133

22 Cook T, Arnold R, Jeong K, Childers J. Opinion & Special Article:
Next Steps in Palliative Care Education for Neurology Residents.
Neurology 2021;97(24):1134–1137. Doi: 10.1212/WNL.0000000
000012911

Arquivos de Neuro-Psiquiatria Vol. 83 No. 8/2025 © 2025. The Author(s).

Palliative care education in neurology residency programs Tramonte et al. 7

https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/42494/9241545577.pdf?sequence=1&x0026;isAllowed=y
https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/42494/9241545577.pdf?sequence=1&x0026;isAllowed=y
https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/42494/9241545577.pdf?sequence=1&x0026;isAllowed=y
https://www.gov.br/mec/pt-br/residencia-medica/crm/2021/resolucao-cnrm-no-13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-resolucao-cnrm-no-13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-dou-imprensa-nacional.pdf
https://www.gov.br/mec/pt-br/residencia-medica/crm/2021/resolucao-cnrm-no-13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-resolucao-cnrm-no-13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-dou-imprensa-nacional.pdf
https://www.gov.br/mec/pt-br/residencia-medica/crm/2021/resolucao-cnrm-no-13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-resolucao-cnrm-no-13-de-6-de-julho-de-2021-dou-imprensa-nacional.pdf
http://portal.mec.gov.br/docman/marco-2022-pdf/238001-pces265-22/file
http://portal.mec.gov.br/docman/marco-2022-pdf/238001-pces265-22/file

