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Abstract 
 
The quality of drug products in the United States, which are largely produced overseas, 
has been a matter of growing concern.1 Buyers and payers of pharmaceuticals, whether 
they are health-systems, insurers, PBMs, pharmacies, physicians, or patients, have little 
to no visibility into any quality metrics for the manufacturers of drug products or the 
products themselves. A system of “quality scores” is proposed to enable health-systems 
and other purchasers and payers of medication to differentiate among drug products 
according to evidence-based metrics. Metrics influencing the quality scores described 
herein include both broadly applicable regulatory information and more drug-specific, 
third-party chemical analysis information. The aggregation of these metrics through a 
proposed set of rules results in numerical values on a 0-100 scale that may be further 
simplified into a red/yellow/green designation. The simplicity of such scores enables 
seamless integration into existing healthcare systems and an integration scheme is 
proposed. Using real-world data from currently on-market valsartan drug products, this 
proposed system generated a variety of quality scores for six major manufacturers.  
These scores were further evaluated according to their current market price showing no 
significant correlation between quality score and price. The implementation of drug 
quality scores at healthcare institutions in the United States and their potential 
utilization by regulators, could create a much-needed, market-driven incentive for 
pharmaceutical manufacturers to produce quality medications that would reduce drug 
shortages and improve public health.  

 
1 Conti RM, Berndt ER, Kaygisiz NM, Shivdasani Y. “We Still Don’t Know Who Makes This Drug, " 
Health Affairs Blog, February 7, 2020. 
(https://www.healthaffairs.org/do/10.1377/hblog20200203.83247/full/) 
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Introduction 
 

As most of the United States’ complex drug supply chain has moved overseas, 
especially to countries such as India and China, quality and safety concerns have 
become more pressing.  Eighty percent of active pharmaceutical ingredients (“API”) for 
products sold in the U.S. now come from outside the country, the vast majority from 
China.2  As Dr. Janet Woodcock, Director of the Food and Drug Administration (“FDA”) 
Center for Drug Evaluation and Research (“CDER”), has noted, this “use of foreign-
sourced materials creates vulnerabilities in the U.S. drug supply.”3  Recent drug quality 
issues have threatened the health and safety of American consumers, including the 
widespread contamination of critical blood pressure medications, 4 gastroesophageal 
reflux disease drugs,5 and diabetes medications6 with carcinogens.7  Not only do drug 
quality issues place patients’ lives at risk, they also account for over 60% of drug 
shortages8 and generate fear and mistrust that is an important cause of medication non-
adherence.9 

Certain manufacturers have exhibited substantive quality issues and even 
engaged in data manipulation. This issue is highlighted by the record $500 million fine 
imposed on the generics manufacturer, Ranbaxy, after it pleaded guilty to failing to 
report its drugs did not meet specifications. The firm also made false statements to the 
FDA.  Ranbaxy knowingly manufactured drugs that tested out-of-specification, had 
unknown impurities, and would not maintain their expected shelf life.10 

Although significant attention is given to overseas manufacturers, American 
companies are not immune from quality issues. Numerous cases exist of serious quality 

 
2 U.S.-CHINA ECONOMIC AND SECURITY REVIEW COMMISSION, 2019 REPORT TO CONGRESS 250 (2019).   
3 Statement of Janet Woodcock, M.D., Director, Center for Drug Evaluation and Research, F.D.A., Before 
the Subcommittee on Health Committee on Energy And Commerce, U.S. House of Representatives, 
Safeguarding Pharmaceutical Supply Chains in a Global Economy 2 (Oct. 30, 2019), available at 
https://bit.ly/2SYjqqy.   
4 FDA Updates and Press Announcements on Angiotensin II Receptor Blocker (ARB) Recalls (Valsartan, 
Losartan, and Irbesartan), https://bit.ly/38MRM6C. 
5 FDA Updates and Press Announcements on NDMA in Zantac (ranitidine) (February, 27, 2020). 
http://bit.ly/3b92dlP  
6 Reuters (March 2, 2020). Online Pharmacy Valisure Says Tests Show Carcinogen in Diabetes Drug 
Metformin.  The New York Times (https://nyti.ms/2UhtwDw) 
7 Edney, Anna; Berfield, Susan; Yu, Evelyn (September 12, 2019). Carcinogens Have Infiltrated the 
Generic Drug Supply in the U.S. Bloomberg Businessweek. (https://bloom.bg/2x7P11z) 
8 See Dr. Patrizia Cavazzoni, F.D.A., THE IMPORTANCE OF PHARMACEUTICAL QUALITY 11 (2020), at 
https://bit.ly/37LwrJB. 
9 Brown MT, Bussell J, Dutta S, Davis K, Strong S, Mathew S. Medication Adherence: Truth and 
Consequences. Am J Med Sci. 2016;351(4):387–399. doi:10.1016/j.amjms.2016.01.010 
(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27079345) 
10 White CM. Generic Drugs Not as Safe as FDA Wants You to Believe. Annals Pharmacotherapy 
2020;54(3):283-286 (https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/1060028019881692) 
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problems affecting American consumers caused by poor manufacturing practices at 
facilities in the United States.11  

For these reasons, we applaud the FDA’s recent recognition of the need for more 
transparency with regard to drug manufacturing.12  Recalls and FDA investigations have 
made clear that not all manufacturers are alike in their capacity to reliably produce high-
quality pharmaceutical products.  However, purchasers of pharmaceutical products – 
including drug distributors, pharmacies, and health systems – often have no reliable way 
to distinguish between high- and low-quality manufacturers or their drug products. 

The FDA’s Task Force on Drug Shortages has endorsed the creation of a 
voluntary “rating system…. to inform purchasers, group purchasing organizations (GPOs) 
for health care systems, and even consumers, about the quality management maturity 
of the facilities making the drugs.”13  This underscores the importance of the 
fundamental principle of having a quality score that can differentiate between 
manufacturers. However, since the FDA proposal is voluntary, it may not achieve broad 
implementation. Furthermore, it is important that the criteria used be evidence-based. 
Announcements have also been made by private industry for the creation of a 
commercially available drug quality scores platform intended for use by health 
systems.14 

Any reliable rating system should draw upon objective, science-based, 
independently generated data that is not voluntarily provided by manufacturers but 
collected by independent parties. Although a quality score system may include 
voluntarily furnished data, it must be primarily based on independent data to be broadly 
applicable and thus optimally useful to healthcare systems.  The American College of 
Cardiology stressed the need for “independent testing and verification of the chemical 
content of batches of pharmaceuticals” in a recent resolution15 that emphasizes the 
necessity to rely on more than just the manufacturer’s self-reported data.  

These independent quality rating systems should be developed through a 
process that incorporates robust stakeholder feedback, including patients, providers, 
academic institutions, regulatory agencies and health systems. In order to spur such 
discussion and make meaningful progress towards establishing a viable system for use 
among an array of healthcare providers, the authors propose criteria for the creation of 
evidence-based quality scores, examples of use on existing drug products, and a 
mechanism for utilization exemplified by a proposed workflow for Health Systems.   
 
 

 
11 FDA Updates on Multistate Outbreak of Burkholderia cepacia Infections (August 2, 2017). 
(http://bit.ly/33pjhkK) 
12 Dr. Janet Woodcock, FDA, To Help Reduce Drug Shortages, We Need Manufacturers to Sell Quality — 
Not Just Medicine, Oct. 24, 2019, at https://bit.ly/2SOEy3P.   
13 Id. 
14 Press Release (January 8, 2020). Valisure And Govzilla Announce A Collaboration Focused On 
Creating A Platform For Evidence-Based Quality Scores For Drug Products. PR Newswire. 
(https://prn.to/2xAuZgw) 
15 American College of Cardiology resolution to the American Medical Association (May, 9, 2019) 
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Methods 
 
Quality Score Overview  
 

Evidence collected in this proposed system originates from both broad 
manufacturer-level data and from specific product information. The combination of this 
data is intended to influence scores for specific drug products of a particular drug from a 
specific manufacturer. Although the evidence can be aggregated to evaluate a given 
manufacturer as a whole, the greatest utility to healthcare purchasers and payers is 
likely achieved by focusing on specific products. This is due to the immense complexity 
and opacity of the pharmaceutical supply chain. The source of ingredients used in any 
one drug product is considered proprietary and is therefore not easily accessible.  

The specificity down to a drug product is not intended to directly describe a 
given National Drug Code (“NDC”), which further defines a drug product’s dosage form 
and packaging. It is assumed that evidence gathered on a specific drug product will be 
applicable to all NDCs related to that drug product from the specific manufacturer, 
regardless of dosage level or packaging. As an illustrative example, if negative 
information is gathered for “manufacturer X’s” valsartan 160mg tablets packaged in 100 
count bottles, this will influence quality scores on NDCs for all valsartan tablets in all 
package sizes for manufacturer X. When substantially more data is available, future 
iterations of quality scores may directly describe individual NDCs or individual dosage 
forms. 

The proposed system would generate a quality score on a numerical scale from 0 
to 100, with 100 being the most desirable and highest achievable score and 0 being the 
lowest and least desirable score. Since all drug products legally sold in the United States 
are FDA-approved and produced at registered facilities certified as conforming to 
Current Good Manufacturing Practices (“cGMP”), the default assumption is that, absent 
evidence to the contrary, all products receive a default score of 100. 

Criteria proposed herein are all based on information that is negative in nature 
and thus produces evidence for reducing a starting score of 100. Future iterations of 
such quality scores may also include criteria based on positive information that 
generates evidence for raising a score. The default value of such scores may be 
subsequently lowered to add opportunity for particularly well-performing 
manufacturers or products to outperform the default. It is also contemplated that 
temporal considerations be given to modify the impact of negative information and to 
eventually remove or significantly reduce its influence. The intention for a reliable 
quality score system would be to continuously incorporate new regulatory and chemical 
analysis data to enable optimal, real-time, guidance of drug product quality. 
 
Quality Score Criteria 
 

Proposed below are detailed criteria and their influence on a default score. 
These are based on independently gathered evidence from regulatory information and 
chemical analysis of on-market drug products obtained from a licensed pharmacy.  
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Category Criteria Qualifiers  
Score 
Influence 

Regulatory 
Information 

Warning Letter ratio to total inspections >1.5X 3-yr industry average -10 
>2X 3-yr industry average -30 

Form 483 ratio to total inspections >10% 3-yr industry average -10 
>20% 3-yr industry average -30 

GMP related Consent Decree/ CIA in place   -50 
Public Product Quality complaints  e.g. % "bad odor" > 2X competitors -10 

e.g. % "bad odor" > 4X competitors -30 
Serious Adverse event  e.g. % "death" > 2X competitors -10 

e.g. % "death" > 4X competitors -30 

Chemical 
Analysis 

Dosage failure Single batch -10 
>33% of batches -30 
All batches -61 

Dissolution failure of USP Single batch -10 
>33% of batches -30 
All batches -61 

Dissolution failure of Physiological 
Conditions 

>33% of batches -10 
All batches -30 

Carcinogen failure of FDA levels Single batch -30 
>33% of batches -61 

Carcinogen failure at evidence-based, 
stricter levels 

Single batch -10 
>33% of batches -30 
All batches -61 

Heavy metals failure of FDA levels Single batch -30 
>33% of batches -61 

Microbial detection failure by FDA 
method 

Single batch -30 
>33% of batches -61 

Microbial detection failure by PCR method Single batch -10 
>33% of batches -30 
All batches -61 

Ingredients ID failure, API Single batch -30 
>33% of batches -61 

Ingredients ID failure, excipient Single batch -10 
>33% of batches -30 
All batches -61 

 
Table 1. Proposed quality score criteria are categorized by information 
derived from regulatory data and chemical analysis data. For most 
criteria, the severity of negative influence on the score is dependent on 
qualifiers on the information gathered. 

 
 

The specific criteria proposed above are primarily self-explanatory. Criteria 
requiring clarification are discussed below. 
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Form 483 and Warning Letter Ratio of Inspections – The 3-year average of total 
drug industry inspections, Form 483 letters and warning letters is aggregated and the 
ratios of Form 483 letters to total inspections and warning letters to total inspections is 
calculated. These same values are also calculated for an individual manufacturer and if 
the ratios for the manufacturer are higher than the global average by a set qualifier, a 
negative score influence is triggered. Future iterations may utilize total drug industry 
inspections within geographic regions as opposed to a global average. This could be an 
important refinement given the differences in inspection practices within the United 
States and overseas; such as domestic inspections are unannounced whereas foreign 
inspections often come with months of advanced warning.16   

  Public Product Quality Complaints or Serious Adverse Events – The ratio of this 
complaint or event to all others for this product is compared to other manufacturers of 
the same product. If the ratio for a concerning complaint or serious event is significantly 
higher than the average ratio of its competitors, a negative score influence is triggered. 

Dissolution Failure of Physiological Conditions – This differs from dissolution 
failure of USP conditions for a variety of products where the registered USP monograph 
for dissolution testing does not conform to industry standard physiologically relevant 
conditions. For example, industry standard simulated gastric fluid is often used for 2 
hours and has a pH of 1.2 and simulated intestinal fluid is often used for the remainder 
of dissolution testing thereafter and has a pH of 6.8. However, USP dissolution media for 
ibuprofen tablets prescribes using only one solution with a pH of 7.2 without any 
exposure to acid.  Although testing ibuprofen tablets in USP solution may yield a passing 
test, performing dissolution testing in physiologically relevant media has been shown to 
yield certain specific products taking over 24 hours to dissolve whereas others dissolve 
quickly, as expected.17  

Carcinogen Failure at Evidence-based, Stricter Levels – FDA regulations for 
acceptable daily exposures or intakes of various carcinogen compounds generally follow 
internationally accepted guidelines. However, there are cases where organizations such 
as the World Health Organization (“WHO”) and the International Agency for Research 
on Cancer (“IARC”) will provide guidance which differs from that listed by the FDA. This 
is currently the case with N,N-Dimethylformamide18 (“DMF”) which is classified by WHO 
and IARC as a Group 2A probable human carcinogen.19 For the purposes of this 
proposed quality score system, a negative score influence is triggered when DMF levels 
exceed 96 nanogram but are less than 1,000 nanograms and a more severe negative 
score influence is triggered when DMF levels exceed 1,000 nanograms.  

 
16 Government Accountability Office (2019). Preliminary Findings Indicate Persistent Challenges 
with FDA Foreign Inspections. (https://www.gao.gov/assets/710/703077.pdf) 
17 Your Medication May Not Be Dissolving Properly (2018). The Valisure Notebook. 
http://bit.ly/38XVDNm (accessed March 15, 2020) 
18 Light, David; Kucera, Kaury (June, 13, 2019). Request that the FDA to issue a regulation, revise 
industry guidance, and take such other actions. FDA Citizen Petition filed by Valisure, LLC. 
(https://www.regulations.gov/docket?D=FDA-2019-P-2869) 
19 International Agency for Research on Cancer and World Health Organization, IARC Monographs on 
the Identification of Carcinogenic Hazards to Humans, Volume 47, 71, 115 (2018) 
(https://monographs.iarc.fr/list-of-classifications-volumes/). 
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Category Criteria Qualifiers  
Score 
Influence 

Chemical 
Analysis 

Carcinogen failure: DMF >96 ng, < 1,000ng >33% of batches -10 
All batches -30 

Carcinogen failure: DMF >1,000 ng Single batch -10 
>33% of batches -30 
All batches -61 

 
Table 2. Quality score criteria definitions for “Carcinogen failure at 
evidence-based, stricter levels” specific for DMF  

 
 Notably absent from the proposed quality score criteria is information regarding 
recalls. Although the existence of high volumes of recalls for a particular manufacturer 
of a drug product may intuitively induce a negative score influence, this may, in fact, be 
an indication of responsible quality surveillance. Furthermore, a lack of recalls may be 
indicative of overly lax quality assurance measures for a given manufacturer as opposed 
to a truly quality product. In the United States, drug product recalls are almost all 
voluntary and performed at the discretion of pharmaceutical manufacturers.20 This 
conundrum warrants a deeper investigation. A retroactive review of chemical data 
compared with recall data could potentially better inform the correct view of product 
recalls. While such insights are yet to be elucidated, it was deemed best to leave such 
information out of the currently proposed quality score system.  
 Also absent from the quality score criteria is the FDA-proposed concept of 
quality management maturity. Indicators of quality management maturity have been 
proposed but appear to primarily rely on manufacturers’ proprietary information.21 To 
the authors’ knowledge, there is no existing metric that uses publicly available inputs 
other than recalls which are discussed above. The lack of available information to assess 
the merits of quality management maturity for use in an independently derived and 
broadly applicable, evidence-based quality score system precludes it from inclusion in 
this proposal; however, future iterations may add such criteria when the information 
required for evaluation is made available or new indicators are elucidated. 

It is envisioned that a drug quality score system or platform could include a 
mechanism for health system users to report potential drug quality issues, adverse 
events or send suspect medication samples for chemical analysis. This could create a 
much broader net to identify quality issues and if broadly utilized, such information 
could be valuable for the creation of new criteria to influence quality scores. 

 
 

 

 
20 Newkirk, Margaret; Berfield, Susan (December 13, 2019) The FDA Drug Recall System is Voluntary, 
Haphazard and Broken. Bloomberg Businessweek (https://www.bloomberg.com/graphics/2019-
voluntary-drug-recalls-zantac/) 
21 ISPE Drug Shortages Prevention Plan (October 2014) 
http://www.ispe.org/DrugShortagesPreventionPlan 
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Quality Score Mechanics 
 

To enable further ease of use and straightforward implementation within 
established healthcare systems, the proposed numerical quality score output can be 
categorized in a red/yellow/green fashion according to the following table: 

 
Color 
Designation 

Quality Score 
Range 

Green 80-100 
Yellow  40-79 
Red 0-39 

 
Table 3. Quality scores receive a color designation dependent on their 
numerical value. 
 
Recognizing that a drug product receiving a red designation could induce 

significant impact within a healthcare system; special consideration was given to criteria 
which can trigger a red. In this proposal, only the quality score criteria within the 
category of Chemical Analysis is allowed to trigger a red designation.  Even if the sum of 
Regulatory Information criteria resulted in a score influence of -61 or below, the 
reported quality score would be a minimum of 40, yielding a yellow designation. The 
logic for this is rooted in the assumption that regulatory findings and public reporting 
can be influenced by many factors and do not have a well-established correlation to 
product quality, which is defined by its chemical composition. Supporting this is an 
excerpt from a 2015 White Paper from the FDA Office of Pharmaceutical Quality:22 

 
“FDA has only limited information about the current state of 
pharmaceutical quality. FDA has no formal means for quality surveillance, 
except through inspections  
…  
Furthermore, inspection findings have not been a reliable predictor of the 
state of quality.” 

 
Proposed Implementation for Health Systems 
 

The intended use of the proposed quality scores system in an established 
healthcare system would be to inform and enable pharmacy procurement teams so that 
decision trees could be enacted. Decision trees could be implemented through 
healthcare IT systems that standalone or are integrated into the health systems’ existing 
vender or purchasing system. A proposal of a decision tree utilizing such quality scores 
in order to purchase primarily green, occasionally yellow after manager review and 
completely avoid red is proposed for a health system where a robust process exists for 

 
22 Food and Drug Administration (2015). FDA Pharmaceutical Quality Oversight: One Quality Voice. 
(https://www.fda.gov/media/91721/download) 
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managing drug shortages . Such drug shortage processes may include identification of 
substitute products, determination of alternative drugs or treatments and other 
remedies for mitigating or minimizing the impact of a drug shortage. In extreme cases 
that are reviewed by management, a poorly scoring medication product where there is 
no alternative could be treated by the health system as a drug shortage instead of 
purchasing a product designated red. Depending on the healthcare system, it may 
require a different decision tree and may elect to utilize different criteria, or adopt the 
same criteria with different degrees of influence on the quality score values. 
 

 
Figure 1. Proposed decision tree implementing red/yellow/green quality 
score designations. The first column describes the color designation of a 
drug product that is the default selection for the health system, which 
then triggers the decision tree.  
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Results 
 

The angiotensin receptor blocker drug, valsartan, has been subject to heavy 
scrutiny over quality due to a multitude of recalls after carcinogenic impurities were 
found.23 This drug has been selected here for analysis using available data to generate a 
limited number of quality score criteria which give illustrative examples of how such 
quality scores can be derived. Regulatory information was gathered by Govzilla and 
chemical analysis information was acquired from Valisure’s analytical laboratory that is 
attached to a licensed pharmacy.  

 
 

 Table 4A Regulatory Information (2017 – 2020) 

  Inspections 
Form 
483 

Warning 
Letter 

Form 
483 
Ratio 

Warning 
Letter 
Ratio 

Form 483 % 
Above 
Global Ratio 

Warning Letter 
% Above Global 
Ratio 

Company A 38 20 0 0.526 0.000   
Company B 6 1 0 0.167 0.000   
Company C 36 24 1 0.667 0.028 26%  
Company D 15 9 1 0.600 0.067 13% 181% 
Company E 10 3 0 0.300 0.000   
Company F 53 27 0 0.509 0.000   
Global 3-year 6,967 3,691 257 0.530 0.037     

 
 Table 4B Chemical Analysis 

  
Batches 
Analyzed 

DMF              
>96ng, <1000ng 

DMF 
>1000ng 

NDMA 
>96ng Dosage Dissolution Ingredients 

Company A 6 1 0 1 0 0 0 
Company B 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 
Company C 9 9 0 0 0 0 0 
Company D 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Company E 7 0 7 0 0 0 0 
Company F 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 

 
Table 4. Detailed regulatory information (Table 4A) and chemical analysis 
information (Table 4B) on available manufacturers of valsartan. Although 
the names have been deidentified, the data describes real manufacturers 
of valsartan drug products being currently sold in the United States.  
 
 
 
 

 
23 See Food and Drug Administration, Search List of Recalled Angiotensin II Receptor Blockers (ARBs) 
Including Valsartan, Losartan and Irbesartan (http://bit.ly/3aUIbLF). 
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 Table 5 
Quality Scores  

Impactful Criteria Findings (Score Influence) 

  

Quality 
Score 

% of Batches 
DMF >96, 
<1000ng 

% of Batches 
DMF 
>1000ng 

% of Batches 
NDMA > 
96ng 

Form 483 
>10% 

Form 483 
>20% 

Warning 
Letters 
>1.5X 

Company A 70     17% (-30)       
Company B 70 100% (-30)           
Company C 40 100% (-30)       26% (-30)   
Company D 80       13% (-10)   1.8X (-10) 
Company E 39   100% (-61)         
Company F 70 100% (-30)           

 
Table 5. Data output for criteria triggering an influence on quality scores 
and the corresponding numerical influence on the scores denoted in 
parentheses, regarding current, on-market valsartan drug products from 
specific manufacturers. The final calculated quality scores are displayed 
and given their corresponding color designation. 
 
Even with a drug such as valsartan that has had many quality issues, 

some of which appear to persist, the use of the proposed quality score system is 
able to identify a supplier that scores a green.  Even among potentially mediocre 
product quality choices, those that appear to perform particularly poorly are 
identified by a red and can be reasonably avoided.  

To further evaluate the impact on pricing by using the proposed quality 
score system, the relative costs of the valsartan drug products were analyzed 
across the six companies. Four dosage forms (40mg, 80mg, 160mg and 320mg) 
were evaluated using pricing from three different distributors and ensuring 
packaging size was consistent among all companies.  
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Figure 2. Relative pricing of drug products from companies A – F 
(denoted in parenthesis) plotted against their quality scores and given 
their respective red/yellow/green designation. 

 
 Although the decision tree in Figure 1 proposes the option of paying 
more for a higher scoring drug product, the pricing comparison illustrated above 
suggests that higher quality drug products do not necessarily cost more. Despite 
continued quality issues with valsartan, the least expensive option had the 
second-highest quality score, the highest quality score option was only 2% more 
expensive and the lowest scoring option was 67% more expensive. 
 
Discussion and Conclusion 
 

When originally conceived, generic drug products were assumed to be equal in 
quality to each other and to the innovator product so the only differentiating feature 
would be the price paid.  This has led to automatic generic substitution laws across the 
country where patients receive the generic selected by the pharmacy and this could 
change several times over the patient’s course of therapy.  The premise that every 
innovator and generic product is of equal quality is demonstrably false.8   

With the changing market dynamics that drove pharmaceutical manufacturing 
offshore and made it very difficult to warrant acceptable quality, a new strategy is 
needed to ensure patient safety.  The use of drugs that are improperly dosed as well as 
products that don’t dissolve properly can put patients at risk of clinical failure or adverse 
events. The use of products with bacterial contamination, unacceptably high amounts of 
carcinogens or heavy metals may lead to unintended health problems as a result.24   

 
24 Mathes, RW., et. al. (2008) Relationship between histamine2-receptor antagonist medications and 
risk of invasive breast cancer. Cancer Epidemiology Biomarkers & Prevention, a publication of the 
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We hope this will be a useful overview and baseline proposal for the use of 
quality scores for drug products. This is critical for adding much-needed transparency 
into the American drug supply chain and enabling health system purchasers and payers 
of medications to avoid low-quality drug products. As the data demonstrates with 
valsartan, high quality drug products do not necessarily cost more. Thus, even if a health 
system is unable or uninterested to add any additional purchasing cost or add any 
potential drug shortage burden, it is highly likely that the use of the proposed quality 
score system will provide a significant benefit in avoiding low-quality drug products.  

Such action taken by established healthcare systems could help protect them 
from recalls and drug shortages while serving as a significant market driver to 
incentivize the manufacturing industry to produce quality products. Furthermore, the 
proposed quality score system could provide regulatory agencies with transparent and 
rational metrics with which to reward high-scoring manufacturers (e.g. faster ANDA 
approvals) and/or penalize low-scoring manufacturers (e.g. slower and more scrutinized 
drug approvals).  

Overall, drug quality scores have the potential to improve public health; 
therefore, their continued development and implementation is highly encouraged. 
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