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Investigation of Drug Manufacturers’ Attitude to the National Assessment Programs of Sampling and Testing
Policy

WANG Lei"*,CHEN Yuwen', HUA Lian’(1.School of Business Administration, Shenyang Pharmaceutical Univer-
sity, Shenyang 110016, China;2.Dept. of Chemistry, Tianjin Institute for Drug Control, Tianjin 300070, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To provide reference for improving the national assessment programs of sampling and testing policy.
METHODS: Questionnaire was designed to investigate the drug manufacturers’ attitude and suggestions to the national assessment
programs of sampling and testing policy; SPSS 18.0 software was adopted to analyze the data; a reliability analysis was conducted
for the 17 variables in the table; and a principal component analysis was conducted for the topics with strong correlation. RE-
SULTS: A total of 340 questionnaires were sent out, 314 were effectively received with the effective rate of 92%. the total internal
consistency reliability coefficient Alpha was 0.92; the awareness coefficient of enterprise on the evaluation of sampling and testing
was 9.78; 4.24 enterprises were relatively agree the evaluation of sampling and testing; the attitude coefficient of enterprise on the
improvement of evaluation of sampling and testing was 13.39; and the average score of enterprise on the overall satisfaction scoring
was 8.73. CONCLUSIONS: The drug enterprises show high overall recognition for the national assessment programs of sampling
and testing policy, and willing to cooperate with the development, and hoping the policy can be improved.

KEYWORDS National medical assessment programs; Questionnaire; Drug manufacturer
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Fig 2 Principal component analysis scree plot of topic 5-11
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Fig 3 Component plot of rotation space of topic 5-11
Fh B 3 S5 A A o It R T 45 .= 0.436 2 2,+0.494 5 2., i
AT =424, YL 24 5 A2 77 Al o R 52 24 SR PP M e
AR AR ILEGA R, B A LA TR
24 WI{EBHENSERNEXES
12~ 17 BAEAE AR b, Rt 12~ 17 BRI 6 A28 i AT 3
BT 3 S AR, AR L TR 4
AT R AR > 1 A A 1A BRI T LA R
41 2,=0.828 x,,+0.668 x,5+0.848 x,,+0.852 x,;+0.849 x,-, i 1L H&
I F B 53 e B 12~ 17 U2 R A4 B STk R, B
LA M, AT A5, =0.665 2 z., WA 12~ 17 B SE M, 15

FPEZIG 20164555 27 4555 184



> =13.39, BEIIZA i A 7 Al 0T [ 52 28 A P el e T A it
LAY A B D A B gt

4

3
2

$HIEH

1
0

12 5 6

T s
B4 12~1TERERS D HEAE

Fig4 Principal component analysis scree plot of topic 12-17
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