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::._l'mn-oduction

The exorbitant EXpENSe of medications in India has r
endered the treatment of numerous illnesses inaccessible

! underprivileged and has | :
10 the iImposed a considerable financial burden on middle-class individuals.

ing the provision of top-quality : )
Ensuring p pP-quality medicines is paramount for the well-being of patients. This

red ses a sub i :
predicament poses a substantial economic obstacle, particularly in developing nations. (1)

. Governments initiated th i . :
4 ¢ exploration of generic drug alternatives as a means to alleviate the financial strain,

.-n.. g on strategies to offer medications of the utmost quality at reduced expenses. (2)

:
£
i REEeaiC drug refers to a pharmaceutical product that possesses identical composition, quality, safety. and

. n?ﬁﬂl:y as the innovator product. Furthermore, it is therapeutically equivalent to the original drug product (3)

¥

neric drugs are priced lower compared to brand-name drugs as part of an effort to minimize medication

1o the reduced expenses associated with generic drugs, the innovator product is unable to sustain

longer periods of patent exclusivity. Once these patents expire, generic drug manufacturers can produce

without requiring extensive investments in activities such as drug discovery, preclinical

es, and clinical trials. (5)

ly, generic goods cost 20-80 percent less than name-brand medicines. (6)

i T s anies offer some doctors sizable incentives to recommend their
ing 1o reports, pharmaceutical comp

sducts. Patients face heightened financial exploitation when they are prescribed costly branded
ducts. Pati




E 2 Ven more ¢ i ;
are Xpensive brand-pame Mmedications. (7) —I

recent studies have been
%cwrﬂ conduct .
; ed to enhance understanding and raise awareness regarding the

nenefits associated with utilizing peneri icat
BB Ic medications, Healtheare professionals are actively advocating for

W

the use of generic drugs. Consequently, this study aims to inv

estigate the knowledge, attitude, and practice

(KAP of physicians toward - Bk _
) of phys s generic medications, with the objective of bridging the gap between physicians

_and patients.

2.Keywords

.' ic dl'l.lg. Generic dmg. Ph}-sicians. Knowledgc_ Attitude and Practice.

3.0bjective

.Methods

A ‘multispecialty hospital in India was the setting for the study.

i sed a questionnaire and was conducted in a private multispecialty hospital. All of

ans practicing in the multispecialty private teaching hospital from May 2023 1o June 2023 served as

A i ticipants. 19 questions are included in the questionnaire for this study that ask about the

e i ion of the participating doctors as well as their knowledge, attitudes, and use of generic




4.2 Development, and distribution of survey questionnaire

lure, a questionnaire-based cross-sectional survey with 19 PLSH

Using references from a study of a comparable na
_1l5iﬂﬁ I

 questions In English was developed to examine physicians' understanding of, attitudes towards, and use of

| generic medications. Demographic information about physicians as well as their knowledge, attitudes, and

e

gse of generic medications were covered by the survey.

oy

A g

y:

4.3 Sampling

e

;&nmm sampling (non-probability) was the sampling technique used.

 Using Open Epi software, sample size was calculated. Mentioned in Table |

Sample Size for Frequency in a Population

tion size(for finite population correction factor or fpc)(V): 90

vpothesized % frequency of outcome factor 1n the population (p):37%+/-5
" Confidence limits as % of 100(absolute +/- %6)(d): 5%

* Design effect (for cluster surveys-DEFF): 1
B3 - Sample Size(n) for Various Confidence Levels

ConfidenceLevel(%) Sample Size
95% i
80% 57
67
o 75
b 79
st o -

99.9% 85

Table 1




pntent of survey questionnaire

. 9 closed-ended questio ;
3 q ns in total, and it took about 10 minutes to complete the survey. Three

‘the survey were br ¥
4 / oken down into knowledge, autitude and practice-related questions about

_peneric medication.

ta Collection

llected using a google questionnaire.

atistical analysis

= statistics were used to analyse the participant demographics and their responses to the various

categories.

re 90 questionnaires distributed in total, and 73 doctors (or 81% of them) have returned them. 33

and 40 MBBS doctors in total have taken part in this study. Table 2 and 3 provides an

of the study participants basic demographic information. Table 2 give the entire detail

wd Table 3 gives summarize demographic information of the participants.

Cad




Qualification?

Years of Area of Specialisation

Experience?

BDS 25 I | Orthodontics
#EES_—_ G - | [ Dental Surgery ]
'ﬁ.ﬁﬁ 25 :_— T Paediatrics
| -EEE_ 6 2 | Periodontist =i
|BDS 27 _ 3 | Dental Surgery
27 - _ I [)cnml-::}urgcr}'
21 7 | Rad iul'ué,)
2l 1 | Ophthalmology
27 2 | Oral cavity
27 3 | Oral cav il‘_\-
27 2 | Dental Surgery
27 3 | Oral cavity
77 2 | General dentistry
77 | | Dental Surgery
3 ?J 2 | Periodontist
SRR | | Gynaecology
28
e
[ et S




28

2 | Dental Surgery
-Eﬁus__ 28 2 | Prosthodontics
‘BDS 28 2 | Periodontist
[ MBBS 29 I | Cardiology
MBBS 29 2 | Gynaecology
| BDS 29 3 | Dental Surgery
1 BDS 29 4 | Dental Surgery
BDS 29 3 | Crowns and Bridges
: BDS 29 2 | Dental Surgery
BDS 30 2 | Dental Surgery
| BDS 30 3 | Crowns and Bridges
| BDS 30 4 | Orthodontics
| MBBS 32 10 | Oncology
! MBBS 32 5 | Cardiology
MBBS 32 5 | Orthopaedics
!
i MBBS 32 2 | Medicine
32 | | Dermatologist
32 | | Dermatologist
32 1 | Orthopaedics
32 | | Medicine
32 | | Medicine




Oral and Maxillofacial

| .BDS = 3 | Surgery
;. BDS . 5 | Dental Surgery
HDS‘ 2 4 | Dental Surgery
i
-. T‘I Bﬂs 32 6 | Periodontist
| ' .%NBBS 33 9 | Interventional Radiology
NBBS 33 5 | Pulmonary medicine
;. i 33 5 | General dentistry
§
ws 35 4 | Internal medicine
(]
 MBBS 36 12 | Emergency medicine

Oral and Maxillo facial

37 3 | Surgery

39 7 | General Physician
40 15 | Anaesthesia

40 |8 | Orthopaedics

42 9 | Dental Surgery
42 20 | Radiology

12 10 | Ophthalmology
12 5 | Surgery

0 3 | Cardiology

42' 7 | Orthodontics




K

B 8 | Surgery
[MBBS s T
e 6 Radi(’rlog}-'
'n‘ :: ) 43 __h_%_‘_____-_
| 5 | Ophthalmology
] | ‘ .-r
| igss S
; 1 20 | Internal medicine
[MBBS T
e 7 Radiology
[MBBS S
r- 45 7 | Internal medicine
"MBBS
» .Bs 43 4 | Orthopaedics
.f L 5 45 6 | Paediatrics
E Oral and Maxillofacial
4s 13 | Surgery
45 4 | Dental Surgery
47 20 | General Physician
48 20 | Medicine
52 25 | Crowns and Bridges
52 13 | Radiology
32 13 | Radiology
54 15 | Surgery
35 9 | Internal medicine

o




Paramelers

51 Knowledge Assessments

. The study reveals the proportion of doctors who think brand-name drugs adhere to higher safety standards
than generic drugs, how knowledgeable they are about the Jan Aushadhi Scheme and the Indian Medical

. Council (IMC) Act, and how satisficd they are with the regulatory agency's quality control procedures for

ki
E@m:ﬁc drugs. Tablc 4 displays the relevant answers to knowledge-based inquiries.

|
E
| According to the study, 53% of the doctors who participated in the survey think that generic medications

| have more side effects than name-brand med ications. This finding indicates a significant proportion of

|

| dmlors who hold concern

1

s about the safety profile of generic medications. It raises questions about the

reasons behind this perception and highlights the need for further research and education to address any

E

“misconceptions or knowledge gaps that may contribute to such beliefs.

' Brand-name medications adhere 10 higher safety standards than generic medications, according to about
of the doctors polled. This perception reflects a prevailing notion among a majority of the respondents
i associated with a greater level of safety and quality assurance. It suggests a

name drugs and underlines the importance of enhancing awareness and

L

fihiutomrds brand

18




05, of doctors were informed P

about (he Jan A iS
ushadhj Scheme, according to the study. This finding i

] thc rCSpOndcnlS were very fa“l- T.’I 0 H
) lll r \\“h th lndiﬂn gove niting: X k
-] mment nitiative that aims 1o make

..l.r: 'lOIIS aCC.ﬁSSiblE 10 lhe ﬁ]‘[era - =
g I public. The awareness of such schemes is crucial in promoting

 use of generic drugs and expanding access 10 cost-effective healthcare option
"t S.

gguing the knowledge of the Indian Medical Council (IMC) Act, the study found that about 70% of the
_;-{.i professionals surveyed were aware of this regulatory framework. The IMC Act governs the practice
'.'_ ine in India and sets guidelines for ethical conduct and professional standards. The relatively high

-;-‘l.. awareness among doctors signifies their understanding of the regulatory landscape within which

yoperate, ensuring adherence to established norms and practices.

I ermore, nearly 62% of the doctors expressed satisfaction with the regulatory authority's quality control
stres for generic medications. This finding shows that the majority of respondents have faith in the

mbility and security of generic medications as guaranteed by the regulatory system. It P s e

o

& Quality control mechanisms in building trus and ensuring the integrity of generic medications in

ing the responses 10 knowledge-based queries in a structured
ing

nents the paragraph by present

vides ise overview of the responses, facilitating easy comparison and
. S A conc

hee |
)




o T ——
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e

"

qerpretation of the findi
ngs related 10 docyorg' knowledge

|n summary, the paragraph and Table 4 provide ;

ihsights into doctors’ perceptions and knowledge regarding
generic drugs. The study findings highlight the co -
ncemns held by a significant portion of doctors regarding

:..ﬂgmﬂt.ﬂl side effects of eneri m
: generic medications, The perception that brand-name drugs adhere to higher

afety standards suggests the need [
w for education and awarcness campaigns 1o address any misconceptions

" | promote trust in generic medications,

. The majority of doctors' satisfaction with the regulatory body's quality control measures highlights the value

_' ' sprous oversight and monitoring 1o guarantee the security and cflectivencss of generic medications. It

althcare system and encourages the usc of cost-effective alternatives to brand-

s confidence in the he

onclusion; the findings presented in the paragraph and Table 4 shed light on doctors’ perceptions and

. : Hp i drugs. The study resulls emphasize the importance of addressing concems,

the quality and safety of generic medications. Paticnts and healthcare

awaren ss, and ensuring
tion and awareness among medical professionals since it

. Je can gain from improving educa

Pl:gc I

20



. l*"""'c R e "B Ol generic Phnrmuttuliufs that are affordable.

21



aware abli)ut the Indian medical council(IMC) A:t"'- |
to prescribe drugs with generic names? '

2 you satisfied with the quality control measure of
ric medicines by the regulatory authority?

22




Generic
,edicines AR ; Are you awar,
nduu: more medications ATe you aware 5

Brand name

Are you satisfied

o with the quality

control measure
of generic

medicines by the
regulatory
authority?

il : meet higher “: “Tf scheme of :‘:J::;;::;:]E o
T safety standards sOVernment of council(IMC
cumPl i than generic India called Jap ;
hm]?;u:]ion!i" medicines, Aushadi?
med :

Act to prescribe
drugs with
generic names?

\f

32 Attitude Assessments

Theprovided paragraph presents a range of findings from a sur ey conducted on the perspectives and

opinions of respondents regarding the usage and perception of generic medications. The sury ey results

highlight the percentage of responde

nts who believe in the positive impact ol cooperation between

peescribers and chemists, the importance of providing sufficient information to patients about seneric drugs.

Siisfaction with the quality control me

asures of generics, the influence of cost differences on prescription
desisions, and attitudes towards the availability of generic medications in hospitals. The frequencies of
$ponses 1o attitude-related questions are presented in Table 3.

?A‘-"?Utdingm the survey, an overwhelming 82% of the participants agreed that patients can effectively use

Beneric Medications if prescribers and chemists collaborate. This consensus indicates that cooperation
h"&n these healthcare professionals is seen as a crucial factor in ensuring the proper utilization and
"M“Nfgeneric drugs. It highlights the significance of effective communication and coordination among

ribers and pharmacists to enhance patient understanding and adherence to generic medication

e ——  — s nge

23



of respondent< o _

Pondents ¢mphasized the need 1o provide sufficient
. atients about generic medicatione 1. .
qation 10 P ICations, This viewpoing underscores (he importance of patient
: ‘ )
o0 and empowerment. Ensuring thay p
e LUk

atients have 5 comprehensive

understanding of the medications
~__ (aking helps build trust. facilitates informed de

CIs10n-making, and promotes optimal health

e than half of the respondents expressed satisfaction with the quality control measures

associated with
eri drugs. This finding indicates a leve| of confidence in the safety and efficacy of generic medications.

'. .\ that the majority of respondents perceive generic drugs to meet appropriate quality standards,

sring both healthcare professionals and patients about their reliability and effectiveness.

erestingly, about 73% of doctors reported that the significant cost difference between generic and brand-

e medications often compels them to prescribe generic alternatives. This statistic highlights the
nomic aspect of prescription decisions, demonstrating the role that cost considerations play in healthcare

actices. Generic drugs offer a more affordable option for patients, and the survey results indicate that

oclors frequently consider this factor when selecting a medication for their patients.

A

; ‘Moteworthy finding is that nearly 21% of respondents strongly disagreed with the notion that every
.,ilfhuult_:l have a pharmacy selling generic medications. This dissenting opinion suggests a divergence
Clives regarding the universal availability of generic drugs within hospital settings. 1t implies that a
spondents may hold reservations or concerns about the practicality or benefits of such an

This variation in viewpoints calls for further examination and consideration of factors
. io

8 allitudes towards generic medication availability in hospitals.

24

also revealed that a significan portion

P
2

i

nge |




=

Irequencies (%

k. s kacms the paragraph by Providing the
' ©) ol responses 10 questions related Lo

.n‘“bular representation facilitates o comprehens;
< : CNSIve ave

i

TView ¢ ;
16w ol the various percentages.

easier comparison and interpretation of |he respondents’ vi
; : § Viewpoints

! _the survey findings presented in the
jopether gs presented in the Paragraph and Table $ underscore the importance of

- .o petween prescribers and chemists, patie )
gperalie b P Cists, patient education, quality control measures, cost
J L -_.. -‘-

- d the availability : A .
tions, an ility of generic medications within healthcare facilities. These factors

ribute 10 enhanced patient care, informed decision-making, and cost-effectiveness in healthcare

survey results indicate that a significant majority of respondents believe in the potential benefits of

g generic medications when prescribers and chemists collaborate effectively. The emphasis on providing

ficient information 1o patients reflects the importance of empowering individuals with knowledge and

2 their understanding of the med ications they are prescribed. Satisfaction with quality control
s instils confidence in the safety and efficacy of generic drugs.

" - . ge W l 4 ns. he

wards the availability of generic medi

i s

25
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P ——

| L

¢ factors nfluencing these perspect;
puﬁ'“‘.c“ C e "
S Considerine 1l
S e practicals
A cality ang i i
Y and potential benefits

', : angements.

ge |

[ 2% M~}

:on. the paragraph and accompanvi . :
g . Panying table shed light on the attitudes and opinions of respondents
e generic medications. The sury

ey findino e s
: N&s underscore the significance of cooperation.

lity use of generic medicines among patients can be
ved if both prescribers and pharmacist work together.

: shﬁuld be given enough information about 3
licines in order to make sure they really undelffﬁﬂ!!—,

about the medicines they take.

a0% 50% el

26



e difference between generic and brand name drugs
'so great that i feel must precribe generic substitute.

30% 40% 50% 50"_‘ Rt ?0% i

rJ
o

e |

27



Quality use of P“tfent should
generic be given tnough The price There should be
medicines nformatiop

difference a generic
between generic  medicine store
and brand name in every
drugs is often so  hospital.
sure they really 20 great that I feel
understand g Lt must prescribe
medicines?

eneric
about t g
1e substitute.

Satisfied with
the quality
control
measures of

among patients aho“f generic
can be achieved medicines jn
if both order to make
prcscrihcrs and
pharmacist

work together. A
medicines they

take

un | Frequenc | Coun TG B - . ' o
C(J[ qy l Frequenc | Coun Frequenc | Coun | Frequenc | Coun | Frequenc
— - LAy el y NS S
20/ 5 |
gree 60 82% i 6l 84% | 48 66% 53 73% 58 | 79% |
o/ 3, ] = ‘ ‘ . I L |
mgee | 13 | 18% | 12 L ‘E'“—Hfh | 3% | 20 | 2% | 15 | 21%
able S

\3 Practice Assessments

Fhe provided paragraph, along w ith the data presented in Table 6, highlights several intriguing insights into

i B i ication 1 doc .veals the percentage of doctors who
fhe usage and perception of generic medication among doctors. It reveals the percentag

= ! T.l 15, I DSE I L
&a'c "c\"'el u d ogcner rug S lIlO eV ||\-L = 50 L l & ]LI mec
Se = 1C d f=l S \hn ha'&‘. |LLL1\Ld > l““]lt “I name-or Al n j cations '. 0s wno

IF i 4 > i - 50CI0e I]l‘l1]|‘r L1 ({11 \\l'lt.‘!l.
| leh"e mn i I . \l'- ‘"I" |ll ECNEr ICS, th(]&ol: '\\'hD ({)l]SIdLI SOCI0ECO sta 5
[

ic medications wi -ir patients.
oaoed in discussions about generic medications with their patie
ribing, and those who have engag

et

I o o . » W L] LT A : » . uggub[“
e anetars have never used generic medication, it SUg
v 51% of doctors have n¢ g

ing with the statistic that approximatel

| 1o red this cost-effective alternative. This
E \thcare profe‘;sioﬂals who have nol explored this c
‘@significant portion of healthcar -

- . | : i el t : |_ . ,-
h &-r =] chne - 1 tl”‘“u' ranc dIUL‘H t]“.d W il.[ I i s

: . R
:’ﬁ"dmg raises questions about the reason

}
'

of: yther factors.
bn'concerns about efficacy, safety, orc

28




,. '_ It “uﬂting observation is S i - ““1

ﬂll\ hu“'" -
’ 1
the respondents acknow ledged receiving free

d.mm,.mnd medications. This sypee
SUBECSIS a potential influence on prescribing hab
escribing habits, as

atical companies often provide

such sap
Nples as o marketing strategy. It prompts further

P

21

on of whether these

drugs

on, the data reveals that almost 67% of doctors believe that switching patients from a brand name
ic wag rsion could alter the course of therapy. This finding highlights concerns among a

sant majority of doctors regarding potential differences in efficacy, safety. or patient response

-

wee brand name and generic drugs. It indicates the need for further research and education to address

e concerns and ensure confidence in the therapeutic value of generic medications.

st nearly 33% of doctors do not think that their prescription decisions are influenced by the

#
)

wconomic status of their patients. This finding reflects a positive aspect, suggesting that these doctors

five for impartiality in their practice and prioritize medical need over financial considerations. It

phasizes the importance of equal treatment and access to medication regardless of a patient's

cioeconomic background.

that they had discussed generic medications with their patients.

ver, nearly 61% of respondents agreed

; highlights the willingness of doctors to engage in conversations about cost-effective treatment
- ig'l.l [}
: : i ision-making processes and that
. - { ed in collaborative decision
that patients should be involv

e |

29



_.______‘____1___‘_‘—-_‘_

e e

_hb"

lements the paragraph 1, v
& comp Y Visually FCpresent
Ing the Practice

“related questions and their
nding percentage responses. This lable Provides 3 ¢
Clear oy

Crview of

the data, making it easier to
and compare the various statis ics Presented ;
n the paragry
ph

+ findings presented in the paragraph and Tape 6 collectively ynde
/ erscore the significance of addressing
moting awareness, and fo t
s, pro stering open “Ommunication betweep doctors and patients regarding
e ications. The relatively hj
ic medi y high Percentage of doctors who have never used generics suggests the

ged for educational initiatives 10 increase familiarity with these drugs and dispel any misconceptions

ionally, the disclosure of doctors receiving free samples highlights the potential

influence of

phi rmaceutical marketing on prescribing practices. warranting further exploration of its impact.

There should be more conversations and research to provide evidence-based information about the

thiectiveness and safety of generic pharmaceuticals given that doctors believe switching to generics could

ange the results of therapy. Furthermore, the acknowledgment that socioeconomic status does not

Page |
3

e é.-prescription decisions emphasizes the importance of equitable healthcare practices and the ethical

' ﬁﬂme; of healthcare providers.

age is that it shows a dedication to cost-effective treatment options and educated decision-making

s discuss generic drugs with their patients, This patient-centered approach encourages shared

30
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Ling: enabling patients to actively particip
4

|
ate in their tre:
their treatment plans and consider affordable |
s % . 1
15 : ompromising quality of care |
B without € > :
- I\ﬁ \ |
I'{IEL‘
3
d ‘ . 1Pi nne te Sl 5
the paragraph and accompanying table shed light on the perspectives and practices of doctors |
_ - medications. The data presented pr - _ |
o ding generic P prompts further exploration of the reasons behind ||
 preferences. the influence of pharmaceutical marketing, the potential impact of switching 1o

1_

erics, and the importance of open communication between doctors and patients. Addressing these factors 1

ate to more cost-effective and accessible healthcare, ultimately benefiting patients and the

§ Latihoare system as a whole.

Have you ever talked to your patient regarding
generic drugs?

61%

T0%

31



20% 30%, a0,

s the socio economic condition of your patient
influence your prescription?

name drugs?

32




i ave you ever taken generic medicine?

Yes,a9%

MO

[ 'Coun | Frequenc | Coun | Frequenc | Coun | Frequenc | Coun | Frequenc | Coun | Frequenc l
T y beally ey t y

36 49% | 37 si%| 49| 61| 49 5| e1%) |

|
37 51% | 36 49% | 24 28 o l

39% |
Y

Yes
No

67%
2wl 33%

33%

['able 6
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ik
%

i ':,_, cussioll
I J _

i ',jority ofp

qody indicates that a considerable number of respondents, specifically almost 66%. expressed

. o tion with the quality control procedures of generic drugs. This finding aligns with a previous study
g SIS

g significant proportion of doctors. around 72%, held the belief that generic products are

: cetured with lower quality compared to brand-name medications. (8)

e nerception of lower quality in generic medications can be influenced by various factors. One possible

{Hfictoris the misconception that generic drugs are inferior because they are ofien priced lower than their

nd-name counterparts. Some people could conclude that generic medications are of poorer quality or less

__ due to the price disparity. Additionally, there might be concerns about the variability in the

T turing processes and standards across different generic drug manufacturers, which could contribute

5

b bts about their quality control procedures.

. The exact same high criteria set by regulatory agencies apply to brand-name and generic

efore they can be approved for sale, generic med ications undergo thorough testing to

r bioequivalence to the brand-name version in terms of safety, efficacy, and quality. By

ici in this study believ T
articipants b € that generic drugs have more side effects than name-brand p

14

e

34
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—

utic advantages as their name-

it is ensurcd (hat generic medications deliver the same therape

s essential 10 consider the impact of generic medications on healthcare costs and P
Gcnel'ic drugs ar¢ typlcally more affordable than brand-name drugs_ which can Sigﬂiﬁﬂﬂﬂll\"

expenses for individuals and healthcare systems. The lower prices of generics do not

omised quality but are a result of cost savings achicved through streamlined manufacturing and

and development expenses.

he concerns and perceptions regarding the quality of generic drugs, it is crucial to promote

¢ information and education among healthcare professionals and the general public. Providing
providers with comprehensive knowledge about the regulatory processes and standards for
medications can help dispel any misconceptions they may hold. Emphasizing the bioequivalence of

and their rigorous testing procedures can help build confidence in the quality and safety of these

r ions.

» regulatory bodies play a crucial role in ensuring the quality control procedures of generic

tinued efforts to strengthen and enforce stringent regulations and oversight can further enhance

irance of generic medications. Collaboration between regulatory authorities, healthcare

| nd pharmaceutical manufacturers is essential to maintain and improve the quality control
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ptions regarding generic drug quality control procedures exist, it is important to address

_gccurate information, and a comprehensive understanding of the regulatory

pmmoung awareness and trust in the rigorous standards governing generic

posstblc (o overcome misconceptions and ensure the appropriate usc of cost-cffective

: < study, it was found that 70% of doctors demonstrate awarencss of the Indian Medical Council

from our research show substantial improvement compared to previous studies

The findings
1 Bahrain (10.2%). Belgium (2.8%). Malaysia (12.7%), and the USA (2%-22%). However. our

dies conducted in the UK (83%) and Thailand (73.9%). (9.10)

4 closely with earlier stu

ical Council (IMC) Act. which mandates the

er awareness among doctors regarding the Indian Medic

plic of medications using generic names, could be a contributing factor. This practice is instilled
_

edical school and promotes the use of generic prescribing. Similar efforts have been observed in
several initiatives and measures have been adopted t0 enhance the utilization of generic

ns. (11.12.13). A notable proportion él’physicians actively engage in prescribing generic drugs,

ity of doctors possess commendable knowledge and positive attitudes towards generic
doctors, particularly regarding

s. However, there is still a need for additional information among

nce their prescription rate. (14)

of generic drugs, in order 10 further enha

that most doctors were cognizant of the substantial price disparity between generic and
of generic medications can be up to 91%

oducts, Consistent with previous reports, the cost
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other heal

medications. Iherefore, caution should be exercised when extrapolating the results of this

{hcare settings.

e ousing solely on the dactor's perspective may limit the comprehensive understanding of the P};ge
, 3

E ,nofgenel'lc medications. While doctors play a crucial role in prescribing medications, other

-;du'ssuch as patients, pharmacists, and healthcare administrators also influence the utilization and
Lt
- of generic drugs. Including multiple perspectives could provide a more holistic view of the

o< and opportunities associated with generic medication prescription.

emore, it is important to consider the potential biases and limitations associated with self-reported

he study relies on doctors' self-reported responses, which may be influenced by recall bias or social
__'f'u Doctors may have provided responses they perceived as more socially acceptable or

'._""-' iith professional norms. Therefore, the findings should be interpreted with caution, and future

tarch could consider utilizing objective measures or including a combination of self-report and

ational data.

ome these limitations, future studies could employ larger and more diverse samples, involving
'._f-various healthcare settings and regions. It would also be beneficial to include perspectives from
olders involved in the prescription and use of generic medications. Additionally, utilizing a

J S approach that combines qualitative and quantitative data could provide a more
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. s study provides valuable insighis inig the doctor's Perspect;
o IVC On generic medicar:
L generic medication
i

. ize. the inclusi .
he jimited sample iz on of respondents from 4 single hospital, and the exclusi
mE Ty exclusive

e potcﬂﬂal drawbacks that need to be considered. Addressing these limitations ; M
ons in future

contribute to a more comprehensive understanding of the topic

e forpfom‘“i"g the appropriate use of generic

et

and help inform evidence-

medications.

¢ being well-informed about generic drug products during their academic careers is crucial for

.asons, including their ability to make informed decisions about prescribing medications. By

; a comprehensive understanding of generic drugs, physicians can effectively evaluate their efficacy.

impact on the healthcare industry as it enables physicians to make cost-conscious decisions that

rbute to overall healthcare cost reduction.

kemment health agencies have a responsibility to run awareness campaigns about generic drugs to

prescribing practices and enhance understanding among both clinicians and consumers. These

Objectives of promoting the use of generic drugs is to reduce healthcare costs. Generic drugs
e affordable than brand-name drugs, offering potential cost savings for both patients and

- Clear standards for the substitution of generic drugs can play a vital role in achieving
39
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shing guidelines and protocols for the appropriate substitution of brand-name

& By cgabli
ive:

eneric equivalents, healthcare providers can confidently prescribe cost-effective

s vith their B
mpromiEi“g patient safety or quality of care.
B ihout ©© i’$g€ |

; fclear standards for generic drug substitution helps ensure that healthcare providers have a
l S ,:|||

e ﬁamtwork to follow when considering the use of generic medications. These standards may
: (iteria such as bioequivalence, therapeutic interchangeability, and robust quality control measures.
yde ©
R clear guidclincs, healthcare systems can streamline the substitution process and facilitate the
'.T"It =

. .4 adoption of generic drugs. ultimately leading to significant cost savings in the healthcare

* jrom the financial advantages. the utilization of generic drugs also fosters competition within the
e

Laceutical market, thereby potentially resulting in more signilicant price reductions and enhanced

lability of essential medications. The presence of affordable generic alternatives enhances affordability

accessibility for patients, especially in developing countries where access Lo expensive brand-name

: ations might be restricted.

#mrmg that physicians are well-informed about generic drugs, running awareness campaigns, and
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