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* China formally implemented accelerated registration pathways in 2020 to improve timely Sample size and descriptive statistics: * Post-hoc pairwise comparisons further suggested that the time-shortening effects varied
access to innovative medicines. * A total of 121 innovative drugs were included, with the highest number approved in 2024 across different accelerated pathway types, indicating heterogeneity in the effectiveness
(n=45). Among these, 47.93% were anticancer drugs, and over half (53.72%) were of these pathways.
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Collecting information on innovative drugs approved from 2021 to 2024 and their related * More supplementary material submissions prolonged total review duration, and review-
Ei‘frac/t/e”s’t'cs gom ”;e National Medical  Products  Administration  (NMPA, Tablel Descriptive statistics of approval timelines for innovative drugs based clinical pathway was associated with longer total time to market.
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IND: Investigational New Drug, NDA: New Drug Application, BLA: Biologics License Application. : Figure6 Multiple linear regression analysis of factors associated with approval timelines
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percentages, and summary statistics. 0. —— —— == prioritization in areas with high unmet clinical needs. Additional supplementary material

* Group comparisons: Mann—-Whitney U, Kruskal-Wallis, and Dunn’s post-hoc tests were d \,\ewdma“on' \ V-\ewd\“ax\ori \“me,‘omamei submissions significantly prolonged total review duration.
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* Regression analysis: Multiple linear regression identified factors associated with the | o - o .
Figure4 Approval timelines by accelerated registration pathway submissions may further shorten the total time to market.

three timeline outcomes; P < 0.05 was considered significant.
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