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Seven enabling factors for biopharmaceutical innovation
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When it comes to enabling innovation,
some are near the summit while others are just starting the climb...
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Market access, IP and localization = key policy gaps

Biopharmaceutical Competitiveness & Investment (BCl) Survey 2017 Scores
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Policy conditions affect competitiveness in “mature” markets too

Biopharmaceutical Competitiveness & Investment (BCl) Survey 2017 Scores
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Why do policy conditions matter: $100 billion reasons
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IP rights, innovation & economic activity
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Thank yout!




