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Recommendations

The operating models of the MRH
projects should be fully aligned to
improve efficiency in supporting the
African Medicines Agency.
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Data were collected in 2021-2022 using the Process, Effectiveness and Efficiency
Rating questionnaire (PEER) developed by the authors and from existing literature.
The national regulatory authorities (NRAs) of 23 countries from the three regions
participated in the study (100% response rate)

Building of capacity for assessments

Results:
Strengths
of MRH

Information sharing among regulators
Harmonisation of registration requirements across the region

Leadership commitment/Governance structure
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