
Local Literature Screening: Competitive Comparison Table

Monthly cost per country

Search
Process

Country
coverage

Number of
sources

Translation

Quality of
screening

Inspection
readiness

Legislative
compliance

Additional
admin

Implementation
time

1 medicinal
product

2 - 5
products

40
products

Fully automated

150+
countries

100%
accuracy

35,000+
sources sources sources

Usually partial
automation only

Mundane

Limited

labor-intensive task

Literature
Tepsivo

solutions
Other software

on the market traditional PV vendors
Manual screening by

100+ 1 - 10

Integral part of the search
process, fully automated
for all global languages

Often external to the
solution, mostly manual

Additional activity,
purely manual

A typical software solution these days

The volume of existing sources that can be
screened around the world is in fact much
higher than providers are usually able to
cover. It sometimes even results in claims
like: "there are no relevant sources for you
in the chosen country", rather than simply
admitting that the service has limits. This is
why architecture of our software was built
with focus on uncomparable scale, so that
we can truly support you in front of any local
authority - who is usually well aware the
number of sources is not limited to a few.

Dependent on what literature reviewers

It cannot possibly cover a sufficiently large

Tepsivo Literature is plugged into Tepsivo

You read the table right - no matter the size
of your portfolio, the full cost of the literature
monitoring is just 100 EUR per country.
To demonstrate how significant savings our
clients achieve using Tepsivo Literature
and how its features translate into practical
benefits, we share specific collaboration
examples with real numbers in our case
studies - make sure to explore them here.

and other admin completely automated.

Platform and connected within our full
Integrated Digital PV System. Reconciliation

number of relevant sources of information
and it cannot provide evidence of activity
actually being performed.

claim: showing monthly "compliance" reports
with manually entered information on what
they reviewed, without any evidence if (and
when) they actually did so.

is based on a systematic review database,
which provides some level of automation
to the client. However, sources are still often
uploaded manually in the background, which
reduces benefits that come with full removal
of human factor from the search process.

Mostly 1 to 15 countries

Still subject to human
error due to mostly
not full automation

Not known.
Presumably, some
audit log available.

Better than manual through
larger number of sources

and presumably an audit log.

24/7 inspection
readiness available

(audit log of all actions)

100% compliance
The largest dataset possible,

full audit trail of actions.

High - additional hours spent
on manual reconciliation,

reporting, sources review etc.

Medium - additional admin is
neccessary for reconciliation

between the tool and PV system.

None

Several weeks
or even months

3 - 4
weeks

Unknown, but
increasing per product

Unknown, but
increasing per product

Unknown, but
increasing per product

60
minutes

Questionable,
subject to human error

Factually none.
No real proof of

screening is possible.

Typically one / a few countries
(EEA or regional coverage (EEA or regional coverage

in some instances) in some instances)

€ 100 € 200

€ 300 - 500

€ 1,500+

€ 100

€ 100

http://www.tepsivo.com/pharmacovigilance-case-studies/

