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Compound Success
Rates by Stage

Identification > Identification

Preclinical Development o
P . CROs VA Y

i enter preclinical

RN - L . testing

Laboratory and
animal testing

Clinical Phase

20-80 healthy volunteers . X / S N
used to determine safety i enter clinical }
and dosage b, ftesting

Clinical Phase
I

100-300 patient volunteers used
to look for efficacy and side

%) effects

Drug Discovery Clinical Phase

1000-5000 patient volunteers m T
& used to monitor adverse ~ 1
reactions to long-term use approved

Drug Development by the |
FDA Approval DA

Process
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