BEK(14) PIC/S GMPHARSAYL FHvyHA15

"X

#IER

QUALIFICATION AND VALIDATION
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This Annex describes the principles of qualification and
validation which are applicable to the facilities, equipment,
utilities and processes used for the manufacture of
medicinal products and may also be used as supplementary
optional guidance for active substances without
introduction of additional requirements to Part Il. Itis a
GMP requirement that manufacturers control the critical
aspects of their particular operations through qualification
and validation over the life cycle of the product and
process. Any planned changes to the facilities, equipment,
utilities and processes, which may affect the quality of the
product, should be formally documented and the impact on
the validated status or control strategy assessed.
Computerized systems used for the manufacture of
medicinal products should also be validated according to
the requirements of Annex 11. The relevant concepts and
guidance presented in ICH Q8, Q9, Q10 and Q11 should
also be taken into account.
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A quality risk management approach should be applied
throughout the lifecycle of a medicinal product. As part of
a quality risk management system, decisions on the scope
and extent of qualification and validation should be based
on a justified and documented risk assessment of the
facilities, equipment, utilities and processes. Retrospective
validation is no longer considered an acceptable approach.
Data supporting qualification and/or validation studies
which were obtained from sources outside of the
manufacturers own programmes may be used provided that
this approach has been justified and that there is adequate
assurance that controls were in place throughout the
acquisition of such data.
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1. ORGANISING AND PLANNING FOR QUALIFICATION
AND VALIDATION
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1.1 All qualification and validation activities should be
planned and take the life cycle of facilities, equipment,
utilities, process and product into consideration.
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1.2 Qualification and validation activities should only be
performed by suitably trained personnel who follow
approved procedures.
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1.3 Qualification/validation personnel should report as
defined in the pharmaceutical quality system although this
may not necessarily be to a quality management or a
quality assurance function. However, there should be
appropriate quality oversight over the whole validation life
cycle.
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1.4 The key elements of the site qualification and validation
programme should be clearly defined and documented in a
validation master plan (VMP) or equivalent document.
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1.5 The VMP or equivalent document should define the
qualification/validation system and include or reference
information on at least the following:
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i. Qualification and Validation policy;
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ii. The organisational structure including roles and
responsibilities for qualification and validation activities;
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iii. Summary of the facilities, equipment, systems,
processes on site and the qualification and validation
status;
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iv. Change control and deviation management for
qualification and validation
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v. Guidance on developing acceptance criteria;
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vi. References to existing documents;

vi. BMEXENSE

vii. The qualification and validation strategy, including
requalification, where applicable.
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1.6 For large and complex projects, planning takes on
added importance and separate validation plans may
enhance clarity
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1.7 A quality risk management approach should be used for
qualification and validation activities. In light of increased
knowledge and understanding from any changes during the
project phase or during commercial production, the risk
assessments should be repeated, as required. The way in
which risk assessments are used to support qualification
and validation activities should be clearly documented.
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1.8 Appropriate checks should be incorporated into
qualification and validation work to ensure the integrity of
all data obtained.
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2. DOCUMENTATION, INCLUDING VMP

2. NYT—23avIRA—TSUEBAEXEL

2.1 Good documentation practices are important to
support knowledge management throughout the product
lifecycle.
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2.2 All documents generated during qualification and
validation should be approved and authorized by
appropriate personnel as defined in the pharmaceutical
quality system.
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2.3 The inter—relationship between documents in complex
validation projects should be clearly defined.
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2.4 Validation protocols should be prepared which defines
the critical systems, attributes and parameters and the
associated acceptance criteria.
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2.5 Qualification documents may be combined together,
where appropriate, e.g. installation qualification (IQ) and
operational qualification (OQ).
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2.6 Where validation protocols and other documentation
are supplied by a third party providing validation services,
appropriate personnel at the manufacturing site should
confirm suitability and compliance with internal procedures
before approval. Vendor protocols may be supplemented by
additional documentation/test protocols before use.
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2.7 Any significant changes to the approved protocol during
execution, e.g. acceptance criteria, operating parameters
etc., should be documented as a deviation and be
scientifically justified.
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2.8 Results which fail to meet the pre—defined acceptance
criteria should be recorded as a deviation, and be fully
investigated according to local procedures. Any
implications for the validation should be discussed in the
report.
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2.9 The review and conclusions of the validation should be
reported and the results obtained summarized against the
acceptance criteria. Any subsequent changes to
acceptance criteria should be scientifically justified and a
final recommendation made as to the outcome of the
validation.
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2.10 A formal release for the next stage in the qualification

and validation process should be authorized by the relevant
responsible personnel either as part of the validation report

approval or as a separate summary document. Conditional
approval to proceed to the next qualification stage can be
given where certain acceptance criteria or deviations have
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not been fully addressed and there is a documented HEENLIThIE, rko)ﬁﬁﬂa(- ELEBHAFEREEITOT
assessment that there is no significant impact on the next |HEBLY,

activity.

3. QUALIFICATION STAGES FOR EQUIPMENT, 3. BxfE. EER. —TAVTARUVSRTLDIA) T4/ —

FACILITIES, UTILITIES AND SYSTEMS.

A ERRE

3.1 Qualification activities should consider all stages from
initial development of the user requirements specification
through to the end of use of the equipment, facility, utility
or system. The main stages and some suggested criteria
(although this depends on individual project circumstances
and may be different) which could be included in each
stage are indicated below:
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User requirements specification (URS)

I1—HEKRIFHE (URS)

3.2 The specification for equipment, facilities, utilities or
systems should be defined in a URS and/or a functional
specification. The essential elements of quality need to be
built in at this stage and any GMP risks mitigated to an
acceptable level. The URS should be a point of reference

32 FH.EHR. —TA)T14HAIWIEL AT LDIEEE
URSKR U/ R ISHEBERB DRI ELZITAIEESA,
COEBICBVWTREDLEBERFEYIAH . WHED
GMPE®DURIIZDWTHEFRAREL/KEIZIEBLEZ TN
[EE54 0, URSIEINYT =230 D547 A4 IILEELT

throughout the validation life cycle. SHBRIRETEDTHS,
Design qualification (DQ) ERET R E AR 15T (DQ)
3.3 The next element in the qualification of equipment, 33 BB R A—TAUTFAHBNELZTLDIAY

facilities, utilities, or systems is DQ where the compliance
of the design with GMP should be demonstrated and
documented. The requirements of the user requirements
specification should be verified during the design
qualification.
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Factory acceptance testing (FAT) /Site acceptance
testing (SAT)

THEICHITAZITANBRE (FAT)/E&EFRIZCEITEZITA
NIRE (SAT)

3.4 Equipment, especially if incorporating novel or complex
technology, may be evaluated, if applicable, at the vendor
prior to delivery.
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3.5 Prior to installation, equipment should be confirmed to
comply with the URS/ functional specification at the
vendor site, if applicable.

IREELHD,
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3.6 Where appropriate and justified, documentation review
and some tests could be performed at the FAT or other
stages without the need to repeat on site at IQ/0Q if it
can be shown that the functionality is not affected by the
transport and installation.
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3.7 FAT may be supplemented by the execution of a SAT
following the receipt of equipment at the manufacturing
site.

3.7 FATIE., BERTICE WV TR IEE ZERICSATEZE R T
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Installation qualification (IQ)

SR fim A £ FesE 48 14 514 (1Q)

3.8 1Q should be performed on equipment, facilities,
utilities, or systems.

3.8 1Q[&. &xf. MR, A—TA)TARIES AT LIZDONT
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3.9 1Q should include, but is not limited to the following:

391l CNBIZBRESNLGNALUTZEFHFNIEES
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i. Verification of the correct installation of components,
instrumentation, equipment, pipe work and services against

i BRqh. Bt BRIR. BEE RUZDMOBIEFERATID
=7V RERVCREISHLTELKGRESNWTWSIE

the engineering drawings and specifications; DIREE

ii. Verification of the correct installation against pre— i. HDOMLORMEL-EECHLTELEGRESNTF-CED
defined criteria; EH

iii. Collection and collation of supplier operating and ii. IEEBFDORERVEESRBEE. RUAVTFURE
working instructions and maintenance requirements; KEIBDIRELFERR

iv. Calibration of instrumentation;

iv. st 3 DFr)IL—3y

v. Verification of the materials of construction.

v. 1B E DIRELE

Operational qualification (0Q)

B BRI B A% 1 5T (0Q)

3.10 OQ normally follows IQ but depending on the
complexity of the equipment, it may be performed as a
combined Installation/Operation Qualification (I0Q).
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3.11 OQ should include but is not limited to the following:

3.11 0QlE. ThBIZRESNAEND, UTEEFLHTNIE
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i. Tests that have been developed from the knowledge of
processes, systems and equipment to ensure the system is
operating as designed;

i T, VAT LRUEREORBFNRAFESN, VAT LA
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ii. Tests to confirm upper and lower operating limits, and/or
“worst case” conditions.

i. BBRERDER, TR, R/ XIFT—AMr—ADE
HEFERE S HI-ODEAER

3.12 The completion of a successful OQ should allow the
finalization of standard operating and cleaning procedures,
operator training and preventative maintenance
requirements.
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Performance qualification (PQ)

1 REE A 1 5T (PQ)

3.13 PQ should normally follow the successful completion
of IQ and OQ. However, it may in some cases be
appropriate to perform it in conjunction with OQ or
Process Validation.
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3.14 PQ should include, but is not limited to the following:

314 PQIECBIZERESNEGLA., UTEEFHITNIEL
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i. Tests, using production materials, qualified substitutes or |i. B&EIZFE AT AEME . BEN-RE L. HDHLILEE

simulated product proven to have equivalent behavior
under normal operating conditions with worst case batch
sizes. The frequency of sampling used to confirm process
control should be justified;
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ii. Tests should cover the operating range of the intended
process, unless documented evidence from the
development phases confirming the operational ranges is
available.

i. IRIESFEAERTELHREBILDOXEI/LSNT-IR
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4. RE-QUALIFICATION

4. BRI BT

4.1 Equipment, facilities, utilities and systems should be
evaluated at an appropriate frequency to confirm that they
remain in a state of control.

41 BB 8. 17T AROS AT L&, TNOHE
BN DB LERRT BT, BYABET
FliSh AT REELE,

4.2 Where re—qualification is necessary and performed at a
specific time period, the period should be justified and the
criteria for evaluation defined. Furthermore, the possibility
of small changes over time should be assessed.

4.2 BRMEBEFEALET, BEDORRTERIN S
B, TORRIIRESNFHEEE N THZETHAHC
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5. PROCESS VALIDATION

5. JO0FR/N\YF—3>

General
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4/ 14




5.1 The requirements and principles outlined in this section
are applicable to the manufacture of all pharmaceutical
dosage forms. They cover the initial validation of new
processes, subsequent validation of modified processes,
site transfers and ongoing process verification. It is implicit
in this annex that a robust product development process is
in place to enable successful process validation.

51 REIZEIFRSNTWASERBIELFRRETRTOESE
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5.2 Section 5 should be used in conjunction with relevant
. . . . 1
guidelines on Process Validation .

" In the EU/EEA, see

EMA/CHMP/CVMP/QWP/BWP/70278/2012

52 5Z (I TORRNYT—IaVIZBEETHFDMOEE
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¥1 EU/EEAIZEBLNTIE
EMA/CHMP/CVMP/QWP/BWP/70278/2012% 5 B3 A
&

5.2.1 A guideline on Process Validation is intended to
provide guidance on the information and data to be
provided in the regulatory submission only. However GMP
requirements for process validation continue throughout
the lifecycle of the process.
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5.2.2 This approach should be applied to link product and
process development. It will ensure validation of the
commercial manufacturing process and maintenance of the
process in a state of control during routine commercial
production.

522 COT77O—FIRGLEIRRDORRE)VHSEDT-
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5.3 Manufacturing processes may be developed using a
traditional approach or a continuous verification approach.
However, irrespective of the approach used, processes
must be shown to be robust and ensure consistent product
quality before any product is released to the market.
Manufacturing processes using the traditional approach
should undergo a prospective validation programme
wherever possible prior to certification of the product.
Retrospective validation is no longer an acceptable
approach.

53 BIETIRIIEXRDT7ITO—FZHOTHREINDD.
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5.4 Process validation of new products should cover all
intended marketed strengths and sites of manufacture.
Bracketing could be justified for new products based on
extensive process knowledge from the development stage
in conjunction with an appropriate ongoing verification
programme.

54 FHAZOTOLRNYT—2av(, RFEEERT ST
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5.5 For the process validation of products, which are
transferred from one site to another or within the same
site, the number of validation batches could be reduced by
the use of a bracketing approach. However, existing
product knowledge, including the content of the previous
validation, should be available. Different strengths, batch
sizes and pack sizes/ container types may also use a
bracketing approach if justified.

55 HAHEEMMLADELERT. HAHVDIIRICEERNT
BESNAEG0TOEX/N)F—aVIZBELTIE, 73
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5.6 For the site transfer of legacy products, the
manufacturing process and controls must comply with the
marketing authorization and meet current standards for
marketing authorization for that product type. If necessary,
variations to the marketing authorization should be
submitted.

56 [BERDHMDEEHRBEICEAL T, AETERVE
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5.7 Process validation should establish whether all quality
attributes and process parameters, which are considered
important for ensuring the validated state and acceptable
product quality, can be consistently met by the process.
The basis by which process parameters and quality
attributes were identified as being critical or non—critical
should be clearly documented, taking into account the
results of any risk assessment activities.

57 70€ZRN\)T—avIZBWZWTIE, FOIFRRIZEY, N
JTF—hESNIIREEHREL ., FRTESHERKED-®HIC
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LB #LE, T RTOIVRVEEMDIEREZEEL THREIC
XERLZITNIEESELY,

5.8 Normally batches manufactured for process validation
should be the same size as the intended commercial scale
batches and the use of any other batch sizes should be
justified or specified in other sections of the GMP guide.

58 BE. 7O0ERN\YT—2a3 0 TRESINA/N\YFIEE
R AEELEDBRELRCLHY A XTHAE D /\YF
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5.9 Equipment, facilities, utilities and systems used for
process validation should be qualified. Test methods should
be validated for their intended use.

59 7OERNT—avIZFERSNSEE. Bk, 1—
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5.10 For all products irrespective of the approach used,
process knowledge from development studies or other
sources should be accessible to the manufacturing site,
unless otherwise justified, and be the basis for validation
activities.

510 IR LHEMNREINGLRY, TRTORF(ZDLY
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NIEESELY,

5.11 For process validation batches, production,
development, or other site transfer personnel may be
involved. Batches should only be manufactured by trained
personnel in accordance with GMP using approved
documentation. It is expected that production personnel
are involved in the manufacture of validation batches to
facilitate product understanding.

511 /NYT—2auN\yFICELTIE, BE. AEH AL
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5.12 The suppliers of critical starting and packaging
materials should be qualified prior to the manufacture of
validation batches; otherwise a justification based on the
application of quality risk management principles should be
documented.

512 ERLNHEYERVEEMBOBRIERE (I N\)T—
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W EOTHWMERIESREBERITR DAV ADIRAIDE A
[CEDN=Z SO XELETORTNIEELEN,

5.13 It is especially important that the underlying process
knowledge for the design space justification (if used) and
for development of any mathematical models (if used) to
confirm a process control strategy should be available.

513 THAVAR—RZERW\SIGE L, TIREEBIRERHE
BRI DODHRFETIVEERT DBEIL, HELLHTIE
HFHAFIRARRETHAENBFICEETH S,

5.14 Where validation batches are released to the market
this should be pre—defined. The conditions under which
they are produced should fully comply with GMP, with the
validation acceptance criteria, with any continuous process
verification criteria (if used) and with the marketing
authorization or clinical trial authorization.

514 NYT—2aV\yFEmiZEAHTI HEEEENE
EERICROTECE, TNOERHETDFHIITEERIC
GMPIZESL, N\ T—avDEFENHHER. HLLAL
S5 S [FHEH TEEROHPFINIER. RUEER
TARBHONIERRABRDRFEZGHITEET DL,

5.15 For the process validation of investigational medicinal
products (IMP), please refer to Annex 13.

5158 ZE (IMP)D 7Ot R /N\YF—>3 2L TIE
Annex 132288,

Concurrent validation

avALURNY)TF— 30

5.16 In exceptional circumstances, where there is a strong
benefit-risk ratio for the patient, it may be acceptable not
to complete a validation programme before routine
production starts and concurrent validation could be used.
However, the decision to carry out concurrent validation
must be justified, documented in the VMP for visibility and
approved by authorized personnel.

516614 FITIGEIZ. BEICESDTHLIRNR I YR-1JRY
LB HiEE . L—Fo DR EERIET BRI/ T—
2avIOaISLERT RS avhALUNNYT—avE
AWSIENHFRINETHAS, LHL. avhLb/NY
F—LavEERTHREICOVTIIZ LHERL, BFR
T 5OITVMPIZXEIEL. HEREZF I ARERICKYE
RENZIFNIEESLEL,
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5.17 Where a concurrent validation approach has been
adopted, there should be sufficient data to support a
conclusion that any given batch of product is uniform and
meets the defined acceptance criteria. The results and
conclusion should be formally documented and available to
the Authorized Person prior to certification of the batch.

517 AVALURNNYTF—230 07 7a—FANERSINS
B. FOEBOD—FEDHD/\yFHI—THREINT=
n‘H&‘E-’E( BELTWAILEERT HE MITELEL TR
BT —ADNEITNIEESEN, /Ny F O EEFITIRIIZ. 3
DALV T3 DR EMHEERISXEEL.
HETHIEZICAFAIREE LS TULVEITRIEE SN,

Traditional process validation

EEEDTOELRN)T—23

5.18 In the traditional approach, a number of batches of
the finished product are manufactured under routine
conditions to confirm reproducibility.

518 fEFZD7TO—FIZEWTIZ. BIRMEZHRET 51
DITI—FUEEDEHT, —EHDN\YFOFERE L%
HEd 5

5.19 The number of batches manufactured and the number
of samples taken should be based on quality risk
management principles, allow the normal range of variation
and trends to be established and provide sufficient data for
evaluation. Each manufacturer must determine and justify
the number of batches necessary to demonstrate a high
level of assurance that the process is capable of
consistently delivering quality product.

519 BEFT 5/ \wFHRUVERT2HUTILOHIL. B&F
DEHEDIESDELEREHEILL., FHED =012+ 2%
T—ARAERBTIIDTHA L, FHEEEIL. TEEHHM
BMLTEmBEDRERERETIEENLH S LEELVKE
TR T D=OITHLELGED/NNYFEREL. ZEHMHEER
SRFNIEIESELY,

5.20 Without prejudice to 5.19, it is generally considered
acceptable that a minimum of three consecutive batches
manufactured under routine conditions could constitute a
validation of the process. An alternative number of
batches may be justified taking into account whether
standard methods of manufacture are used and whether
similar products or processes are already used at the site.
An initial validation exercise with three batches may need
to be supplemented with further data obtained from
subsequent batches as part of an on—going process
verification exercise.

520 519D EICHEEEZ 5L, —RMIZIZIL—F
CEEEETREIN-EHELE-RIER3/\YFITITIE
DNYT—2aV I SEDRELDEHAELTRL, fthd
INVTFEE  AZENGEERENERIN TSN ESH,
FEIHRTERHINIITENLZEEFRTY TITHWWGN
TWWANEIMNENSKILAEZEEBL TR YMERT &
MTES, IN\YFIZKBMEANYT—2avE, TDHBDE
N)T—2aVFBEO—RELTD/NNYFHSELNET—
RZLVHERTIVELHDTHA,

5.21 A process validation protocol should be prepared
which defines the critical process parameters (CPP),
critical quality attributes (CQA) and the associated
acceptance criteria which should be based on development
data or documented process knowledge.

521 Ot R/N\F—>arO7Oa—)LIE. BRET—4

HAENEIXEILENF-TIRAHBICEOVT. EEIENS
A—H(CPP), EEREHFM (CQARUVEELI-FREE

FHRELTHERSNE T NIELR DAL,

5.22 Process validation protocols should include, but are
not limited to the following:

522 7OtvA/N)TF—ar7ara— L. ChoIZRES
NEWLWA UTEST L.

i. A short description of the process and a reference to the
respective Master Batch Record;

i TREROFELERRVEZETH5IRI—/\yFLI—F
NSHE

ii. Functions and responsibilities;

i. 59 SRR DIEAREE B E A

iii. Summary of the CQAs to be investigated;

ii. ARINEFELERFEOHRE

iv. Summary of CPPs and their associated limits;

iv. EETENSA—SLMAET SREE

v. Summary of other (non—critical) attributes and
parameters which will be investigated or monitored during
the validation activity, and the reasons for their inclusion;

v. NUT—=2aVFBICENTHERSN AN H AN ITES
A—EINBHtDFERVNFA—2(ERIEB LS DIER)
DEEDHRUVENLZHRALI-EH

vi. List of the equipment/facilities to be used (including
measuring/monitoring/recording equipment) together with
the calibration status;

vi. ¥v)TL—2a KiREEOT-. FEHT HRE/TEHRD
YALGRIE/ BT /RBRERFEEED)

vii. List of analytical methods and method validation, as
appropriate;

vii. MTEDIVANRVZE TSGR EN)T -3y

viii. Proposed in—process controls with acceptance criteria
and the reason(s) why each in—process control is selected;

viii. FRBEZFOI-FESNSIIENEE, RUKIIE
NEBAEEINT-IEH

ix. Additional testing to be carried out, with acceptance
criteria;

ix. EfEITARNESEBMDORR. FBAEEEFSD

x. Sampling plan and the rationale behind it;

x TV HBEEENE R EGHER

xi. Methods for recording and evaluating results;

xi. #EERZELEkL  sHl T H75E

xii. Process for release and certification of batches (if
applicable).

xii. EZHTHIGEE./ (\‘j?’-())}jjﬁﬂﬁ&agﬁmq
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Continuous process verification

T A T RS FEED

5.23 For products developed by a quality by design
approach, where it has been scientifically established
during development that the established control strategy
provides a high degree of assurance of product quality,
then continuous process verification can be used as an
alternative to traditional process validation.

5.23 QbyDIZ k> THFEL-ERIZEL T, #iIIN-EE

BRAMSSEICHLTEEDRIEZL0T IEEMRE

DBETHEZEMICHEIINTWSIEE (L., #HGHMN T2

D'b\éﬁ*lﬁo)jutx/\uT /EI/O){tgtL—CFHL\é;
EMRTES,

5.24 The method by which the process will be verified
should be defined. There should be a science based control
strategy for the required attributes for incoming materials,
critical quality attributes and critical process parameters to
confirm product realization. This should also include regular
evaluation of the control strategy. Process Analytical
Technology and multivariate statistical process control
may be used as tools. Each manufacturer must determine
and justify the number of batches necessary to
demonstrate a high level of assurance that the process is
capable of consistently delivering quality product.

524 TRRZMIITHAAEEHELTHCE HRERE
BT 5012, ZITANSEMHEOEXRESE. EERE
BERVEEIRN\IA—FCEATEIHZICE DV -EE
BN NIEESE0, ChIZE, BB O BT
HECIE PATRUSEHICESMEAANITIEEEETY—
IWELTHERTAHIEN KD, REEXEE (X, TEELHE
HMLTEREDHREH]ETHIENHKLENSIEKE
DRIAEITI=DITHELGNYFHEREL. TOZ 4
FRSFITNIEESA,

5.25 The general principles laid down in 5.1 — 5.14 above
still apply.

5.25 EEE5. 1MB5. 142 ESN TS —IRRAIXZDIEE
L FHSNS,

Hybrid approach

NDYyEF770—F

5.26 A hybrid of the traditional approach and continuous
process verification could be used where there is a
substantial amount of product and process knowledge and
understanding which has been gained from manufacturing
experience and historical batch data.

5.26 JEFELMITAI TIRFEZD/NAT VR IE, REME
DHMETEDMBRUIENLICHT HEEAHY. Th
SAHEDRBREBED/NNVFOT—EIMNLHELNATIND
BRIIFEATEENTED,

5.27 This approach may also be used for any validation
activities after changes or during ongoing process
verification even though the product was initially validated
using a traditional approach.

527 COF770—FIE, FOEGALHEREZOT7TITO—
FTN)T—hENF=ELTH. EBRDNT—L300E
N)T—avIZBWLWTEALTHEELY,

Ongoing Process Verification during Lifecycle

MESAITHAIIVIZEFEREN)T— 3>

5.28 Paragraphs 5.28-5.32 are applicable to all three
approaches to process validation mentioned above, i.e.
traditional, continuous and hybrid.

5.28 5.28IEMH5.321IE (L3 FBFED T O R /NN T— 3 H]
t_)ﬁE;Eudis *I’_k!fJLE,JI*EEﬁEnM~ H’f?')‘)P@é'CIZﬁFﬁéﬂ
B

5.29 Manufacturers should monitor product quality to
ensure that a state of control is maintained throughout the
product lifecycle with the relevant process trends
evaluated.

529 Bl EXE(IEET A ITIENDIEMZIMETHLIZK
Y, BEIN-RENMZSATH AL ERBLTHEFSN
TWAILEHRIZT A0, BRREEE=4—LEITh
Ay AN

5.30 The extent and frequency of ongoing process
verification should be reviewed periodically. At any point
throughout the product lifecycle, it may be appropriate to
modify the requirements taking into account the current
level of process understanding and process performance.

530 BAN\YT—a v DEEEEEEHNICRELEFT
S5CE. FNEREEZRITIOKED TIREMETIZRE
FERBLTEBETDILF. BRSATHAIILDEDFE S
TIT>TCHEUITHAS,

5.31 Ongoing process verification should be conducted
under an approved protocol or equivalent documents and a
corresponding report should be prepared to document the
results obtained. Statistical tools should be used, where
appropriate, to support any conclusions with regard to the
variability and capability of a given process and ensure a
state of control.

531H/N\T—avld, %EﬂéhtjDF:—)lx%éb\li
ENERFDOXENTTEML., FonHREXELT
%)T_&b*]‘m?‘éiﬁi’ﬂ’ﬁlﬂﬁ'é_t EIEIEE . FED
TROESDEERNICHT HiEmERMT T, EEENT-
REEHERICT D=DITHETHIY—ILEESIE,

5.32 Ongoing process verification should be used
throughout the product lifecycle to support the validated
status of the product as documented in the Product
Quality Review. Incremental changes over time should also
be considered and the need for any additional actions, e.g.
enhanced sampling, should be assessed.

532 BN\)T—1aviE  BRREOBEICBLNTXEL
SNBEY., BRED/N)T—rEINTAKEFEZMF(T51=8IC
HREDSATHAIIIZE->TRWNETNIEESREL, B
FEEBIZEIENEMT HEEEEL. EBMDT I I,
BIZIERIELF=H 2T T QOWEMEIZDOWTER@ELA T

LAY A R

6. VERIFICATION OF TRANSPORTATION

6. $AE DIREE
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6.1 Finished medicinal products, investigational medicinal
products, bulk product and samples should be transported
from manufacturing sites in accordance with the conditions
defined in the marketing authorization, the approved label,
product specification file or as justified by the
manufacturer.

6.1 RARES GARRZE. WNILVEE RUSUTILIE, ®HiE
AL ELERGE A, ARIN-RT, HaBEE. H5
WEEIEREFICRYZ AR ERSNFHIUE>THES
NIRFNIEESEL,

6.2 It is recognized that verification of transportation may
be challenging due to the variable factors involved
however, transportation routes should be clearly defined.
Seasonal and other variations should also be considered
during verification of transport.

6.2 SESFLERANSENDT- . BEDRIEETF L
DT THHERH SN TS, LAL, EnXiEER (BRI
RMESNGTNIELLEN, FHEHRVZOMDEEL
B DREICB WV TEELGTNIEESAL,

6.3 A risk assessment should be performed to consider the
impact of variables in the transportation process other
than those conditions which are continuously controlled or
monitored, e.g. delays during transportation, failure of
monitoring devices, topping up liquid nitrogen, product
susceptibility and any other relevant factors.

6.3 ENEDBEREICEVWTERLTEEHSLIEE=2—L
TWAUSNDEE), BlZ ISEETDRIE, E=42)T 5%
BDHIE, RAZZDOEBMFTE, HRICEEHDILIET
DDBEHETZERICODVTOEEDEZE(IZDONTEE
T 51012, YRV MZEERELE T IXESE,

6.4 Due to the variable conditions expected during
transportation, continuous monitoring and recording of any
critical environmental conditions to which the product may
be subjected should be performed, unless otherwise
justified.

6.48E P CHRRGEHENFRSINSEICEY, Iy
HERSGEVRY, H@ARITEITHLIERTRERN
DEHRE=FVV T RUVREERRT D&

7. VALIDATION OF PACKAGING

1. 8EN)T—3ay

7.1 Variation in equipment processing parameters
especially during primary packaging may have a significant
impact on the integrity and correct functioning of the pack,
e.g. blister strips, sachets and sterile components;
therefore primary and secondary packaging equipment for
finished and bulk products should be qualified.

71 BT REBEDBRETDREDEIL/NTA—FDEE)
[FE%E. FIZFTVRI—EK. fEX. RUEREE. D
TEMEELWVEREICHLTERLREZEAHYSED o
T &BREZRUNILIRGD1IREER V2R ALK R
EST Lk oY yp (NECALYAY AN

7.2 Qualification of the equipment used for primary packing
should be carried out at the minimum and maximum
operating ranges defined for the critical process
parameters such as temperature, machine speed and
sealing pressure or for any other factors.

12 1T REEICERTIHREDIA) 745— 3V iR
E.MROEBIGmEE, HIEFE. HIHVIIZFOMDER %
DEEHRIENTA—RIIODVWTHRELE-R/IMNRUVURKIE
&I DOVWTEBLEITAIE S0

8. QUALIFICATION OF UTILITIES

8. A—TA)TADIF)I47r—3>

8.1 The quality of steam, water, air, other gases etc. should
be confirmed following installation using the qualification
steps described in section 3 above.

8.1 Z&ZR. K. ERZDMDARENEL . FEDEIZE
RRREICEEHSINTVND YA ) I —av[CKYRERELE
i (1 SAEY A

8.2 The period and extent of qualification should reflect
any seasonal variations, if applicable, and the intended use
of the utility.

8.2 VA I714r—a 0 DEIELEE LR ST 555 (1FF
EEBERRL, I —T) T DERL-ARZERBRLT=
LD TRITNIETESEL,

8.3 A risk assessment should be carried out where there
may be direct contact with the product, e.g. heating,
ventilation and air—conditioning (HVAC) systems, or
indirect contact such as through heat exchangers to
mitigate any risks of failure.

8.3 TR RTLHVAC)D LSLE REEEMDIES. &
DV FEATMBEBEL-AEEMDSSITE T, &ED
YROZRR T B=HIC) RIEFMETHIETNIELRSH
LY,

9. VALIDATION OF TEST METHODS

9. AEBRIEN)T—23>

9.1 All analytical test methods used in qualification,
validation or cleaning exercises should be validated with an
appropriate detection and quantification limit, where
necessary, as defined in Chapter 6 of the PIC/S GMP
guide Part [.

01 AU T4 —Sar . T oAy, hAV B
BTEAINGTACOMNRABEL. DERBALE
YLTREERRUEERREEHT, PIC/SOGMPHAF
SR—MDO6EDREI#>T/\UF—rLEFNEH DS
LY,

9.2 Where microbial testing of product is carried out, the
method should be validated to confirm that the product
does not influence the recovery of microorganisms.

9.2 HmDMEMAREITIL S, HERE S, HEIHME
PIORECHBLANEEHRE T SO\ T 7R

9.3 Where microbial testing of surfaces in clean rooms is
carried out, validation should be performed on the test
method to confirm that sanitizing agents do not influence
the recovery of microorganisms.

i (1 AV AN

9.3 V= IL— LD EMEYRREITIES . HEH
AHEYMDRE I ELRWCEEHERE T 51612/
T—2avETLRITNIEEGELEN,

10. CLEANING VALIDATION

10. k& /\)T—3>
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10.1 Cleaning validation should be performed in order to
confirm the effectiveness of any cleaning procedure for all
product contact equipment. Simulating agents may be used
with appropriate scientific justification. Where similar types
of equipment are grouped together, a justification of the
specific equipment selected for cleaning validation is
expected.

10.1 £ TOHRIEMOFREREIZEL., LHELHE SR
ﬂE( OL\_C:EJ%G);ﬁ)dJ Iiiﬁ&mu?éf'&)l-/ﬁlﬁl\UT_
AVETDOEITNIEESEN, B RR AR LN
SN EEMEEZFEFALTHLEVL. BUOAATDEREE
TI—TITBEE. &SN T—2avDAEISEESNT-
BEDERBEORZYMERTIENAFIND,

10.2 A visual check for cleanliness is an important part of
the acceptance criteria for cleaning validation. It is not
generally acceptable for this criterion alone to be used.
Repeated cleaning and retesting until acceptable residue
results are obtained is not considered an acceptable
approach

102 ;H2EICOVWTHOEBRREX. BN\ IT—230D
HBRREICBITIEELH P THS, —HRMICIE. ZhD
ﬂé:#*e%il AWBSIEITFRINGL, BRSNS &
BOEERNBONDIE TR Uﬂb&@:‘:ﬁ%ﬁéﬁ’):&l;
nq:@éhé-yjon ?T&)ét(imu&)bhfdb\

10.3 It is recognized that a cleaning validation programme
may take some time to complete and validation with
verification after each batch may be required for some
products e.g. investigational medicinal products. There
should be sufficient data from the verification to support a
conclusion that the equipment is clean and available for
further use.

103 kBN T—2a T AT S LIEETTHETHAHIE
J#H#FEﬁb\b\b\éh&[inrun&éhrb\é %L—c ﬁ%)iznns
B Z I LARBREDIGEEN\VFEICRIINDELINDTH
53, EBIEMNFRT, RICEATETLELSHEREEMTITS
=12, TR BT —2DEITNIEIESTEN,

10.4 Validation should consider the level of automation in
the cleaning process. Where an automatic process is used,
the specified normal operating range of the utilities and
equipment should be validated.

104 N\YFT—2av I SR IRIZEFA2EEHEDOLANIL
FEBLETNIEESHLD, BEIEARLLNSIES.
A—TA4)TAERBIZODVWTHESA-BEDIEFEHHE
NYT—rLAEITNIEEDEL,

10.5 For all cleaning processes an assessment should be
performed to determine the variable factors which
influence cleaning effectiveness and performance, e.g.
operators, the level of detail in procedures such as rinsing
times etc. If variable factors have been identified, the
worst case situations should be used as the basis for
cleaning validation studies.

105 2 TOREIRIZONT, FIAIEIEEE. ) B
EZNIFROFEMIBODOLANILD LS., E2OTHRLEED

(BT LIEHERERET S=ODFHEEITHEITA
[j:&bfdl:\ aﬁéﬂ%.gqﬁ f&slﬁ/%/\ljj- /3‘/5&%&0)
BRELT, 7—AM—RDRETBAWRITNIERSE
LY,

10.6 Limits for the carryover of product residues should be

based on a toxicological evaluation®. The justification for
the selected limits should be documented in a risk
assessment which includes all the supporting references.
Limits should be established for the removal of any
cleaning agents used. Acceptance criteria should consider
the potential cumulative effect of multiple items of
equipment in the process equipment train.

% In the EU/EEA, this is the EMA Guideline on setting
health based exposure limits for use in risk identification in
the manufacture of different medicinal products in shared
facilities

106 IR B S HFBLOREEXEEFHITM2-E
DMRTNIEEEEN, BESH-REMBICHSHREMH
. IRNTOERMTERESCIRAVBEICE N TIEL
LRI E0, oI DEEFIZFERALIZGE. £
DBREDREELZHEILILGITNIEESEN, FRREE
(. ERESIN-ERDRFEDORESAUICE O THEEMED
HEBEEOFEEERLETNIEGESE,

2 EURUVEEABNTIXINIXEMADT X AEERIZH LY
TR EEERFEETIEEDRAIEEICHWS 4
%ﬁl EODW-RERADERTEICETEIHARSI2ITH

10.6.1 Therapeutic macromolecules and peptides are
known to degrade and denature when exposed to pH
extremes and/or heat, and may become pharmacologically
inactive. A toxicological evaluation may therefore not be
applicable in these circumstances.

106.ABRAES N FRURTFRIZ. EEpHR UV /X IFEL
[CRBINDEDBINEML TEEZMICREEELY
BARZENHMONTWNS, #-T. COLILTBEIEIEHSE
MEEHEIEER TELRLTH A,

10.6.2 If it is not feasible to test for specific product
residues, other representative parameters may be
selected, e.g. total organic carbon (TOC) and conductivity.

106285 FDR L DEEIZDODVTHER T AENEETH
HIGE . BIZIESTOCYEEED LGB EA/NTA—2%FE
EFTARIENTES,

10.7 The risk presented by microbial and endotoxin
contamination should be considered during the
development of cleaning validation protocols.

107 MEMR VIR UFRIZRBIRIE, k&N
YF—2ar7Oba—ILEERT ARICEET B,

10.8 The influence of the time between manufacture and
cleaning and the time between cleaning and use should be
taken into account to define dirty and clean hold times for
the cleaning process.

108 HWEELERFRVRFLERADOREIRDFEE. KFT
BIOVWTHOE —TA4R—ILRBA LR UYY—2ik— LR
BALERETD-HDIZEEITHIE,
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10.9 Where campaign manufacture is carried out, the
impact on the ease of cleaning at the end of the campaign
should be considered and the maximum length of a
campaign (in time and/or number of batches) should be the
basis for cleaning validation exercises.

109 FvoR—VEEBEHFTOIHEES. FYoR—"BTHEHOD
FRELHIZEZBETHE, FvoR—CDHEAE (BRER
g/mi/ SFE) MNESENT—a  REBROBRLEL

10.10 Where a worst case product approach is used as a
cleaning validation model, a scientific rationale should be
provided for the selection of the worst case product and
the impact of new products to the site assessed. Criteria
for determining the worst case may include solubility,
cleanability, toxicity, and potency.

1010 J—AMr—RB G ZExRE/N)T—23>DETIVE
LTHWA70—F 2RV =88 T—ANr—X8 0%
BELEHMZMEYUMERTCE, FLT, FMEIT BHEERIC
DNVTHEGRFENMLI-SGE X ZTDFEICDOWLWTEREY
Blé, T—RMNT—RERTET HEFMBELL T, AR,
xELSS. SN RUVERDRBEIAEEFNS,

10.11 Cleaning validation protocols should specify or
reference the locations to be sampled, the rationale for the
selection of these locations and define the acceptance
criteria.

101135/ F—arFarka—ILIziE, o T IVIERE
. TNOEFTDEEDZ LU MERET 520H S0 ik
DXEXSHBITEHE, T FREEZHTETHIE,

10.12 Sampling should be carried out by swabbing and/or
rinsing or by other means depending on the production
equipment. The sampling materials and method should not
influence the result. Recovery should be shown to be
possible from all product contact materials sampled in the
equipment with all the sampling methods used.

1012 o) T &, BLERBICEY., RO TERU/X
(XD RER IO FERICKYERT HE, TS
BEOMBRUVUAXTBERICEELZRIZSHNIE, AL
LNF=ETOHEIZDONT, RiERTH VT Ent-
TRTCOE RIEMMENSDERIUNATTRETH S EE RS
BEHhEESiL,

10.13 The cleaning procedure should be performed an
appropriate number of times based on a risk assessment
and meet the acceptance criteria in order to prove that
the cleaning method is validated.

1013 YROFBEIZEDULT, kZFIREFEULHERL.
HRFEMNNY T ENF=CEEEAT B0 RE
EHEB-IETFNIEESE0,

10.14 Where a cleaning process is ineffective or is not
appropriate for some equipment, dedicated equipment or
other appropriate measures should be used for each
product as indicated in chapters 3 and 5 of the PIC/S
GMP Guide.

10.14 HAHRBIZTDOVWT RFIENENTHLAMHHL
(AR B THBIEE . PIC/SOGMPHARSAUDIERD
S5EITREIN TS LT, HFHRITOWNTERREI M
DBELNEFERERNSE,

10.15 Where manual cleaning of equipment is performed, it
is especially important that the effectiveness of the manual
process should be confirmed at a justified frequency.

1015 BRI FEXFETOEHE. FHOIEQOAMEIS
DNTHYMERLEETHRETOIENRFICEETH
%o

11. CHANGE CONTROL

11. ZEEHE

11.1 The control of change is an important part of
knowledge management and should be handled within the
pharmaceutical quality system.

1 EREOEHINAEEOERGIN THY . EER
B AT LORTRYFONGFRIEEDREN,

11.2 Written procedures should be in place to describe the
actions to be taken if a planned change is proposed to a
starting material, product component, process, equipment,
premises, product range, method of production or testing,
batch size, design space or any other change during the
lifecycle that may affect product quality or reproducibility.

N2 StESNI-ZEEN, HEWE. HRBRES . TE.
e, ek, B M. EHEHDIVIIHERAE. /Ny
FHA X, THAVAR—ZAHEWNMIEGREHSLEH
IRMEICEETAEOIBERNEGSATHAIILDBIET
RESNEE., EBARETILaVAREHINE=-XELS
N=FIENZ T IEESEN,

11.3 Where design space is used, the impact on changes to
the design space should be considered against the
registered design space within the marketing authorization
and the need for any regulatory actions assessed.

113 FHFALAR—ZABAVONIFE EROTTA>
AR—R(ZXT HHFEERERTEREOPICEF N

THAVAR=RZHISLTEEL. ZTDMfAIoMDES
FIEZOMLEMIZDOVWTEETRIL,

11.4 Quality risk management should be used to evaluate
planned changes to determine the potential impact on
product quality, pharmaceutical quality systems,
documentation, validation, regulatory status, calibration,
maintenance and on any other system to avoid unintended
consequences and to plan for any necessary process
validation, verification or requalification efforts.

M4 FEESNE-ZRICONVC. RSB . EEREVAT
L, XEE, N\)T—3v B LEOBK, F¥)TL—
AV AT FUR RMMDOULWHDEB R TLIZEWNT
3, PHILAWERZ# T, B0 /N\YT—30,
NI —230HAHNIEEEEEMEDESFZE
T AHEOHIZREVRIEBEARANSIE,

11.5 Changes should be authorized and approved by the
responsible persons or relevant functional personnel in
accordance with the pharmaceutical quality system.

N5 ZBRIF EEREVATLIZE-T. EEEHALIE
BE T AHMMEEE - ERICKY ., A —VF1 XS
h. KBS ThIEESAL,
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11.6 Supporting data, e.g. copies of documents, should be
reviewed to confirm that the impact of the change has
been demonstrated prior to final approval.

11.6 £2fF1F7—42. B XEDIE—IT. REKZEIZE
MOC.EREDEEMNIULEINTWNDEWNSEXTERT D
EOICBESINAFNIEARSEL,

11.7 Following implementation, and where appropriate, an
evaluation of the effectiveness of change should be carried
out to confirm that the change has been successful.

1.7 BYGHE ., REARYLI-CEEHERET 0. K
EORBEORICEEOAMMEDFTHETICE,

12. GLOSSARY

12. BEEDEE

Definitions of terms relating to qualification and validation
which are not given in other sections of the current PIC/S
Guide to GMP are given below.

IRITDPIC/SOGMPHARSAL DD ERH IZFEE SN T
WEBWIAY T4 —2ar RN T—a v ([CET 5 AEE
DEENLMIZEEH I TLNS,

Bracketing approach: A science and risk based validation
approach such that only batches on the extremes of
certain predetermined and justified design factors, e.g.
strength, batch size, and/or pack size, are tested during
process validation. The design assumes that validation of
any intermediate levels is represented by validation of the
extremes. Where a range of strengths is to be validated,
bracketing could be applicable if the strengths are identical
or very closely related in composition, e.g. for a tablet
range made with different compression weights of a similar
basic granulation, or a capsule range made by filling
different plug fill weights of the same basic composition
into different size capsule shells. Bracketing can be applied
to different container sizes or different fills in the same
container closure system.

IS5 9yT409T770—F: Al \wFH AR, RU/X
FEABESAXEDEHEDTORESNZYMEETRSIN:
R ERICEALTZEORAEZHED NNV FDHETOER/N
T —2av(CBWTHEBRT HELNSIEILRFEYRIICE
DW=\ TF— 3007 Ta—F, FDNYT—2320
FHAUIL, BEDOKED/N)TF—LaV FBRREED N
)TF—2av TRESNBENSZEEZEELTLNS, HDHEE
FEDAMDHERE/N)T—FBGE. TS5y T1405
(X, FIZ (XFELUDERDER BDELG - TIREND—E
DEEHEl, HAWNE A—DOEXERDOFTEYE. Bi-o1-
FiEE, B TEDATRILIZKELTEET S —E
DHTEILD K32, AEL. ARIZEWTR—HBLE
FEEIEELESEISERYE RS, 755 yT1407 1, [
— DB/ BIVRATLDELG =B -TEHHWIIEL-
F-FEIZOVWTERALE S,

Change Control: A formal system by which qualified
representatives of appropriate disciplines review proposed
or actual changes that might affect the validated status of
facilities, systems, equipment or processes. The intent is to
determine the need for action to ensure and document
that the system is maintained in a validated state.

EREHE: ER.VATL.REHSIVITIED/N)T—
FENT-REEICEE T AAREE A H DK, BESN =
HANEEBOETE(ZDOLT, EYIL MO ERLEE
ENBEEZITOERDIVRATL, ERTHECAIK, VAT
LN TSN IKEEEMHIFTHLEHEICL. XE
T B=OICT I avhBBENEIEFRETHETH
)

Cleaning Validation: Cleaning validation is documented
evidence that an approved cleaning procedure will
reproducibly remove the previous product or cleaning
agents used in the equipment below the scientifically set
maximum allowable carryover level.

HBRN)T =230 RN T—IavE REBEINTHE

FEFIEA, BRIBEICBWTEDRICERSN-HARHDHE
HEElIE HERICRESNRARFERX V) —F—/\—
DKELUTICEREEZH > THRETSHILETTIXELRS
*LT:IE?:/X-Gﬁéo

Cleaning verification: The gathering of evidence through
chemical analysis after each batch/campaign to show that
the residues of the previous product or cleaning agents
have been reduced below the scientifically set maximum
allowable carryover level.

EEANYD4r—2ay: NYF/FroR—2DREBIZF
DRIZFEASNEESHIVILEREFORER . HEH
[ ESN-RAFRXTY)—F—N\—DKELUTICE
BHEEH - >TRETHIEERTE=OITIEESFIZLDT
ETURZRETSHIL,

Concurrent Validation: Validation carried out in
exceptional circumstances, justified on the basis of
significant patient benefit, where the validation protocol is
executed concurrently with commercialization of the
validation batches.

aAVALURNYT—23y: BINNMEISESICTTHhN, BF
2t G BAFELRAR T VD FIZE YA RSN, /N
F—larZara—ILBAN)TF—2av Ay FOHERER
Bt T CERITSINSN\YT—23,

Continuous process verification: An alternative approach
to process validation in which manufacturing process
performance is continuously monitored and evaluated. (ICH
Q8)

BMAOTIZR: Ahe TREOMRESBNICE=2)27
LEHES 5. TOER/AYTF—av DR E &, (ICHQS)

Control Strategy: A planned set of controls, derived from
current product and process understanding that ensures
process performance and product quality. The controls can
include parameters and attributes related to drug
substance and drug product materials and components,
facility and equipment operating conditions, in—process
controls, finished product specifications, and the
associated methods and frequency of monitoring and
control. (ICH Q10)

CHEE: SEOUGRRVEAEIEOEEIASENN
5. 8&ET0ADBREMRERVELABEERIET SEHE
Sh-EEO—K, EBEX. RERVEFOEMHEYL
BREMICEEET 2/5A—2 R UM, RRRVEED
BELEY, TIREHE, THRAREEVEET T4V
JHNICEBOHERVEEEZSH155, (ICHQ10)
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Critical process parameter (CPP): A process parameter
whose variability has an impact on a critical quality

attribute and therefore should be monitored or controlled
to ensure the process produces the desired quality. (ICH

Q8)

BEETFR/INTA—H(CPP): ITIEN\SA—ADS>H, FDE
BAEEREHMEICHEERIZTIO.LE=A2T. Z0
TETERINDIGENBONSEZELRIETH-HICE
ARG REBEETSHED, (ICHQS)

Critical quality attribute (CQA): A physical, chemical,
biological or microbiological property or characteristic that
should be within an approved limit, range or distribution to
ensure the desired product quality. (ICH Q8)

BELERMCQA): VBB, LFR. £EYMEM., A
MEREHERIEEDSE, BRIET SR LD REERIT
THEHICEBULRRERN. SERN. 2 HRICHLINELE

HXIIHEETHS, (ICHQS)

Design qualification (DQ): The documented verification
that the proposed design of the facilities, systems and
equipment is suitable for the intended purpose.

ERETRFEEMEEEM (DQ): IRESNT-IER. VAT L RY
Eé’ﬁ?ﬁ‘\%f L=BBIZ@L TSI EETIXEILSNT-
EEO

Design Space: The multidimensional combination and
interaction of input variables, e.g. Material attributes, and
process parameters that have been demonstrated to
provide assurance of quality. Working within the design
space is not considered as a change. Movement out of the
design space is considered to be a change and would
normally initiate a regulatory post approval change process.
Design space is proposed by the applicant and is subject to
regulatory assessment and approval. ICH Q8)

THAVAR—R: BEEHERTHIIEMNILIAINTILNDS
ANZE#H FZEEMHOEERVIE/NTA—E D%
THHEAEHEEREER, COTHAUAR—XAT
BRTHIERFERLEIAEEINGN, THAURAR—Z4}
ADBHIEBRLEAGIN, BEFIRZBEE—HEED
O DR FHREMNFBRINDEIZHD, THAURAR—
gli(%%%iﬂ%%u Bl L BHMNZ O HET> TEER
- (ICH Q8)

Installation Qualification (IQ): The documented verification
that the facilities, systems and equipment, as installed or
modified, comply with the approved design and the
manufacturer’ s recommendations.

SRR AR AT BB AR R T (1Q): fEER . S AT L RUERIRAY.
EAAHOINEBESNIRE T, REBSNEHRETRUVEE
EDOHBRBRHEICEET HILETRT XELSNIREL,

Knowledge management: A systematic approach to
acquire, analyse, store and disseminate information. (ICH
Q10)

MEBEE: HREESL. oL, REL. RVEET 51
HDEZRHIEY B A, ICH Q10)

Lifecycle: All phases in the life of a product, equipment or
facility from initial development or use through to
discontinuation of use.

A7 400 HRREH SV IERFRAEAICERAPIE
Li%éif@%ﬁ“ BlERIFFREFEDFaRIZEITHETD
X PH o

Ongoing Process Verification (also known as continued
process verification): Documented evidence that the
process remains in a state of control during commercial
manufacture.

BAYT—ay (BHEH7OAR) I45—3 L TEH
HMoNTWND): BEEEEZTHOTLSE. TEAEEIN
IREEMHIFL TSI EERIXERLIZIET VX,

Operational Qualification (OQ): The documented
verification that the facilities, systems and equipment, as
installed or modified, perform as intended throughout the
anticipated operating ranges.

EERR B AR IEETE (0Q): TEER . L AT LR UEKIRA. #a 1T
HANFBESNIRE T, FEHSNSEEHEREICH T
BEREN-BYBREB TSR T XELSNIREL,

Performance Qualification (PQ): The documented
verification that systems and equipment can perform
effectively and reproducibly based on the approved
process method and product specification.

PEREEAEMERTHE (PQ): AT LRUERIEAY, A2tz
MIAERVEGRBIZEOVWTHRMNOBRLEE
O THRELSSZLETT XELSNI-1REL,

Process Validation: The documented evidence that the
process, operated within established parameters, can
perform effectively and reproducibly to produce a
medicinal product meeting its predetermined specifications
and quality attributes.

TOERNYT—ar: TN, BIIINTZ/NTA—E2D
SEENT, FPHEHON-REEABHFEICEELEEE
mESET LI RMHNODBEEZE->TERELE
BHIEETIXESNEZIETUX,

Product realization: Achievement of a product with the
quality attributes to meet the needs of patients, health
care professionals and regulatory authorities and internal
customer requirements. (ICH Q10)

HnRE: BERVERKEZED-—XLUIZRFHZH
RURHEEOEREEICESIT IRERHEEETHE
s DIER, (ICH Q10)

Prospective Validation: Validation carried out before
routine production of products intended for sale.

FHRN)T— 3 BB EROBEEED
RIIZEMT 58T —at,

Quality by design: A systematic approach that begins with
predefined objectives and emphasizes product and process
understanding and process control, based on sound
science and quality risk management.

GAVTA4 AT IAD: BROHBREI-BTY, B
RUIEOERIEVICTREE-EREH ., LIS
NERZRURE RIS AV N R DRI
T,
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Quality risk management: A systematic process for the
assessment, control, communication and review of risks to
quality across the lifecycle. (IGH Q9)

BRI IRD AR SATHAY)LIZh=5&E (%t
FTBEVRIDTEAAV N, OAvbA—)L, A2 =5 —230,
LEa—ITxd 2R $fE>1=-FO0+X, (ICH Q9)

Simulated agents: A material that closely approximates the
physical and, where practical, the chemical characteristics,
e.g. viscosity, particle size, pH etc., of the product under
validation.

REE: BIZITREE. BFE. HEDOYEFPHRUR
BRICATRER IS S L 2RI E . N T—23a0&ToTVS
BREUSE-ME,

State of control: A condition in which the set of controls
consistently provides assurance of acceptable process
performance and product quality.

EHETELRE: EHEOMASLEN EETHHEETD
Eé_%ﬁ@'lﬁﬁ'é&lﬁ%& mBIIDOVWTIEEMGRIAIZIR

Traditional approach: A product development approach
where set points and operating ranges for process
parameters are defined to ensure reproducibility.

WEEDT7TO—F: IIE/NSA—FICEHLTEEINTFR
AR EREEENBREEZERICT HOIRESN
EREAREOTIO—F,

User requirements Specification (URS): The set of owner,
user, and engineering requirements necessary and
sufficient to create a feasible design meeting the intended
purpose of the system.

I—HERBFK(URS): PATLOEHLE-BEMIZES
L-ER AR R Z A T 5 -DITBEN DO+ T
AERAQOA—F—, 21— RUEHRIHSDO—EDEKRE
IH,

Worst Case: A condition or set of conditions
encompassing upper and lower processing limits and
circumstances, within standard operating procedures,
which pose the greatest chance of product or process
failure when compared to ideal conditions. Such conditions
do not necessarily induce product or process failure.

D—ANr—R: BEZEFIEAT, BRMGEEELR
LTEBEHIVEIEDOFBERERESEIMENEAT
HoBREFHOLBETRICESD—EDSEMH TDES

7‘&%1;!::;3:;2\31%%‘5:&éb\lil*&d)%,ﬁ&’égI%E:Tﬂb
DTIL7ELY,
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