
RWE mentions were rare before 2010 but increased sharply after 2014, peaking in recent years.

Real-world evidence (RWE) plays an increasingly 
prominent role in value demonstration of 
pharmaceutical products.

Manufacturers incorporate RWE into public-facing 
communications, such as press releases (PR), to 
support product positioning, regulatory submissions, 
and health technology 
assessments.

Understanding RWE use trends is essential for 
evaluating the transparency and rigor of RWE 
communications disseminated by pharmaceutical 
manufacturers.

This retrospective study evaluated longitudinal 
trends in the use, characterization, and positioning 
of RWE within PRs issued by the top 15 global 
pharmaceutical companies between 2003 and 
2024.
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Retrospective, descriptive review of press 
releases published between 2003 and 
2024 from the top 15 global pharmaceutical 
companies.

PRs were categorized by:
•	Product-specific vs. non-product-specific
•	General mention vs. explicit RWE-based claim
•	Inclusion of comparator data

Initial keyword-based screening followed by 
manual review to confirm relevance.

Descriptive analyses were used to 
characterize trends in frequency and content 
over time.
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RWE Mentions in Press Releases Over Time (n=903)1

Distribution of PRs Types 
by Therapeutic Area Distribution of PRs with Product-specific and Comparative Claims2 3

62.3%
n=565

37.4%
n=338

Product-Specific 
Information

Non-Specific Product 
Information 81.4%

n=460

18.6%
n=105

57.1%
n=60

42.9%
n=45

General Mentions/
Announcements

With Specific 
RWE Claims

Without 
Comparators

With 
Comparators

Distribution of PRs Types by Therapeutic Area4

Cardio metabolic Infectious disease Immunology/rheumatology Neurology IBD/gastroenterology

Pulmonary Hematology Ophthalmology Other

Product-Specific PRs

Explicit RWE Claims 

Comparative RWE
with Claims 

27% 16% 12% 9% 4% 4% 4% 25%

44% 15% 10% 4% 2%
2%

1%

14%

73% 9% 4% 4% 2% 8%

n=565

n=105

n=45

Frequency of Endpoints Among Product-Specific 
RWE PRs5

Frequency of Endpoints Among Comparative, 
Product-Specific RWE PRs6

Proportion of comparators within 
each press release consistent 
with an RCT program*

Press releases 
with comparative 
real-world evidence

45

n
Medication 
Effectiveness 55% 80

Medication Safety 33% 35

Adherence/
Persistence 8% 8

Comparative Cost 2% 2

Patient Reported 
Outcomes 1% 1

Treatment Patterns 1% 1

Product-Specific PRs 
with RWE Claims-

Distribution of 
Endpoints (n=105)

n
Medication 
Effectiveness 33% 15

Medication Safety 8% 4

Adherence/
Persistence 2% 1

Comparative Cost 1% 2

Treatment Patterns 1% 1

PRs with 
Comparative RWE 
Claims-Distribution 

of Endpoints 
(n=45)

18 All

13 Mixed

14 None
Nearly two-thirds of RWE-related 
PRs referenced specific products.

Most PRs referenced RWE broadly (e.g., data generation, study initiation).
Fewer PRs make explicit claims—and less than half include comparators.

The majority of explicit and comparative RWE claims were observed in the cardio-metabolic therapeutic area.

Most comparative RWE press releases (~71%) included disclaimers positioning 
RWE as complementary evidence that can help support product value.

The use of RWE in pharmaceutical press releases 
has shown an upward trend over the past two 
decades.
Although comparative RWE claims remain relatively 
uncommon within PRs, trends suggest a shift 
toward more product-specific claims over general 
mentions.
A majority of RWE PRs contain disclaimers clarifying 
the use of RWE as being complementary to 
clinical trial data, with effectiveness and safety 
being most common endpoints. 

Greater transparency and contextualization of RWE 
claims in public communications are warranted.

Consistency in comparator reporting and alignment 
with RCT data can strengthen the usage of RWE within 
PRs.

*Comparators were involved in the primary product’s registrational clinical trials


