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Introduction: A comparative study of the subjects offered by the different faculties of
Pharmacy (public and private centres) has been carried out. A comparison of the different ECTS-
credits for each subject has been performed, as well as the coverage ratio of each one. An analysis of
the different studies by groups of knowledge was also carried out.
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Big differences were found comparing the total ECTS # between
private and state centres. The number of credits corresponding to
optional subjects was dramatically lower in the private institutions.

Distribution by groups of knowledge:
Significant differences were evidenced comparing some groups of
knowledge. It is specially remarkable the bigger presence of
subjects classified into the GENERAL group in the private centres.
This fact indicates a lower degree of specialization in the other big
groups for this kind of institutions in comparison to the values
calculated for the state faculties.

Subjects offered by more than 80% of the institutions offering 
the Degree of Pharmacy organized by groups of knowledge

Facts
and
Figures:
Those subjects found different between public and private centres are highlighted with bold and different colour. The following
data evidence the dispersion of the coverage of the different subjects offered by the different institutions.
Biologic: a total of 22 subjects offered are covered by 45% of the State centres (more than 80%) and 50% in the private
institutions.
Pharmacologic: a total of 14 subjects offered are only covered by 35,7% of the public institutions and only 42.8% in the private
faculties.
Chemistry: considering a total of 10 subjects offered, 60% are offered by the public institutions and only 50% by the private ones.
General: 18.2% of the total number of subjects offered by the State faculties are covered and only 9.4% by the private centres.

CONCLUSIONS: Our study evidenced a lack of homogeneity concerning the contents of
the different studies in terms of the general structure of the syllabus and broad divergences between
both optional and mandatory subjects.
An analysis of the different studies by groups of knowledge evidenced deeper differences, not only
considering the duration (ECTS) but also in the distribution of the contents. A lack of homogeneity
was also evidenced comparing the name of the subjects offered by the different centres, what
suppose a big drawback for the mutual recognition of credits and for the mobility of the students.


