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Abstract
Purpose The subcutaneous (SC) administration of trastuzumab is highly preferred by patients. At home, administration of 
trastuzumab SC might further improve patient benefit. The aims of the BELIS study are to evaluate the safety and tolerability 
of trastuzumab SC when administered at home by a healthcare professional (HCP) and to evaluate patient-reported outcomes 
for treatment experience of at home cancer therapy.
Methods This open-label phase IIIb study enrolled HER2-positive early breast cancer patients in Belgium and Israel who 
completed the first six cycles of trastuzumab IV (neo)adjuvant therapy. The study consisted of three consecutive treatment 
periods: three cycles of trastuzumab IV and SC each at the hospital and six cycles of trastuzumab SC at home.
Results Between November 2013 and December 2014, 23 centres enrolled 102 patients in the intent-to-treat population of 
which 101 patients entered the safety population. No new safety signals were detected with as expected, more mild admin-
istration site events with trastuzumab SC when compared to IV treatment. All patients agreed that they had benefit from 
at home administration to a large (18/81; 22%) or very large (63/81; 78%) extent. All HCPs (21/21) agreed that SC is the 
quickest method from start of preparation to finish of administration and that less resource use is needed.
Conclusion The results of the BELIS study support that trastuzumab SC can be safely administered at home by a HCP and 
all patients considered this setting as beneficial. HCPs consider the SC formulation as the quickest method to administer 
trastuzumab.
Trial registration EudraCT Identifier: 2013-000123-13. ClinicalTrials.gov Identifier: NCT01926886.
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Introduction

Among females worldwide, breast cancer (BC) is the most 
commonly diagnosed cancer (24% of the total new can-
cer cases) and the leading cause of cancer death (15% of 
the total cancer deaths) [1]. The large majority of newly 
diagnosed BCs are early BC (eBC) and 15% to 20% of 
patients have tumours that exhibit overexpression of the 
Human Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor 2 (HER2) [2, 
3]. These tumours are associated with poorer prognosis 
compared with tumours that do not overexpress HER2 
[4, 5].

It has been demonstrated in large randomized trials that 
adjuvant trastuzumab for HER2-positive eBC improves 
disease-free survival (DFS) and overall survival [6–8]. 
One year adjuvant treatment with trastuzumab is well 
established in HER2-positive eBC. The subcutaneous 
(SC) administration of trastuzumab over about 5 min 
has a pharmacokinetic profile and efficacy non-inferior 
to intravenous (IV) administration with a similar safety 
profile [9–12]. The SC administration of trastuzumab is 
highly preferred by the patients and this is important for 
treatments over prolonged periods of time [13, 14]. At 
home administration of trastuzumab SC might further 
improve the patient satisfaction during treatment com-
pared to administration in the hospital.

An important reduction of patient chair time and active 
healthcare professional (HCP) time with trastuzumab SC 
was demonstrated in the time and motion study within 
the PrefHer study [15]. Shorter patient chair time could 
increase centre capacity and reduce waiting lists. HCP 
time savings could allow for more time dedicated to other 
patient care activities.

The BELIS study is to our knowledge the first prospec-
tive study to assess the overall safety and tolerability of 
trastuzumab SC when administered by a HCP at the home 
of the patient. Patient-reported outcomes for experience 
and satisfaction with the treatment provided at home and 
in the hospital are important aspects of the study.

Methods

Study design, participants and procedures

For this prospective, phase IIIb, open-label, multinational, 
multicentre study, centres in Belgium and Israel enrolled 
patients with HER2-positive eBC. Eligible patients with an 
Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group (ECOG) performance 
status of 0–1, a left ventricular ejection fraction (LVEF) of 
at least 50%, had completed the first six cycles of (neo)adju-
vant trastuzumab treatment were enrolled in the intent-to-
treat population (ITT). All enrolled patients who received at 
least one dose of the study medication (trastuzumab SC or 
trastuzumab IV) were included in the safety (SA) popula-
tion. Patients were treated with surgery, chemotherapy, radi-
otherapy or hormonotherapy according to local standards. 
The study included three consecutive trastuzumab treatment 
periods. In the first treatment period, patients received in the 
hospital three cycles of the recommended maintenance dose 
of 6 mg/kg trastuzumab IV at 3-weekly intervals. In the sec-
ond treatment period, patients received in the hospital three 
cycles of trastuzumab SC 600 mg fixed dose at 3-weekly 
intervals. In the third treatment period, patients received 
at home six cycles of 600 mg trastuzumab SC fixed dose, 
administered by a trained HCP at 3-weekly intervals (Fig. 1).

The safety follow-up visit, 4 weeks after the end of treat-
ment, was followed by a long-term follow-up period of two 
years with four visits every 6 months.

Outcomes

Primary outcome of the study was overall safety and toler-
ability of trastuzumab SC when administered at home by a 
trained HCP. The adverse events (AE) and serious adverse 
events (SAE) were continuously monitored and documented 
during the entire study, at each 3-weekly treatment visit and 
during post-treatment follow-up. Intensity of the recorded 
AEs were graded according to the National Cancer Institute 
Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (NCI 
CTCAE) version 4.0. Adverse events of special interest, such 
as congestive heart failure (CHF), LVEF decrease over time 

Fig. 1  Study design
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or other cardiac events were collected. Secondary objec-
tives were patient experience with trastuzumab IV and SC, 
patient-reported quality of care, patient-reported symptoms, 
HCP overall satisfaction and perceived time savings and effi-
cacy assessed through disease-free survival (DFS).

In order to evaluate the patient experience with tras-
tuzumab IV and SC administered in the hospital, HCPs 
interviewed the patients before the start of the third dose of 
trastuzumab at the hospital and completed the patient expe-
rience (PEX)-P1questionnaire which contains 25 items. At 
the safety follow-up visit, patients were interviewed again 
by the HCP to complete the 6-item PEX-P2 questionnaire 
to evaluate their experience with trastuzumab SC adminis-
tered at home. To evaluate overall perception of the qual-
ity of care in the hospital, patients completed the patient 
satisfaction (PS)Q1 questionnaire before receiving the first 
dose of trastuzumab SC at home. PSQ1 is a quality of care 
questionnaire containing 28 questions categorised on the 
opinion of patients about the clinicians, the hospital staff 
and other questions. To evaluate the experience with at home 
treatment, patients completed the PSQ2 questionnaire before 
receiving the fifth cycle of trastuzumab SC at home. PSQ2 
is a quality of care questionnaire similar to PSQ1 contain-
ing 26 questions. Also patients rated interference with daily 
life and the severity of 13 symptoms (pain, fatigue, nau-
sea, vomiting, disturbed sleep, distress, shortness of breath, 
memory difficulties, lack of appetite, drowsiness, dry mouth, 
sadness, numbness or tingling) on a ten-point scale of the 
MD Anderson Symptom Inventory (MDASI) questionnaire 
at cycles 7, 10, 13 and 16. Health care professionals com-
pleted the Healthcare Professionals’ Experience (HCPEX) 
questionnaire to evaluate overall satisfaction and perceived 
time savings with trastuzumab SC, after at least 3 patients 
had completed the hospital SC and IV treatment periods.

Disease-free survival, defined as time from the date of 
first study drug administration to the date of local, regional 
or distant recurrence, contralateral BC or death due to any 
cause was monitored. Diagnosis of BC relapse was made 
based on routine clinical practice.

Statistical methods

Descriptive statistical methods were used to analyse and 
report the results of this single-arm study. It was planned 
to enrol 100 patients. This sample size was not based on 
a formal calculation but mainly driven by feasibility and 
a reasonable width of a 95% confidence interval (CI) for 
the rate of AEs and SAEs. Based on an expected rate of 
AEs of 97% [9] and 100 patients, a 95% CI of 91% to 99% 
would be obtained. For an expected rate of SAEs of 21% 
[9] and 100 patients, a 95% CI ranging from 13 to 29% 
would be obtained (CIs calculated using Clopper–Pearson 
methodology).

The protocol with a full description of the methods and 
the questionnaires used, is available in Online Resource 1.

Results

Between November 2013 and December 2014, 23 centres, 
13 in Belgium and 10 in Israel, screened 105 patients and 
enrolled 102 patients in the intent-to-treat (ITT) population, 
51 patients in Belgium and 51 patients in Israel. One ITT 
patient did not receive trastuzumab and was excluded from 
the safety (SA) population. Twenty patients did not complete 
the study period. The most important reason was withdrawal 
of consent during the hospital IV and SC treatment periods 
(Fig. 2).

In the SA population, overall mean age at screening was 
54 years (range 24–80 years). All patients were female 
except for one male patient. Medical and breast cancer 
disease history were recorded: 73.3% of patients in the SA 
population had an oestrogen receptor positive tumour and 
50.5% of patients a progesterone receptor positive tumour 
(Table 1).

Safety results during the treatment period 
and 4 weeks safety follow‑up

A total of 551 AEs were reported in 91/101 (90.1%–95% 
CI [82.54–95.15]) patients. Of these, 194 events in 52/101 
(51.5%–95% CI [41.33–61.55]) patients were considered 
to be related to trastuzumab. During the 3 cycles of trastu-
zumab IV at the hospital, 7/101 (6.9%–95% CI [2.83–13.76]) 
patients experienced a total of 7 trastuzumab-related AEs. 
During the 3 cycles of trastuzumab SC at the hospital, 
30/94 (31.9%–95% CI [22.67–42.33]) patients experi-
enced a total of 49 trastuzumab-related AEs. During the 6 
cycles with trastuzumab SC at home, 40/86 (46.5%–95% 
CI [35.68–57.59]) patients experienced a total of 139 tras-
tuzumab-related AEs. It is to be noted that the number of 
cycles during the at home SC treatment is twofold higher (6 
cycles) compared to the number of cycles during the hospi-
tal IV or SC treatment periods (3 cycles). The related AEs 
observed in at least 5% of the patients during at least 1 treat-
ment period were mostly administration site conditions and 
fatigue with trastuzumab SC (Table 2). Most of the related 
and unrelated AEs were graded CTC 1 or 2 (Table 3). Data 
of the administrations site conditions and fatigue at patient 
level are available in Online Resource 2. 

Overall, four cardiac AEs were reported in four patients 
(atrial fibrillation, sinus tachycardia, hypertension and 
palpitation).

A total of eight SAEs were reported in eight patients. Of 
these, five were considered to be related to trastuzumab, all 
five were a decrease of LVEF. Two cases of LVEF decrease 
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during the hospital treatment period led to withdrawal of 
the study treatment. Two cases of LVEF decrease occurred 
in the at home treatment period. During the at home treat-
ment period, there were no AEs that led to discontinuation 
of study medication.

Safety results during the long‑term follow‑up

During the long-term safety follow-up period, a total 
of 35 non-emergent AEs were reported in 24 patients. 

Non-emergent AEs are defined as events occurring at least 
35 days after the last study drug administration. Three 
cardiac non-emergent AEs were reported in 3 patients dur-
ing the long-term follow-up. One decrease in LVEF was 
a serious cardiac non-emergent AE considered related to 
trastuzumab. Left ventricular dysfunction and atrial tachy-
cardia were non-serious non-emergent cardiac events. Two 
deaths were reported, both assessed unrelated to trastu-
zumab. There were no reports of CHF events during the 
entire conduct of the study.

Fig. 2  Patient disposition
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The patient experience questionnaires PEX‑P1, 
PEX‑P2 and MDASI

HCPs interviewed the patients about their experience with 
IV and SC trastuzumab administration in the hospital and 
trastuzumab SC administration at home. Travelling to the 
hospital for treatment was a problem for 18/87 (20.7%) of 
patients (Belgium 6.3%–Israel 38.5%), mainly due to long 
travelling time, unable to travel alone, cost and difficulties 
to travel. The SC injection took 10 min or less for almost all 
patients. The complete treatment session was reduced to 2 h 
for all at home treated patients 82/82 (100%), the majority 
71/82 (86.6%) of patients was not at all anxious during the 
at home treatment and 79/82 (96.3%) patients indicated that 
the treatment session at home was acceptable (Fig. 3).

Results of the patient satisfaction questionnaires PSQ1 
and PSQ2, completed by the patients, indicated that patients 
had confidence and felt supported by the doctors and nurses 
in the hospital and in the at home setting. Overall, patients 
were satisfied to a large or very large extent with the help 
and treatment they received in the hospital 83/84 (98.8%) 
and at home 81/81 (100%). However, 24/82 (29.3%) patients 
indicated that they had to wait quite long or very long before 
being admitted for service at the institution (Table 4). All 
patients 81/81 (100%) indicated that home care was ben-
eficial to a large 18/81 (22.2%) or very large 63/81 (77.8%) 
extent and this benefit was very important or of utmost 
importance for 62/82 (75.6%) patients.

On the MDASI scale, all experienced symptoms were 
rated as relatively mild with all mean scores remaining lower 
than or equal to 3.76 on the 10-point scale at all time points. 
Most severe symptoms were fatigue, disturbed sleep and 
numbness or tingling. The interference of those symptoms 
with the daily life and functioning also remained equal or 
lower to the mean score of 3.34 on the 10-point scale at all 
time points.

Table 1  Population characteristics

a A patient can have several breast cancer subtypes

Characteristic Safety population
N = 101

Demographic characteristic
Mean (range) age at screening (years) 54 (24–80)
Gender, n (%)
 Female 100 (99.0%)
 Male 1 (1.0%)

History of breast cancer (primary tumour)
Primary tumour size, n (%)
 < 2 cm 47 (46.5%)
 2 cm–5 cm 43 (42.6%)
 > 5 cm 11 (10.9%)

Breast cancer  subtypea, n (%)
 Ductal 90 (89.1%)
 Lobular 3 (3.0%)
 Both ductal and other 4 (4.0%)
 Other 4 (4.0%)

Breast cancer type, n (%)
 Operable 93 (92.1%)
 Locally advanced inoperable 6 (5.9%)
 Inflammatory 2 (2.0%)

Nuclear grade, n (%)
 Grade 1 1 (1.0%)
 Grade 2 34 (33.7%)
 Grade 3 46 (45.5%)
 Unknown/missing 20 (19.8%)

Oestrogen receptor positive, n (%) 74 (73.3%)
Progesterone receptor positive, n (%) 51 (50.5%)
Primary surgery for breast cancer
Lymph node status, n (%)
 Node negative 59 (58.4%)
 Node positive 40 (39.6%)
 Unknown/missing 2 (2.0%)

Table 2  Patients with AEs related to study drug occurring in at least 5% of patients during at least 1 treatment period

Trastuzumab-related adverse events Trastuzumab IV 
At the hospital 
3 cycles
N = 101

Trastuzumab SC 
At the hospital 
3 cycles
N = 94

Trastuzumab SC 
At home 
6 cycles
N = 86

Any AE related to study drug, n (%) 7 (6.9%) 30 (31.9%) 40 (46.5%)
General disorders and administration site conditions, n (%) 2 (2.0%) 20 (21.3%) 33 (38.4%)
 Injection site swelling, n (%) 0 (0%) 2 (2.1%) 13 (15.1%)
 Injection site pain, n (%) 0 (0%) 8 (8.5%) 7 (8.1%)
 Injection site erythema, n (%) 0 (0%) 4 (4.3%) 12 (14.0%)
 Fatigue, n (%) 1 (1.0%) 3 (3.2%) 5 (5.8%)

Musculoskeletal and connective tissue disorders, n (%) 0 (0%) 8 (8.5%) 5 (5.8%)
 Myalgia, n (%) 0 (0%) 4 (4.3%) 2 (2.3%)
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Table 3  Patients with AEs by worst intensity

Adverse events Trastuzumab 
IV hospital 
3 cycles
N = 101

Trastuzumab 
SC hospital 
3 cycles
N = 94

Trastuzumab 
SC at home 
6 cycles
N = 86

At least one AE, n (%) 57 (56.4%) 57 (60.6%) 73 (84.9%)
 Grade unknown 1 (1.0%) 0 1 (1.2%)
 CTC grade 1 45 (44.6%) 46 (48.9%) 66 (76.7%)
 CTC grade 2 23 (22.8%) 20 (21.3%) 35 (40.7%)
 CTC grade 3 1 (1.0%) 4 (4.3%) 5 (5.8%)
 CTC grade 4 1(1.0%) 0 0
 CTC grade 5 0 0 0

Injection site swelling, n (%)
 Grade unknown 0 0 0
 CTC grade 1 0 2 (2.1%) 12 (14%)
 CTC grade 2 0 0 1 (1.2%)
 CTC grade 3 0 0 0
 CTC grade 4 0 0 0

Injection site pain, n (%)
 CTC grade unknown 0 0 0
 CTC grade 1 0 6 (6.4%) 6 (7.0%)
 CTC grade 2 0 2 (2.1%) 2 (2.3%)
 CTC grade 3 0 1 (1.1%) 0
 CTC grade 4 0 0 0

Injection site erythema, n (%)
 CTC grade unknown 0 0 0
 CTC grade 1 0 5 (5.3%) 12 (14.0%)
 CTC grade 2 0 0 0
 CTC grade 3 0 0 0
 CTC grade 4 0 0 0

Fatigue, n (%)
 CTC grade unknown 0 0 0
 CTC grade 1 7 (6.9%) 5 (5.3%) 13 (15.1%)
 CTC grade 2 3 (3.0%) 0 9 (10.5%)
 CTC grade 3 0 1 (1.1%) 0
 CTC grade 4 0 0 0

Myalgia, n (%)
 CTC grade unknown 0 0 0
 CTC grade 1 0 3 (3.2%) 3 (3.5%))
 CTC grade 2 1 (1.0%) 1 (1.1%) 1 (1.2%)
 CTC grade 3 0 0 0
 CTC grade 4 0 0 0

Ejection fraction decrease, n (%)
 CTC grade unknown 0 0 0
 CTC grade 1 0 0 0
 CTC grade 2 1 (1.0%) 1 (1.1%) 0
 CTC grade 3 0 1 (1.1%) 2 (2.3%)
 CTC grade 4 0 0 0 Fig. 3  Treatment experience with trastuzumab at the hospital (IV and 

SC) and at home (SC)
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HCP experience with trastuzumab IV and SC

Results of the HCPEX questionnaire for trastuzumab treat-
ment showed that all HCPs found it very easy or fairly easy 
to administer trastuzumab via the IV or the SC route. How-
ever, 11/21 (52.4%) of responding HCPs estimated that the 
duration of the trastuzumab IV session lasted more than 
2 h but less than 3 h and 5/21 (23.8%) of responding HCPs 
longer than 3 h. All HCPs (21/21; 100%) agreed that SC 
would be the quickest method from start of preparation to 
finish of administration and that less resource use for prepa-
ration and administration was needed.

Efficacy results

Up until the safety follow-up visit (4 weeks after end of treat-
ment), 3 patients had a recurrence of the disease and during 
the 2-year long-term follow-up 9 patients had a recurrence of 
the disease. The median time to event could not be estimated 
because only 12 patients out of 101 (11.9%) had a recurrence 
or progression or died.

Discussion

The BELIS study is the first prospective study to assess 
safety and tolerability of trastuzumab SC administered at 
the home of the patient by a HCP. During the 6 cycles of 
trastuzumab SC at home, 40/86 (46.5%) patients experienced 
a total of 139 trastuzumab-related AEs. As expected, most 
of these related events were mild administration site condi-
tions such as injection site swelling, injection site pain or 
injection site erythema and fatigue. During the 3 cycles of 
trastuzumab IV at the hospital, 7/101 (6.9%) patients expe-
rienced a related AE. No administration site conditions were 
reported during the IV treatment period. During the 3 cycles 
of trastuzumab SC at the hospital the observed AEs were 
again mostly mild grade 1 administration site conditions. 
There was a larger proportion of patients experiencing tras-
tuzumab-related events during the at home treatment period 
compared to the hospital treatment periods. It should be 

noted that the at home period contained 6 treatment cycles 
compared to 3 treatment cycles during the hospital IV and 
SC periods. Also, at home the HCP was responsible for only 
one patient. This might have resulted in a more complete 
reporting of the mostly mild events in the at home setting 
compared to reporting in a busy hospital setting.

During the treatment period, five trastuzumab-related 
SAEs were reported: five cases of LVEF decrease of which 
two during the at home treatment period. During the long-
term safety follow-up, one case of LVEF decrease, classified 
as a SAE related to trastuzumab, was reported. There were 
no cases of CHF during the entire study period. During the 
conduct of the BELIS study, no new safety signals were 
detected for trastuzumab SC. The observed safety profile of 
trastuzumab SC at home and in the hospital was compara-
ble to the safety results of two randomized studies and the 
single-arm study SafeHer [9–12, 16].

Observed differences in AE rates between trastuzumab 
SC and trastuzumab IV in the large PrefHer study were 
driven by injection site reactions. Adverse events rates were 
similar between trastuzumab SC (275/479 [57.4%]) and tras-
tuzumab IV (58/478 [54.0%]) when injection site reactions 
were excluded [10].

An important aspect of the study was the experience and 
satisfaction of the patients with trastuzumab SC treatment 
at the home of the patient. There is an increasing interest in 
the administration of cancer treatment outside the hospital 
based on patient preferences, capacity issues in oncology 
day care hospitals facing an increasing number of patients 
and treatments, and the increased use of oral chemotherapy 
[17]. In a feasibility study of home-based chemotherapy, 
patient benefits of home care included increased comfort 
and freedom [18]. All the patients in the BELIS study who 
completed the questionnaire concerning the quality of care 
in the hospital and at home indicated that being treated at 
home with trastuzumab SC was beneficial to a large or very 
large extent. The duration of the complete treatment session 
was reduced to 2 h for all at home treated patients and dif-
ficulties to travel to the hospital can be avoided. We observed 
surprisingly long treatment sessions in the hospital for the 
trastuzumab SC treatment as well as for the trastuzumab IV 
sessions. The underlying reasons for these long treatment 
sessions are not clear but possibly due to logistic problems 
in the organisation of the hospital.

Results of the BELIS study confirm the benefit for 
patients and HCPs of SC administration of trastuzumab 
compared to IV administration observed in previous studies 
[13, 14, 19]. Also, the time savings observed with SC treat-
ment could lead to a capacity gain of the day care facilities 
and patients spending less time at the hospital, which may 
improve their quality of life. The time and motion study 
within the PrefHer study showed that across different coun-
tries and centres, the trastuzumab SC administration led to 

Table 4  Waiting time before being admitted for service in the hospi-
tal

Did you have to wait long before you were admitted for 
service in the hospital

N = 82

No n (%) 24 (29.3%)
Yes but not long n (%) 34 (41.5%)
Yes quite long n (%) 20 (24.4%)
Yes very long n (%) 4 (4.9%)
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an important reduction of patient chair time and of active 
HCP time [15]. In a single-centre, Belgian, time, motion 
and cost assessment study, it was observed that the total time 
patients spent in the day care centre was 71% shorter with 
SC administration of trastuzumab. From a HCP perspective, 
the total preparation and administration time for IV trastu-
zumab was 4.07 times longer than the total time required for 
SC administration. Also, IV administration was more costly, 
mainly due to more HCP time, more consumable supplies 
and drug wastage [20].

The BELIS study is to our knowledge the first prospec-
tive study evaluating the safety and patient experience of 
trastuzumab SC administered by a HCP at the home of the 
patient. During treatment in the hospital or at home, the 
observed safety profile of trastuzumab SC was consistent 
with the known safety profile of trastuzumab. As expected, 
more administration site reactions of mild intensity were 
reported with the SC administration. All patients agreed that 
they had benefit from at home administration to a large or 
very large extent. The SC administration is considered by 
the HCPs as the quickest way to administer trastuzumab. 
The results of the BELIS study support that trastuzumab SC 
can be safely and comfortably administered by a HCP at the 
home of the patient and this setting is beneficial for HER2, 
eBC patients undergoing treatment.

Acknowledgements We would like to thank all the patients, their fami-
lies, doctors and nurses who participated in the BELIS study.

Funding This work was supported by F. Hoffmann-La Roche Ltd. The 
sponsor provided study drug and was involved in study design, pro-
tocol development, regulatory and ethics approval, data management 
and data analysis. Authors had full access to study data, reviewed and 
revised the manuscript and had final responsibility for the decision to 
submit for publication. The sponsor provided funding for third party 
writing support furnished by Lutgart Opstaele from ANZ Medical 
Writing.

Compliance with ethical standards 

Conflict of interest The institution of Dr Denys received travel grants 
of Pfizer, Roche, PharmaMar, Teva, AstraZeneca, speakers fee or 
honoraria for participation in Advisory Boards of Pfizer, Roche, Phar-
maMar, AstraZeneca, Eli Lilly, Novartis, Amgen, Tesaro, Bristol-
Myers Squibb and research funds of Roche. Dr Evron received finan-
cial support from Roche for attending symposia. Dr Martinez-Mena 
received travel grants from Roche. Dr Van Steenberghe is employee of 
Roche Belgium NV/SA.

Ethical approval The study was conducted in accordance with the prin-
ciples of the “Declaration of Helsinki” and compliant with the Interna-
tional Conference on Harmonisation (ICH) guidelines for good clinical 
practice (GCP) standards as well as with all local or national laws and 
regulations concerning clinical studies. The protocol was approved by 
the appropriate ethics committees. Patients gave written informed con-
sent before being included in the study.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http://creat iveco mmons .org/licen ses/by/4.0/.

References

 1. Bray F, Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, Siegel RL, Torre LA, Jemal 
A (2018) Global cancer statistics 2018: GLOBOCAN estimates 
of incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 
countries. Cancer J Clin 68(6):394–424. https ://doi.org/10.3322/
caac.21492 

 2. Ross JS, Slodkowska EA, Symmans WF, Pusztai L, Ravdin PM, 
Hortobagyi GN (2009) The HER-2 receptor and breast cancer: ten 
years of targeted anti-HER-2 therapy and personalized medicine. 
Oncologist 14(4):320–368. https ://doi.org/10.1634/theon colog 
ist.2008-0230

 3. Lund MJ, Butler EN, Hair BY, Ward KC, Andrews JH, Oprea-Ilies 
G, Bayakly AR, O’Regan RM, Vertino PM, Eley JW (2010) Age/
race differences in HER2 testing and in incidence rates for breast 
cancer triple subtypes: a population-based study and first report. 
Cancer 116(11):2549–2559. https ://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.25016 

 4. Menard S, Fortis S, Castiglioni F, Agresti R, Balsari A (2001) 
HER2 as a prognostic factor in breast cancer. Oncology 61(Suppl 
2):67–72. https ://doi.org/10.1159/00005 5404

 5. Ross JS, Fletcher JA (1998) The HER-2/neu oncogene in breast 
cancer: prognostic factor, predictive factor, and target for therapy. 
Stem cells (Dayton, Ohio) 16(6):413–428. https ://doi.org/10.1002/
stem.16041 3

 6. Cameron D, Piccart-Gebhart MJ, Gelber RD, Procter M, Gol-
dhirsch A, de Azambuja E, Castro G Jr, Untch M, Smith I, Gianni 
L, Baselga J, Al-Sakaff N, Lauer S, McFadden E, Leyland-Jones 
B, Bell R, Dowsett M, Jackisch C (2017) 11 years’ follow-up of 
trastuzumab after adjuvant chemotherapy in HER2-positive early 
breast cancer: final analysis of the HERceptin Adjuvant (HERA) 
trial. Lancet (London, England) 389(10075):1195–1205. https ://
doi.org/10.1016/s0140 -6736(16)32616 -2

 7. Romond EH, Perez EA, Bryant J, Suman VJ, Geyer CE Jr, David-
son NE, Tan-Chiu E, Martino S, Paik S, Kaufman PA, Swain SM, 
Pisansky TM, Fehrenbacher L, Kutteh LA, Vogel VG, Visscher 
DW, Yothers G, Jenkins RB, Brown AM, Dakhil SR, Mamounas 
EP, Lingle WL, Klein PM, Ingle JN, Wolmark N (2005) Trastu-
zumab plus adjuvant chemotherapy for operable HER2-positive 
breast cancer. N Engl J Med 353(16):1673–1684. https ://doi.
org/10.1056/NEJMo a0521 22

 8. Slamon D, Eiermann W, Robert N, Pienkowski T, Martin M, Press 
M, Mackey J, Glaspy J, Chan A, Pawlicki M, Pinter T, Valero V, 
Liu MC, Sauter G, von Minckwitz G, Visco F, Bee V, Buyse M, 
Bendahmane B, Tabah-Fisch I, Lindsay MA, Riva A, Crown J 
(2011) Adjuvant trastuzumab in HER2-positive breast cancer. N 
Engl J Med 365(14):1273–1283. https ://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMo 
a0910 383

 9. Ismael G, Hegg R, Muehlbauer S, Heinzmann D, Lum B, Kim SB, 
Pienkowski T, Lichinitser M, Semiglazov V, Melichar B, Jackisch 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492
https://doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2008-0230
https://doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2008-0230
https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.25016
https://doi.org/10.1159/000055404
https://doi.org/10.1002/stem.160413
https://doi.org/10.1002/stem.160413
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(16)32616-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(16)32616-2
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa052122
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa052122
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0910383
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa0910383


105Breast Cancer Research and Treatment (2020) 181:97–105 

1 3

C (2012) Subcutaneous versus intravenous administration of (neo)
adjuvant trastuzumab in patients with HER2-positive, clinical 
stage I-III breast cancer (HannaH study): a phase 3, open-label, 
multicentre, randomised trial. Lancet Oncol 13(9):869–878. https 
://doi.org/10.1016/s1470 -2045(12)70329 -7

 10. Pivot X, Verma S, Fallowfield L, Muller V, Lichinitser M, Jen-
kins V, Sanchez Munoz A, Machackova Z, Osborne S, Gligorov J 
(2017) Efficacy and safety of subcutaneous trastuzumab and intra-
venous trastuzumab as part of adjuvant therapy for HER2-positive 
early breast cancer: final analysis of the randomised, two-cohort 
PrefHer study. Eur J Cancer 86:82–90. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ejca.2017.08.019

 11. Jung KH, Ataseven B, Verrill M, Pivot X, De Laurentiis M, 
Al-Sakaff N, Lauer S, Shing M, Gligorov J, Azim HA (2018) 
Adjuvant subcutaneous trastuzumab for HER2-positive early 
breast cancer: subgroup analyses of safety and active medical 
conditions by body weight in the safeher phase III study. Oncolo-
gist 23(10):1137–1143. https ://doi.org/10.1634/theon colog 
ist.2018-0065

 12. Gligorov J, Ataseven B, Verrill M, De Laurentiis M, Jung KH, 
Azim HA, Al-Sakaff N, Lauer S, Shing M, Pivot X (2017) Safety 
and tolerability of subcutaneous trastuzumab for the adjuvant 
treatment of human epidermal growth factor receptor 2-positive 
early breast cancer: safeher phase III study’s primary analysis of 
2573 patients. Eur J Cancer 82:237–246. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ejca.2017.05.010

 13. Pivot X, Spano JP, Espie M, Cottu P, Jouannaud C, Pottier V, 
Moreau L, Extra JM, Lortholary A, Rivera P, Spaeth D, Attar-
Rabia H, Benkanoun C, Dima-Martinez L, Esposito N, Gligorov 
J (2017) Patients’ preference of trastuzumab administration (sub-
cutaneous versus intravenous) in HER2-positive metastatic breast 
cancer: results of the randomised MetaspHer study. Eur J Cancer 
82:230–236. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2017.05.009

 14. Pivot X, Gligorov J, Muller V, Barrett-Lee P, Verma S, Knoop 
A, Curigliano G, Semiglazov V, Lopez-Vivanco G, Jenkins V, 
Scotto N, Osborne S, Fallowfield L (2013) Preference for subcu-
taneous or intravenous administration of trastuzumab in patients 

with HER2-positive early breast cancer (PrefHer): an open-label 
randomised study. Lancet Oncol 14(10):962–970. https ://doi.
org/10.1016/s1470 -2045(13)70383 -8

 15. De Cock E, Pivot X, Hauser N, Verma S, Kritikou P, Millar D, 
Knoop A (2016) A time and motion study of subcutaneous ver-
sus intravenous trastuzumab in patients with HER2-positive early 
breast cancer. Cancer Med 5(3):389–397. https ://doi.org/10.1002/
cam4.573

 16. Jackisch C, Kim SB, Semiglazov V, Melichar B, Pivot X, Hillen-
bach C, Stroyakovskiy D, Lum BL, Elliott R, Weber HA, Ismael 
G (2015) Subcutaneous versus intravenous formulation of tras-
tuzumab for HER2-positive early breast cancer: updated results 
from the phase III HannaH study. Ann Oncol 26(2):320–325. https 
://doi.org/10.1093/annon c/mdu52 4

 17. Chavis-Parker P (2015) Safe chemotherapy in the home environ-
ment. Home Healthc Now 33(5):246–251. https ://doi.org/10.1097/
nhh.00000 00000 00023 1

 18. Luthi F, Fucina N, Divorne N, Santos-Eggimann B, Currat-
Zweifel C, Rollier P, Wasserfallen JB, Ketterer N, Leyvraz S 
(2012) Home care–a safe and attractive alternative to inpatient 
administration of intensive chemotherapies. Support Care Cancer 
20(3):575–581. https ://doi.org/10.1007/s0052 0-011-1125-9

 19. Fallowfield L, Osborne S, Langridge C, Monson K, Kilkerr J, 
Jenkins V (2015) Implications of subcutaneous or intravenous 
delivery of trastuzumab; further insight from patient interviews in 
the PrefHer study. Breast (Edinburgh, Scotland) 24(2):166–170. 
https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.breas t.2015.01.002

 20. Tjalma WAA, Van den Mooter T, Mertens T, Bastiaens V, Huizing 
MT, Papadimitriou K (2018) Subcutaneous trastuzumab (Hercep-
tin) versus intravenous trastuzumab for the treatment of patients 
with HER2-positive breast cancer: a time, motion and cost assess-
ment study in a lean operating day care oncology unit. Eur J 
Obstet Gynecol Reprod Biol 221:46–51. https ://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ejogr b.2017.12.006

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(12)70329-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(12)70329-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2017.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2017.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2018-0065
https://doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2018-0065
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2017.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2017.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2017.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(13)70383-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(13)70383-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.573
https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.573
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdu524
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdu524
https://doi.org/10.1097/nhh.0000000000000231
https://doi.org/10.1097/nhh.0000000000000231
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00520-011-1125-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2015.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2017.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2017.12.006

	Safety and tolerability of subcutaneous trastuzumab at home administration, results of the phase IIIb open-label BELIS study in HER2-positive early breast cancer
	Abstract
	Purpose 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 
	Trial registration 

	Introduction
	Methods
	Study design, participants and procedures
	Outcomes
	Statistical methods

	Results
	Safety results during the treatment period and 4 weeks safety follow-up
	Safety results during the long-term follow-up
	The patient experience questionnaires PEX-P1, PEX-P2 and MDASI
	HCP experience with trastuzumab IV and SC
	Efficacy results

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




