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CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, this scoping review characterizes observational research on the safety and effectiveness of biosimilars
when used in oncology.

Most studies were retrospective in nature and assessed both safety and efficacy outcomes.

Data were summarized based on overall trends, similarities, and differences L - - 6 S, _ £ 1R Most studies also evaluated supportive therapies such as epoetin alpha and G-CSF treatment.

across included studies. and Spetialty Pharmacy Profeesional. Journal of managed care & specilty phatmacy, 25(3), 504312, o 1 alias Almost all of the studies included did not capture evidence specific to racial or ethnic minorities.

In general, most studies that compared biosimilar utilization with its brand reference product found that the biosimilar
results were non-inferior to those of the reference biologic. Most studies that did not compare biosimilar results to a
reference product found that biosimilar unitization was generally effective and well tolerated.
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