SC alternatives to intravenous (IV) may enable:
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A Member of the Roche Group
@ Time savings for the patient due to!?:

- Reduced administration/chair time (this may not
account for all aspects of treatment)

EX PAN D I N G PATI ENT - Reduced observation time (when required)
. Reduced preparation time

AND PROVIDER CHOICE FOR

Oversight and continuity of patient care by
administering treatment in-office (vs. referring out)

MODE OF ADMINISTRATION

0o More site-of-care options for administration*
Our commitment to dosing innovation allows patients and _
providers to choose the mode of administration that best Accommodation for patients who prefer non-IV options
matches their individual needs and treatment goals. ' orhave poor venous access®
Genentech d not advocate or recommend any one method of administration over another. .
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Genentech makes no representation or guarantee of coverage for any service or item. coo




Administration and Workflow Considerations

If you are considering introducing an HCP-administered SC product into your workflow, there may be some updates to your
organization’s logistics and processes. Here are some things to consider:
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Acquisition and setup Clinical logistics Billing logistics
« Product acquisition « Administration protocols « Billing requirements for different modes
. Cold storage availability . Coordination with other facilities of administration

. Staff training « Considerations for same-day billing

. Spacing considerations (e.g., for - Coding requirements

post-dose observations, if needed)

Contact your Genentech representative

@ READY TO GET STARTED" Learn more about Genentech products for more information and resources

about the SC options available

HCP=health care professional.
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