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Home therapy

Comparison of Advantages

Subcutaneous Intravenous

No venous access required Convenient and well tolerated
by most patients

Slow administration and gradual Ability to give large volumes per infusion
absorption reduces severe headaches allows intermittent dosing (every 21-28
and other adverse events days)

Maintains more consistent IgG levels;
eliminates low troughs

Clinical efficacy recognized: annual rate as
expected

Excellent safety profile
Facilitates self or home infusion, increasing

patient autonomyimay | mprove p-atientodés self
image and sense of control

Less expensive for society and patient Berger M. Clin Immunol. 2004;112:17.



