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ABSTRACT

I ntroduction:

Non-melanoma skin cancer is the most common tumor. The combination of IFN-alpha 2b and IFN-gamma
has been used as a new therapeutic opportunity to treat basal cell carcinomas and cutaneous squamous cell
carcinomas. The aim of this report is to record prospectively the recurrence and new lesions rates in
patients participating in phase Il clinical trials.

Methods

Phase Il clinical trials (double-blind randomized one center study, InCarbacel-111, in patients with basal cell
carcinoma; and open, non-randomized multicenter study, CECIN, in patients with cutaneous squamous cell
carcinomas), with the use of the combination of IFN-alpha 2b and IFN-gamma were conducted to evaluate
the efficacy, safety and the 5-year duration of clinical responses. Both studies were approved by
ingtitutional ethic committees and all the patients given their written informed consent. The investigational
treatment was administered, peri- or intralesionally, three times per week, during 3 weeks. Clinical
(RECIST 1.0) responses were evaluated three months after the end of treatment.

Results

The combination of IFNs in InCarbacel-111 study showed the best clinical response (complete response of
64.3%, overall response of 85.7%) with the highest doses (10.5 MIU); without patient’s recurrence at 5
years follow-up (3.5 MUI and 10.5 MUI groups). The frequency of new lesions decreased in the treated
patients 8 times. In the CECIN study 14 patients achieved complete response and 4 partial responses
(overall response rate 67%). Up to the 5-year follow-up none of the patients with complete response had
recurrence or new lesion. In both studies the cosmetic results were excellent and the reported adverse
events were mostly of mild intensity.

Conclusions:

The use of the combination of IFN-alpha 2b and IFN-gamma showed efficacy in basal cell carcinoma and
cutaneous squamous cell carcinoma promoting a long term response for at least 5 years and decreasing the

rate of new lesions, safely and with excellent cosmetic effects.

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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I ntroduction

Non-melanoma skin cancers (NMSCs) are the most common forms of human neoplasia. The annual
incidence of NMSCs is estimated to be higher than 5.4 million cases in USA', most of which are
unreported. Basal cell carcinomas (BCC) and cutaneous squamous cell carcinomas (CSCC), referred to as
keratinocyte carcinoma (KC), represent approximately between 80% and 20 % of all NMSC cases,
respectively”®. However, likely, the ageing of population is influencing in an increase of CSCC cases,
comparable with BCC'. BCC and CSCC account for approximately more than 6000 case in male
population, with more than 5000 females cases annually, in Cuba’. BCC and CSCC have a favorable
prognosis with surgical resection, when detected in the early stages and their metastatic potential islow.
BCC is a slow growing tumor with invasion and destruction of adjacent tissues. Five-year recurrence rate
in BCC is variable, depending of the treatment used, 3% [electrodesiccation and curettage (ED&C)]°, and
15% to 39% (cryosurgery)®’. Five-year recurrence rates for radiation therapy of BCC are between 4% and
16%°. A 10-year recurrence rate for primary BCC was 12.2% using standard surgical excision and 4.4%
for Mohs micrographic surgery (MMS). The 10-year recurrence rate for recurrent facial BCC was 13.5%
for standard surgical excision and 3.9% for MM S*!°. Metastasis is very rare in BCC (0.0028% to 0.55%).™*
More than 90% of CSCCs are cured by initial treatment. Recurrence of CSCC has been found to 0.8% and
1.7% for cryosurgery and ED&C, respectively, in small, low-risk tumors®. Data from studies yielded a
26.4% odds of recurrence following PDT™. After surgical excision or MMS, a 5.4% and 3% recurrence
rate has been observed, respectivelly'?. The 5-year recurrence rate is 8% and the 5-year rate of metastasisis
5%,

A definitive management strategy for the treatment of advanced NM SC has not been established. Over the
past decades several therapies, including Hedgehog inhibitors for BCC, monoclonal antibodies targeting
epiderma growth factor receptor (EGFR), cetuximab and panitumumab; and immune check-point,
pembrolizumab for CSCC, has been approved or are in study™*°. Resistance to these inhibitors has been
identified®'"*3!° Then, new treatment options are needed to obtain specific advantages over current
approaches that can offer therapeutic opportunities for non-responders and relapses.

Recently a new formulation of |IFNs that combine I[FN-adpha 2b and [IFN-gamma
(HeberPAG/HeberFERON) is being showing encouraging therapeutic and cosmetic effect in
NM SC20,21,22,23, 24, 25-

The aim of this report is the evaluation of the 5-year recurrence and new lesions rates in patients with BCC
or CSCC treated with HeberFERON (IFN-alpha 2b and IFN-gamma) during phase Il clinical trials.
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Methods

Study design and patients

The trials were designed jointly by the principal investigator and the clinica trial monitors of the Center for
Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology (CIGB). Data were collected by the institution investigators
participating in the studies, under a confidentiality agreement and were retained and analyzed by the
Sponsor.

Patients, both genders, older than 18 years, who gave their written informed consent to participate, were
enrolled in the trials. The studies excluded pregnant or nursing women, patients with known
hypersensitivity to IFN or with history of autoimmune diseases. Clinical (RECIST 1.1)* responses were
evaluated.

InCarbacel 11l study (code: 1G/ 1A11GI/NB/0601; registroclinico.sld.cu/en/trial Y RPCEC00000066) was a
double blind, randomized, controlled, one center phase Il trial, of dose evaluation (group A: 0.75x10° [U
IFN-alpha 2b and 0.125x10° IU IFN-gamma; group B: 1.5x10° IU IFN-alpha 2b and 0.25x10° IU IFN-
gamma; group C: 3.0x10° IU IFN-alpha 2b and 0.5x10° IU IFN-gamma; group D: 6.0x10° IU IFN-alpha 2b
and 1.0x10° IU IFN-gamma; and group E: 9.0x10° IU IFN-alpha 2b and 1.5x10° IU IFN-gamma),
conducted in histological confirmed BCC patients, of any subtype, or localization, size 1.0-5.0 cm.

CECIN study (code: IG/AGI/NE/0901, registroclinico.sld.cu/en/trial s RPCEC00000144) was an open, non-
randomized multicenter study in patients with CSCC (stage | and I1), between 1.5 and 5.0 cm of infiltrative
clinical subtype treated with 10x10° IU IFN-alpha 2b and 1.5x10° IU IFN-gamma.

The trial protocols were approved by the Ethics Committee and the Scientific Review Board of
participating institutions (Hermanos Ameijeiras, Havana and Amalia Simoni, Camaguey, Hospitals in
Cuba) in accordance with the ethical principles stated in the Declaration of Helsinki.

Procedures

All the patients were treated in the medical oncological/dermatological certified cabinets in participating
health centers. Before treatment, each patient had a medical history, a physical and skin examination for
disease assessment, documentation of concurrent medications, a punch biopsy of not more than 25% of the
total lesion size.

A single lesion per patients was treated with HeberFERON. In the case of patients with more than one
lesion, the tumor to be treated was selected as per size or the lesion localized nearest to the others ones.
HeberFERON was administered by perilesional/intratumoral routes, 3 times per week during 3 consecutive
weeks, on an outpatient basis in certified hospital cabinets. Only the treated lesions were evaluated for their
characteristic and clinical response to the treatment. Lesion diameter (d) measurements were done using a
Folding Magnifier, rulers or calipers, systematically during the treatment time and until week final
evaluation and photographed for documentation.

Clinical response was categorized as complete response (CR)® defined as no residual BCC or CSCC;
partial response (PR) as >30% reduction in tumor size and stabile diseases (SD) as < 30% reduction in the

tumor size; and progression (P) by increase in the lesion size.
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Safety was monitored by adverse events control and their frequency calculated. Additionally, blood
samples were taken for routine hematological and biochemical determinations.
Subjects were examined as outpatients. Patients’ follow-up examinations were done at weeks 1, 2, 3 and 12
-14 after treatment onset, with final evaluation (clinical, laboratory tests) were done at 12-14 weeks.
Patients with CR or PR were fallowed during five years for tumor recurrences and/or appearance of new
lesions of the same type of tumor. The case report forms (CRF) were filled by principal or responsible
investigators or designed speciaists. The data were monitored and then imported by double entry in
electronic base data and validated and processed on Microsoft Access and then imported to SPSS version
13.0 for analysis by the independent statistic group at department of clinical investigations of the sponsor
(CIGB).
The frequency distributions for qualitative variables and central tendency and dispersion were estimated:
mean, standard deviation, median, interquartile range (OR), maximum and
For each type of adverse event, were estimated frequency distributions (1C95%) with classical statistic. The
laboratory data were analyzed as a paired (initial-final result) result using paired T student and Wilkinson
tests, depending from Shapiro-Wilk test results.
Outcomes
The primary endpoint was the percentage of CR after one cycle of administration (3 weeks of treatment)
and a follow for final response evaluation of 12-14 weeks from the end of treatment. The secondary
endpoints were the demographic characteristics of patients and the characteristics of BCC or CSCC lesions,
safety and recurrence and new lesions rates.
Results
During the InCarbacel-111 study were enrolled 75 patients with BCC, average 61.5 years-old with
predominance of males (54.1%), where 89.2% were white. Skin phototype 1l and I1l were predominant,
65.3% presented one lesion, the median size of them was 2.4 cm and disease stage | was the most frequent.
The lesions were more common localized in the trunk and the superficial clinical subtype was the most
represented (Table 1).
Table 2a shows the efficacy of the treatments in the study InCarbacel-111. Clinicaly, by intention to treat
(ITT) analysis, the groups with higher HeberFERON doses (D and E), had the highest CRs, 60% and 64%,
respectively. The aesthetic outcome was evaluated in patients with CR (figure 1). Overall, the quality of
healing was good; behaving similarly in all groups, being 100% good in groups C and E.
Adverse events (AES) occurred in 96% of the patients with BCC, with fever, chills, headache, arthralgia,
malaise, asthenia, perilesional edema and erythema, anorexia, nausea, decreased white blood cells,
diarrhea, dry mouth and drowsiness, being reported more frequently (> 10%). Of the total of 1072 AEs
presented in the patients under study, it was observed that 93.0% were of mild intensity, 6.5% moderate
and only 0.5 % serious. A causal relationship was established as highly probable, for 97.1% of events.
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The analysis of risk vs benefit was done considering as benefic the number of CR (40 out of 75 patients)
and as risk, the occurrence of moderate or severe AESs (75 events out of 1072). The result of the analysis
produced a Bayes factor (FB) >1, indicting a benefit over risk in all the groups of treatment.

Twenty-seven patients with CSCC, average 72.1 years-old, predominantly male (59.3%) initiated the
treatment in the CECIN study, with predominance of skin phototype 11 with 89% bearing more than one
skin lesion. The average size of lesions was 16 cm, and 96.3% were in stage |1. The lesions were localized
mainly in the face and upper limbs (22.2% of patients, respectively). Ulcerative nodular clinical subtype
was commonest and 74% were well differentiated (Table 1).

Fourteen patients (51.9%) had CR, 4 (14.8%) PR, 8 (29.6%) had stable disease (EE) and 1 patient (3.7 %)
was not evaluable (NE). The ORR was of 66.7%. The aesthetic evaluation in patients with CR or PR found
77.8% of good quality of healing (see table 2b).

The AEs with a higher frequency (>10%) were fever (55%), general malaise (40%), chills (33%), headache
(18%), myalgia (18%), anorexia (14%), asthenia (11%) and arthralgia (11%). Overall there were 100 AEs,
82.0% of mild intensity, 17.0% moderate and 1.0% of severe intensity. 62.0% of the events were classified

as possible and 16.0% as probable.

Five year follow-up

Forty-six patients with BCC (61.3%) distributed in the five treatment groups were evaluated in the 5 years
follow-up, as shown in Table 3, of them the 36 with CR and 10 patients with PR. Of the 36 patients
evaluated during these 5 years with CR, 3 (8.3%) had reappearance of the treated lesion: Group A — 2/3
(66.6%), Group B — 1/7 (14.3%), and Group D — 1/5 (20%). None of patients from groups C and E had
recurrences. The followed patients from groups A, C and E did not develops new BCC lesions (Table 4).
Overadl, the rate of new lesions of BCC in patients treated with HeberFERON was 8.0%.

Eight patients (80%) with CSCC were also followed for 5 years to see the occurrence of recurrence or
appearance of new lesions (8 with CR, and 2 with PR). None of the evaluated patients had a recurrence and
only one had anew lesion.

Discussion

IFNs are indicated in the treatment of several neoplasms among which are BCC and CSCC?. In ours
studies the clinical response was good supported by the clinical and cosmetic results. The results obtained
indicate that the treatment with the HeberFERON is a highly favorable clinical intervention to avoid the
tumor recurrences. In the case of BCC, the patients belonging to groups C (3.5 MIU) and E (10.5 MIU)
were those who did not have recurrences of the treated lesions after five years follow-up. In the CSCC
patients (treated with 11.5 M1U), no recurrence were observed at al in the followed patients.

This may be due to the fact that after exposure to interferons, there is an increase in the number and activity

of cytotoxic cell lymphocytes, which determines an additional increase in immune status?®2%303%-32,
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The observed antitumor effect could be related to the increase in apoptosis via Fas-FasL* and with the
induction of the expression of the tumor suppressor gene, p53*. It could also be a consequence of the
antiproliferative and immunomodul atory effects of IFNs>>®,
The reduction in the frequency of the appearance of new lesions in patients with BCC is another element to
be highlighted as impact for this treatment. It has been described that approximately 25% of patients with
BCC can develop a new lesion®’. Overall, this treatment reduces this probability approximately 3 times,
over the course of 5 years. No new lesions were detected after 5 years follow-up in in some patients. In the
case of patients with CSCC none of patient developed a new lesion. In neither of the two entities are there
references to the use of asimilar product that allows comparisons to be made.
The treatment with HeberFERON was effective, doses dependent and safe in patients with non-melanoma
skin cancer. The aesthetic results are very encouraging. No keloids formation was observed. Confirmation
of these results in a larger cohort of patients in a phase Il clinical trials comparing with recent approved

immunotherapies and/or target therapies in patients with BCC and CSCC is recommended.
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Tables

Table 1. Basdline characteristicsand demographics of patients from I nCar bacel-I11

and CECIN studies.

Variables CECIN InCarbacel-I11
N (%) 27 75
Male 16 (59.3) 40 (54.1)
Gender Femade 11 (40.7) 34 (45.9)
White 27 (100.0) 66 (89.2)
Skin color Mestizo 0 7(9.5)
Black 0 1(1.4)
Mean £ DS 7211125 61.5+ 125
Age Mediant RQ 740+ 20 63.0+17.0
(Min; Max) (41; 91) (29; 82)
Typel 3(11.1) 1 (1.3%)
Typell 16 (59.3) 31 (41.3%)
Skin phototype Typellll 6 (22.2) 37 (49.3%)
Type IV 2(7.9) 4 (5.3%)
TypeV 0 1 (1.3%)
Type VI 0 1 (1.3%)
Number of 1llesion 3(11.1) 49 (65.3%)
lesions > 1lesions 24 (88.8) 26 (34.7%)
. Median + RQ 160.0+ 7.9 24.0+48.0
Size (mm) (Min: Max) (152; 178) (3; 144)
. I 1(3.7) 66 (88.0%)
Disease stage I 26 (96.3) 9 (12.0%)
Face 6 (22.2) 43 (57.3%)
Auricular Pavilion 1(3.7) 4 (5.3%)
Trunk 4 (14.8) 16 (21.3%)
Lesionssites Scalp 2(7.4) 0
Neck 4(14.8) 5 (6.7%)
Upper limbs 6 (22.2) 6 (8.0%)
Lower limbs 4(14.8) 1(1.3%)
Nodular 0 52 (69.3%)
Ulcerated 5(18.5) 14 (18.7%)
- Ulcerative nodular 18 (66.7)
Clinical subtype Pigmented i 5 (6.7%)
Morpheiform - 3 (4.0%)
Superficia - 10 (13.3%)
Papillomatous 4 (14.8) -
Degree of Well differentiated 20 (74.2) -
di s Little differentiated 4(14.8) -
ifferentiation
Moderately 3(11.1) i
differentiated '

* ANOVA; Source: Case Reports Form (CRF) / Medical Records


https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.07.22270604

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.02.07.22270604; this version posted February 8, 2022. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Table 2a. Clinical response of patientswith BCC treated with Heber FERON. InCarbace-111 Study.

Clinical Group Group Group
Response GroupA GroupB C D E Total FB (P(Ho))
N (%) 14 15 14 15 14 72
CR 6 (43 8(53.3 8(57.1) 9(60.0) 9(64.3) 40(56.0
(43) (533) 8(57.1) 0(600) O(643 40(560) (o0 or
PR 4 (26) 5(33) 3(24) 5(33) 3(24) 20 (28)
SD 4 (26) 2(133) 3(214 1(6.7) 2(143) 12(16.7)
ORR 10 (72) 13 (87) 11(79) 14(93) 12(86) 60(83) 0.106(0.90)
PIResp>075/ 55 0705 0421 0962 0820 0221

Table 2b. Clinical response of patientswith CSCC treated with Heber FERON. CECIN study

Clinical Response Total FB (P(Ho))
N (%) 27

CR 14 (51.9) (31.2; 72.6)

PR 4(14.8) (4.2;33.7)

SD 8(29.6) (10.6; 48.7)

NE 1(3.7) (0.1; 19.0)

ORR 18 (66.7) (47.0; 86.3)

NR 9(33.3) (13.7; 53.0)

ITT: Intention to treat; CR: Complete response; PR: Partial response; SD: Stable disease;
ORR (CR+PR): Overall response rate.

Table 3. Recurrences rate in non-melanoma skin cancer patients treated with Heber FERON. Five

years follow-up.

InCarbacel-I11 study

A B C D E Total
Enrolled patients 15 16 15 15 14 75
CR per group 6 8 6 8 8 36
Y ear of follow-up Followed/# recurrences
1 6/0 8/0 6/0 8/0 8/0 36/0
2 6/1 8/0 5/0 7/0 7/0 331
3 4/0 81/0 4/0 711 710 30/1
4 1/0 8/1 3/0 5/0 5/0 22/1
5 32 7/1 6/0 5/1 7/0 28/4
Rec“”e;‘ecgr;ate A5 66.6% 14.3% 0%  20% 0%  14.3%
CECIN study
Patients with CR 14
Y ear of follow-up Followed/# recurrences
1 14/0
2 14/0
3 11/0
4 8/0
5 8/0
Recurrence rate at 5-years 0%
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Table 4. The rate of new lesion in non-melanoma skin cancer patients treated with Heber FERON.
Five yearsfollow-up.

_ Studies
Five yearsfollow-up InCarbacel-I11
N (%) cap Cge Cge GRS tom cECIN

Treated patients ~ 15(20.0) 16(21.3) 15(20.0) 15(20.0) 14(187) 75(100.0)  10(100)
Followed patients ~ 3(20.0) 9(56.3) 4(26.7) 5(333) 5(357) 26(347)  10(100)

Number of new lesions 0 1 0 1 0 2 1
New lesions rate (%) 0 11.1 0 20.0 0 7.7 10%
Figures
100
.
80 -
60 -
40 -
20 -
0 n T
Group A Group B Group C Group D Group E

BGood ORegular

Figure 1. Cosmetic results of patients with CR in the InCarbacel-I11 study. The groups C and D showed the
best cosmetic results.
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