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abstract

PURPOSE Approved systemic therapies for advanced gastroenteropancreatic neuroendocrine tumors (GEP-
NETs) have shown limited capacity to reduce tumor burden and no antitumor activity after progression to
targeted agents (TAs). We investigated the efficacy and safety of lenvatinib in patients with previously treated
advanced GEP-NETs.

PATIENTS AND METHODS This was a multicenter, single-arm, open-label, phase II trial with two parallel cohorts
(ClinicalTrials.gov identifier: NCT02678780) involving 21 institutions in 4 European countries. Eligible patients
had histologically confirmed advanced grade 1-2 pancreatic (panNET) or GI (GI-NET) NETs with documented
tumor progression after treatment with a TA (panNET) or somatostatin analogs (GI-NET). Patients were treated
with lenvatinib 24 mg once daily until disease progression or treatment intolerance. The primary end point was
overall response rate by central radiology review. Secondary end points included progression-free survival,
overall survival, duration of response, and safety.

RESULTS Between September 2015 and March 2017, a total of 111 patients were enrolled, with 55 (panNET)
and 56 (GI-NET) patients in each cohort. The median follow-up was 23 months. The overall response rate was
29.9% (95% CI, 21.6 to 39.6): 44.2% (panNET) and 16.4% (GI-NET). The median (range) duration of response
was 19.9 (8.4-30.8) and 33.9 (10.6-38.3) months in the panNET and GI-NET groups, respectively. The median
progression-free survival was 15.7 months (95% CI, 14.1 to 19.5). The most common adverse events were
fatigue, hypertension, and diarrhea; 93.7% of patients required dose reductions or interruptions.

CONCLUSIONWe report the highest centrally confirmed response reported to date with a multikinase inhibitor in
advanced GEP-NETs, with a particularly strong response in the panNET cohort. This study provides novel
evidence for the efficacy of lenvatinib in patients with disease progression following treatment with other TAs,
suggesting the potential value of lenvatinib in the treatment of advanced GEP-NETs.

J Clin Oncol 39:2304-2312. © 2021 by American Society of Clinical Oncology

INTRODUCTION

Despite the availability of systemic therapies to treat
gastroenteropancreatic (GEP) neuroendocrine tumors
(NETs), treatment resistance is a common challenge.1

Poorly controlled hormone secretion and tumor
progression can severely affect quality of life and
survival, underscoring the need to achieve significant
tumor shrinkage to improve outcomes.2 The range of
treatment strategies includes somatostatin analogs
(SSAs), peptide receptor radionuclide therapy, che-
motherapy, and molecular-targeted agents (TAs),

including mammalian target of rapamycin inhibitors
and multikinase inhibitors (MKIs).1 Although these
TAs can extend progression-free survival (PFS), they
have demonstrated only a limited capacity to reduce
tumor size, as evidenced by the low overall response
rates (ORR) reported in phase III trials.3-8

Neuroendocrine tumor cells overexpress a wide range
of proangiogenic molecules and receptors, which
explains the strong interest in antiangiogenic agents
for the treatment of GEP-NETs. Lenvatinib is an in-
hibitor of vascular endothelial growth factor receptor 1-3
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(VEGFR1-3), fibroblast growth factor receptor 1-4 (FGFR1-
4), platelet-derived growth factor receptor alpha, rear-
ranged during transfection, c-KIT, and platelet-derived
growth factor receptor-ß. Lenvatinib has demonstrated a
particularly high potency against FGFR-1—a key driver of
resistance to antiangiogenic drugs—suggesting that it
could potentially also reverse primary and acquired resis-
tance to anti-VEGFR treatments or to other TAs.9-11

Given this background, we conducted an international,
parallel cohort phase II clinical trial (TALENT) to eval-
uate lenvatinib in patients with advanced grade 1/2 GEP-
NETs.

PATIENTS AND METHODS

Study Design and Participants

The Trial to Assess the Efficacy of Lenvatinib in Metastatic
Neuroendocrine Tumours (TALENT; ClinicalTrials.gov
identifier: NCT02678780) was a prospective, international,
open-label, parallel cohort, single-stage phase II trial. A total
of 21 centers from Spain, Austria, Italy, and the United
Kingdom participated. Eligible patients were required to
have an advanced pancreatic or GI-NET with progressive
disease after treatment with a TA (panNET group) or SSAs
(GI-NET group). The main study inclusion criteria were: (1)
age $ 18 years; (2) histologically confirmed diagnosis of
advanced G1/G2 (WHO criteria) panNET or GI-NET; (3)
documented radiological disease progression (RECIST 1.1)12

during the last 12 months; (4) Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group performance status: 0-1; (5) adequate hematologic,
hepatic, and renal function; and (6) measurable disease.
Previous treatment with chemotherapy was allowed in the
panNET group. Themain exclusion criteria were$ 2 previous
lines of TAs (panNET group), any previous line of targeted
therapy (GI-NET group), or any ongoing antiproliferative
treatment, except for SSAs.

This trial was performed in accordance with the principles
of the Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the research
ethics committee at all participating hospitals. All candidate
patients were reviewed to determine protocol eligibility.

Patients whomet all inclusion criteria, agreed to participate,
and provided informed consent were consecutively en-
rolled in the study.

Procedures

Treatment consisted of once daily oral lenvatinib 24 mg
administered until documented disease progression
(RECIST v.1.1), intolerable toxicity despite dose reduction,
withdrawal of consent, or death. Adverse events were
graded according to the National Cancer Institute Common
Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events v. 4.03. Treatment
interruptions and progressive dose reductions (20/14/10
mg) were permitted to manage adverse events.

Clinical assessments included complete physical exami-
nation, laboratory tests, tumor markers (chromogranin A, 5-
HIAA, enolase), and tumor imaging, performed at baseline,
weeks 6 and 12 after the first dose, and thereafter every
12 weeks until disease progression or initiation of an al-
ternative treatment. The cutoff date for the main analysis
was 12 weeks after the first dose of the study drug was
administered to the last patient enrolled in the study.

Outcome Measures

The primary study end point was ORR by central radi-
ology review, defined as the proportion of patients in
each treatment group (GI-NETs and panNETs) with
complete or partial response according to RECIST v.1.1.
Patients were considered evaluable for response if at
least one study drug was administered and at least one
follow-up tumor evaluation imaging was performed.
Secondary end points were overall survival (OS), PFS,
safety, and duration of response (DoR). All end points
were assessed for each individual treatment cohort and
overall population.

PFS and OS were assessed by the individual investigator(s)
at each participating hospital. OS was defined as the time
elapsed from treatment initiation until death. PFS was
defined as the time elapsed from treatment initiation to
documented disease progression or death, whichever
occurred first.

CONTEXT

Key Objective
To evaluate lenvatinib in a heavily pretreated population of patients with advanced neuroendocrine cancer.
Knowledge Generated
Lenvatinib achieved the highest objective response rate ever reported in this setting, reverting previous resistance to targeted

agents and improving outcomes.
Relevance
These results show that a targeted agent can induce a strong tumor response and improve survival, even in an unselected

population with disease progression to previous therapies. This finding suggests that lenvatinib could be used for
neoadjuvant or salvage therapies to improve final outcomes.
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Statistical Considerations

The primary end point was ORR by central radiology review
according to RECIST 1.1. On the basis of ORR data (9.3%)
from the only MKI (sunitinib) currently approved for the
treatment of NETs, our null hypothesis for lenvatinib was an
ORR , 10% and the alternative hypothesis was that
treatment with lenvatinib would yield an expected
ORR$ 25% in each independent treatment cohort. On the
basis of these data, we determined that 55 patients per
group would be needed to demonstrate this hypothesis,
with a 90% power and ⍺-error of 5%. Primary and sec-
ondary end points were assessed for the entire group of
patients and independently for each cohort.

The ORR with 95% CIs was calculated. Two-sided P values
of# .05 were considered to indicate statistical significance.
PFS and median OS were estimated using the Kaplan-
Meier method.

All analyses were performed with the R statistical software
program v.2.14.2 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
Vienna, Austria). This trial is registered at ClinicalTrials.gov
(identifier: NCT02678780).

RESULTS

Between September 2015 and March 2017, a total of 111
patients were enrolled in the study. Table 1 presents the
patients’ characteristics at baseline. In the GI-NET group,
the most common primary tumor site was the small in-
testine (n 5 44; 81.5%), followed by the rectum (n 5 6,
11.1%), colon (n5 3; 5.6%), and stomach (n5 1; 1.9%).

Patient Characteristics

Efficacy outcomes. Overall response rate. As shown in
Table 2, the ORR by central radiology assessment for the
full cohort was 29.9% (95% CI, 21.6 to 39.6): 44.2% (95%
CI, 30.7 to 58.6) in the panNET and 16.4% (95% CI, 8.2 to
29.3) in the GI-NET cohort. Figure 1 depicts the ORR
results graphically for the individual patients in the two
cohorts. These results, obtained by central radiology re-
view, were similar to those reported by the investigators,
who collectively reported an ORR of 33.6% (42.3% and
25.4% for the panNET and GI-NET cohorts, respectively).

Duration of response. Overall, the median DoR was 21.5
(8.4-38.3) months. Figure 2 shows the DoR in the patients

TABLE 1. Patient Characteristics at Baseline
Clinical or Sociodemographic Variable panNET (n 5 55) GI-NET (n 5 56)

Median age, years (range) 58 (31-73) 61 (31-73)

Female gender, No. (%) 31 (56.4) 23 (41.1)

ECOG PS: 0, No. (%) 40 (72.7) 34 (60.7)

Ki67 index, median (range) 8 (0.8-25) 4 (1-20)

Ki67 index stratified, No. (%)

0%-5% 16 (30.2) 28 (58.2)

5%-10% 12 (22.6) 13 (24.1)

10%-20% 26 (48.2) 13 (24.1)

Missing 1 2

Median years from initial diagnosis (range) 4.4 (0.98-13.2) 3.3 (0.4-19.3)

Tumor grade, No. (%)a

G1 12 (21.8) 21 (37.5)

G2 42 (76.4) 34 (60.7)

Unknown 1(1.8) 1 (1.8)

Previous treatments, No. (%)

Resection of primary tumor 26 (47.3) 36 (64.3)

Resection of metastases 9 (16.4) 16 (28.6)

Somatostatin analogs 47 (85.5) 56 (100)b

Chemotherapy 18 (32.7) 0

Everolimus 38 (69.0) 0

Sunitinib 16 (29.1) 0

Other targeted agent 1 (1.8) 0

Abbreviations: ECOG, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group; GI-NET, GI neuroendocrine tumor; panNET, pancreatic neuroendocrine tumor; PS,
performance status.

aWHO criteria.
bOne patient also received interferon.
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with confirmed radiological response. By primary tumor
site, the median (range) DoR was 19.9 (8.4-30.8) months
(panNETs; Fig 2A) and 33.9 (10.6-38.3) months (GI-NETs;
Fig 2B).

PFS. Figure 3 shows the PFS outcomes by primary tumor
site. At a median follow-up of 23 months, the median PFS
for the full cohort was 15.7 months (95% CI, 14.1 to 19.5).
In the panNET and GI-NET groups, the median PFS was
15.6 (95% CI, 11.4 to not reached) and 15.7 (95% CI, 12.1
to 19.5) months, respectively.

OS. A total of 37 deaths (33.3%) were observed during the
follow-up. The median OS was 32 months (95% CI, 26.47
to not reached) in the panNET group and not reached in the
GI-NET group.

Safety profile. Most patients required at least one dose
reduction (81.1%) or temporary treatment interruption
(92.8%). The median duration of treatment with the study
drug was 11.3 and 11.4 months in the panNET and GI-NET
cohorts, respectively. Themedian dose of lenvatinib was 20
mg/d. Sixteen patients (14.4%) required definitive treat-
ment discontinuation of the study drug because of severe
treatment-related toxicity: panNETs (n5 6, 10.9%) and GI-
NETs (n 5 10, 17.8%).

Table 3 shows the most common adverse events (AEs) by
toxicity grade. The most common grade 1/2 AEs were
asthenia, hypertension, diarrhea, dysphonia, and hypo-
thyroidism. The most prevalent grade 3/4 AEs were hy-
pertension (22.7%), asthenia (13.6%), and diarrhea
(10.9%).

DISCUSSION

Treatment with lenvatinib 24mg daily was active and safe in
patients with advanced GEP-NETs pretreated with TAs and
SSAs. To the best of our knowledge, the ORR reported in

the present trial is the highest centrally confirmed response
rate achieved to date with a TA in advanced NETs.

In patients with GI-NETs, radiological response with currently
available systemic therapies is minimal, except in highly
selected patients—that is, those with tumors expressing high
levels of somatostatin receptors treated with peptide receptor
radionuclide therapy,5 in which the ORR is only 18%. By
contrast, we report an ORR of 16.4% in our unselected
cohort of patients with GI-NETs, indicating a substantial
reduction in tumor burden. The 44.2% centrally confirmed
ORR in the panNET group compares favorably with other
TAs (, 10%)6-8 and is slightly higher than the ORR provided
by current chemotherapy regimens (28%-33%).13 Addi-
tionally, some initial phase II trials with combination
therapies14,15 have shown promising activity in panNETs,
with ORRs ranging from 31% to 41%, suggesting that these
treatments may merit future development in this setting.
Surufatinib has showed a slightly better ORR in panNETs
(19%) and extrapancreatic NETs (10%); however, those
trials were carried out in China and the treatment population
in those studies differed significantly from the typical profile
of this patient population in western countries, which tend to
be more uniform and heavily pretreated compared with the
Chinese patients included in the SANET trials.16,17 Finally,
promising results from an international phase II/III clinical
trial comparing axitinib plus octreotide versus octreotide
alone in patients with advanced G1-2 extrapancreatic NETs
were recently reported at the 2021 ASCOGImeeting, with an
ORR of 17.5% and a trend toward better PFS (17.2 v
12.3 months) in the axitinib-treated group.18

The consistency of response observed in our panNET
cohort in terms of the partial response rate and tumor
shrinkage suggests that lenvatinib is an effective cytore-
ductive therapy, a finding that is especially relevant given
the absence of a standard treatment in these patients.19

Although the proportion of patients with a confirmed

TABLE 2. Treatment Efficacy
Efficacy Parameter panNETs (n 5 55) GI-NETs (n 5 56) Total (N 5 111)

Patients with tumor assessment, No. (%) 52 (94.6)a 55 (98.2)a 107 (96.4)a

Best overall response, No. (%)

Complete response 0 0 0

Partial response 23 (44.2) 9 (16.4) 32 (29.9)

Stable disease 27 (51.9) 42 (76.4) 69 (64.5)

Progressive disease 2 (3.9) 1 (1.8) 3 (2.8)

Not evaluable 0 3 (5.5)b 3 (2.8)b

Overall response rate (95% CI) 44.2% (30.7 to 58.6) 16.4% (8.2 to 29.3) 29.9% (21.6 to 39.6)

Disease control rate 96.2% (85.7 to 99.3) 92.7% (81.6 to 97.6) 94.4% (87.7 to 97.7)

Median duration of response, months (range) 19.9 (8.4-30.8) 33.9 (10.6-38.3) 21.5 (8.4-38.3)

Abbreviations: GI-NET, GI neuroendocrine tumor; panNET, pancreatic neuroendocrine tumor.
aFour patients (three panNETs and one GI-NET) withdrew informed consent before the first postbaseline tumor assessment.
bTarget lesions considered not evaluable on central radiology review.

Journal of Clinical Oncology 2307

Phase II Trial of Lenvatinib in Advanced Gastroenteropancreatic NETs

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 a
sc

op
ub

s.
or

g 
by

 U
ni

ve
rs

it 
de

gl
i S

tu
di

 d
i B

re
sc

ia
 o

n 
Fe

br
ua

ry
 7

, 2
02

5 
fr

om
 0

77
.2

44
.1

83
.2

43
C

op
yr

ig
ht

 ©
 2

02
5 

A
m

er
ic

an
 S

oc
ie

ty
 o

f 
C

lin
ic

al
 O

nc
ol

og
y.

 A
ll 

ri
gh

ts
 r

es
er

ve
d.

 



radiological response in our study was high (29.9% overall),
the DoR—19.9 and 33.9 months in the panNETs and GI-
NETs groups, respectively—together with the good PFS
outcomes (28 and 37 months, respectively)—underscores
the importance of tumor reduction in patients with ad-
vanced NETs. This finding suggests that DoR, a measure
that has not been previously evaluated as a primary
treatment aim in this clinical setting, should be reconsid-
ered as a highly relevant treatment end point.

Treatment-related resistance is common in patients treated
with VEGF inhibitors, with hyperactivation of FGF/FGFR
signaling considered a hallmark of NETs that have become
resistant to anti-VEGF therapies.20 Given the demonstrated
capacity of lenvatinib to inhibit VEGFR1-3 and FGFR1-4,21

the available data suggest that this drug may increase the
efficacy of other MKIs and could even revert primary and
acquired resistance.9 The results in the panNETs cohort in
the present trial appear to support this hypothesis. In ad-
dition to the strong ORR (44%), we also observed highly
promising outcomes in both PFS and OS (15.7 and
31 months, respectively) in this heavily pretreated pop-
ulation. To the best our knowledge, lenvatinib is the first
drug to demonstrate activity in patients with advanced GEP-
NETs with documented disease progression after admin-
istration of other TAs, including MKIs.

In our full cohort, the median PFS was 15.7 months (95%
CI, 14.1 to 19.5), with both diagnostic groups presenting
similar PFS outcomes (Fig 3). These results compare
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favorably with the PFS outcomes reported in phase III trials,
including the three trials that evaluated multitargeted TKIs
(sunitinib and surufatinib)6,16,17,22 and the RADIANT trials
with everolimus.7,23 Clearly, PFS outcomes depend not only
on the treatment but also on the patient profile, including
the disease progression rate, as evidenced by the longer
PFS observed in the CLARINET and NETTER-1 trials, both
of which included patients with better prognostic factors. In
this regard, there is a clear need to design and conduct
clinical trials to evaluate the efficacy of treatment strategies
in patients with more aggressive tumors and in pretreated
patients in whom treatment options are limited.

Several drugs have been evaluated to determine their
capacity to revert treatment-resistance to previous
molecular-targeted therapies in patients with advanced
NETs, but with disappointing results to date. In a non-
multikinase pretreated population, PFS in patients treated
with pazopanib was similar to sunitinib (11 months), but
with an ORR of only 2.1%.24 Although better partial re-
sponse rates have been reported in patients with panNETs
(21.9%), most of the patients in that trial had not received
previous treatment with a TA.25 Previously, we reported the
results of a phase II trial of pazopanib in advanced NETs.26

Although the findings of that study suggested some
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reversion of resistance to previous TAs, the ORR and PFS
were both substantially lower than the values achieved with
lenvatinib in the present trial. Cabozantinib has also been
investigated in this setting in a phase II trial, in which 15%
of patients with panNETs and GI-NETs showed a tumor
response.27 The phase III trial with cabozantinib in

pancreatic and extrapancreatic NETs (ClinicalTrials.gov
identifier: NCT03375320) is ongoing. Finally, positive re-
sults for surufatinib were recently reported in two phase III
studies conducted in China. One of those trials was per-
formed to evaluate surufatinib in patients with panNETs,
but only 4% of patients were previously treated with

TABLE 3. Most Prevalent Adverse Events According to Toxicity Grade (Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events, v.4.03)

Event

PanNETs (n 5 55) GI-NETs (n 5 56)

Grade 1/2 Grade 3/4 Grade 1/2 Grade 3/4

Asthenia 28 (50.9) 3 (5.5) 22 (39.3) 9 (16.1)

Hypertension 28 (50.9) 12 (21.8) 30 (53.6) 13 (23.2)

Diarrhea 25 (45.5) 4 (7.3) 28 (50) 8 (14.3)

Dysphonia 22 (40.0) 0 (0) 17 (30.4) 0 (0)

Hypothyroidism 22 (40.0) 0 (0) 18 (32.1) 0 (0)

Nausea 21 (38.2) 1 (1.8) 14 (25.0) 0 (0)

Mucosal inflammation 17 (30.9) 2 (3.6) 11 (19.6) 0 (0)

Pyrexia 16 (29.1) 0 (0) 5 (8.9) 1 (1.8)

Headache 15 (27.3) 0 (0) 14 (25.0) 0 (0)

Abdominal pain 14 (25.5) 4 (7.3) 21 (37.5) 2 (3.6)

Vomiting 14 (25.5) 5 (9.1) 9 (16.1) 1 (1.8)

Palmar-plantar erythrodysesthesia syndrome 13 (23.6) 2 (3.6) 9 (16.1) 2 (3.6)

Arthralgia 12 (21.8) 0 (0) 6 (10.7) 0 (0)

Constipation 12 (21.8) 0 (0) 7 (12.5) 1 (1.8)

Decreased appetite 12 (21.8) 0 (0) 19 (33.9) 2 (3.6)

Proteinuria 11 (20.0) 0 (0) 9 (16.1) 2 (3.6)

Rash 9 (16.4) 1 (1.8) 7 (12.5) 0 (0)

Abdominal pain upper 8 (14.6) 0 (0) 4 (7.1) 0 (0)

Alkaline phosphatase increased 8 (14.6) 0 (0) 1 (1.8) 0 (0)

Epistaxis 8 (14.6) 0 (0) 2 (3.6) 1 (1.8)

NOTE. Data are presented as No. (%).
Abbreviations: GI-NET, GI neuroendocrine tumor; panNET, pancreatic neuroendocrine tumor.
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FIG 3. PFS by primary tumor site: (A) patients with panNET; and (B) patients with GI-NET. GI-NET, GI neuroendocrine tumor; panNET, pancreatic
neuroendocrine tumor; PFS, progression-free survival.
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sunitinib. The centrally assessed ORR was 14%. Similarly,
in the extrapancreatic cohort, most patients had been
pretreated with chemotherapy (only 34% of patients with
SSAs), with a centrally assessed ORR of 8%. Several trials
have been planned in western countries to evaluate the role
of surufatinib in patients with advanced NETs and different
pretreatment backgrounds (ClinicalTrials.gov identifier:
NCT04579679).

In terms of safety outcomes with lenvatinib, our findings are
consistent with previous reports.28 Dose reductions or in-
terruptions were required in most (. 90%) patients, but
dose density was maintained in 20 mg QD and definitive
treatment discontinuation was necessary for 14% of pa-
tients, similar to other targeted therapies in the same
setting.7,29

The main limitation of this phase II trial is the lack of
randomization comparing lenvatinib with an alternative

treatment option. By contrast, the independent central
review is an important strength that should be underscored.
Finally, this is the first trial to evidence antitumor activity in
patients with advanced GEP-NETs with progressive disease
after treatment with other TAs, including MKIs in the same
drug family.

In summary, lenvatinib was associated with clinically
meaningful activity in patients with advanced and heavily
pretreated GEP-NETs. Lenvatinib was well-tolerated, and
the safety findings were consistent with previous experi-
ence in other cancers. Crucially, this study provides evi-
dence, for the first time, of the efficacy of an MKI in patients
with disease progression following treatment with other
TAs. These findings support the potential for lenvatinib to
produce significant tumor shrinkage and to revert drug
resistance data that strongly suggest that lenvatinib merits
further development in this setting.
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18. Garcia-Carbonero R, Benavent M, Jiménez Fonseca P, et al: A phase II/III randomized double-blind study of octreotide acetate LAR with axitinib versus
octreotide acetate LAR with placebo in patients with advanced G1-G2 NETs of non-pancreatic origin (AXINET trial-GETNE-1107). J Clin Oncol 39, 2021 (suppl;
abstr 360)

19. Pozzari M, Maisonneuve P, Spada F, et al: Systemic therapies in patients with advanced well-differentiated pancreatic neuroendocrine tumors (PanNETs):
When cytoreduction is the aim. A critical review with meta-analysis. Cancer Treat Rev 71:39-46, 2018

20. Cives M, Pelle’ E, Quaresmini D, et al: The tumor microenvironment in neuroendocrine tumors: Biology and therapeutic implications. Neuroendocrinology 109:
83-99, 2019

21. Scott LJ: Lenvatinib: First global approval. Drugs 75:553-560, 2015

22. Wang W, Xu JM, Li JJ, et al: Surufatinib in advanced well-differentiated neuroendocrine tumors: A multicenter, single-arm, open-label, phase ib/II trial. Clin
Cancer Res 25:3486-3494, 2019

23. Yao JC, Pavel M, Lombard-Bohas C, et al: Everolimus for the treatment of advanced pancreatic neuroendocrine tumors: Overall survival and circulating
biomarkers from the randomized, Phase III RADIANT-3 study. J Clin Oncol 34:3906-3913, 2016

24. Bergsland EK, Mahoney MR, Asmis TR, et al: Prospective randomized phase II trial of pazopanib versus placebo in patients with progressive carcinoid tumors
(CARC) (Alliance A021202 ). J Clin Oncol 37, 2019 (suppl; abstr 4005)

25. Phan AT, Halperin DM, Chan JA, et al: Pazopanib and depot octreotide in advanced, well-differentiated neuroendocrine tumours: A multicentre, single-group,
phase 2 study. Lancet Oncol 16:695-703, 2015

26. Grande E, Capdevila J, Castellano D, et al: Pazopanib in pretreated advanced neuroendocrine tumors: A phase II, open-label trial of the Spanish Task Force
group for neuroendocrine tumors (GETNE). Ann Oncol 26:1987-1993, 2015

27. Chan JA, Faris JE, Murphy JE, et al: Phase II trial of cabozantinib in patients with carcinoid and pancreatic neuroendocrine tumors (pNET). J Clin Oncol 35,
2017 (suppl; abstr 228)

28. Suyama K, Iwase H: Lenvatinib. Cancer Control 25:107327481878936, 2018

29. Faivre S, Niccoli P, Castellano D, et al: Sunitinib in pancreatic neuroendocrine tumors: Updated progression-free survival and final overall survival from a phase
III randomized study. Ann Oncol 28:339-343, 2017

2312 © 2021 by American Society of Clinical Oncology Volume 39, Issue 20

Capdevila et al

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 a
sc

op
ub

s.
or

g 
by

 U
ni

ve
rs

it 
de

gl
i S

tu
di

 d
i B

re
sc

ia
 o

n 
Fe

br
ua

ry
 7

, 2
02

5 
fr

om
 0

77
.2

44
.1

83
.2

43
C

op
yr

ig
ht

 ©
 2

02
5 

A
m

er
ic

an
 S

oc
ie

ty
 o

f 
C

lin
ic

al
 O

nc
ol

og
y.

 A
ll 

ri
gh

ts
 r

es
er

ve
d.

 



AUTHORS’ DISCLOSURES OF POTENTIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Lenvatinib in Patients With Advanced Grade 1/2 Pancreatic and Gastrointestinal Neuroendocrine Tumors: Results of the Phase II TALENT Trial (GETNE1509)

The following represents disclosure information provided by authors of this manuscript. All relationships are considered compensated unless otherwise noted.
Relationships are self-held unless noted. I5 Immediate Family Member, Inst5My Institution. Relationships may not relate to the subject matter of this manuscript.
For more information about ASCO’s conflict of interest policy, please refer to www.asco.org/rwc or ascopubs.org/jco/authors/author-center.

Open Payments is a public database containing information reported by companies about payments made to US-licensed physicians (Open Payments).

Jaume Capdevila

Consulting or Advisory Role: Bayer, Eisai, Sanofi, Exelixis, Novartis, Ipsen,
Pfizer, Merck Serono, Advanced Accelerator Applications, Lilly
Speakers’ Bureau: Bayer, Eisai, Sanofi, Novartis, Ipsen, Pfizer, Merck Serono,
Lilly
Research Funding: Eisai, AstraZeneca, Advanced Accelerator Applications,
Novartis, Ipsen, Bayer, Pfizer
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Pfizer, Ipsen, Eisai

Nicola Fazio

Honoraria: Novartis, Ipsen, Merck, Sanofi, Advanced Accelerator Applications
Consulting or Advisory Role: Novartis/Ipsen, Advanced Accelerator
Applications, Pfizer, Ipsen, Merck Serono, MSD Oncology
Research Funding: Novartis, Merck Serono, Ipsen, MSD
Other Relationship: Springer, Il Pensiero Scientifico Editore

Carlos Lopez Lopez

Honoraria: Roche, Merck, Sanofi, Novartis, Pfizer, Eisai, Ipsen, Bayer,
AstraZeneca, Servier, Bristol Myers Squibb, MSD Oncology, Advanced
Accelerator Applications
Consulting or Advisory Role: Amgen, Roche, Sanofi, Merck, Servier, Pfizer,
Ipsen, Bayer, Eisai, AstraZeneca
Research Funding: Amgen, Roche, Merck, Merck Sharp & Dohme,
AstraZeneca Spain, Sanofi, Bayer, Ipsen, Eisai, Bristol Myers Squibb, Boehringer
Ingelheim
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Roche, Pfizer, Merck, Servier, Amgen,
Ipsen

Alex Teule

Honoraria: Ipsen, Novartis, AAA HealthCare, Pfizer
Consulting or Advisory Role: AAA HealthCare

Juan Valle

Honoraria: Ipsen
Consulting or Advisory Role: Ipsen, Novartis, AstraZeneca, Merck, Agios, Pfizer,
PCI Biotech, Incyte, Keocyt, QED Therapeutics, Pieris Pharmaceuticals,
Genoscience Pharma, Mundipharma EDO GmbH, Wren Laboratories, Nucana,
Servier, Debiopharm Group, Imaging Equipment Limited, Hutchison
MediPharma, Zymeworks, Aptitude Health, Sirtex Medical, Baxter
Speakers’ Bureau: Novartis, Ipsen, Nucana, Imaging Equipment Limited,
Mylan, Incyte
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Nucana, Pfizer, Lilly

Nicholas Reed

Honoraria: Novartis, Ipsen, Eisai, Roche, Lilly
Consulting or Advisory Role: Novartis, Ipsen, Eisai
Speakers’ Bureau: Roche
Research Funding: Novartis, Ipsen, Exelixis, Lilly

Enrique Grande

Honoraria: Pfizer, Bristol Myers Squibb, Ipsen, Roche, Eisai, Eusa Pharma,
MSD, Genzyme, Advanced Accelerator Applications, Novartis, Pierre Fabre,
Lexicon, Celgene, Janssen-Cilag, Astellas Pharma, AstraZeneca, Lilly, EUSA
Pharma
Consulting or Advisory Role: MSD, Pfizer, Ipsen, Roche, Bristol Myers Squibb
Research Funding: Roche, Pfizer, AstraZeneca, Ipsen, Molecular Templates,
Lexicon, Astellas Pharma
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Bristol Myers Squibb, Roche/Genentech,
Pfizer, Janssen-Cilag, Ipsen

Rocio Garcia-Carbonero

Honoraria: Ipsen, Roche, Sanofi, Servier, Novartis, Pfizer, Merck, PharmaMar,
Advanced Accelerator Applications, Bristol Myers Squibb, AstraZeneca, Lilly,

Boehringer Ingelheim, Gilead Sciences, Sysmex, Pierre Fabre, Midatech
Pharma, Advanz Pharma, HMP, Bayer, MSD
Consulting or Advisory Role: Ipsen, Novartis, Pfizer, HMP, Advanced
Accelerator Applications, Bayer, PharmaMar, Merck, MSD, Pierre Fabre
Research Funding: Pfizer, Bristol Myers Squibb, MSD
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Roche, Merck

Paula J Fonseca

Other Relationship: Ipsen

Jorge Hernando

Speakers’ Bureau: Eisai, Ipsen, Roche, Acraf, Advanced Accelerator
Applications
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Ipsen, Novartis, Advanced Accelerator
Applications, Roche, AstraZeneca, Eisai

Francesca Spada

Consulting or Advisory Role: Ipsen, Novartis, Advanced Accelerator
Applications
Speakers’ Bureau: Ipsen, Novartis, Advanced Accelerator Applications
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Ipsen, Novartis, Advanced Accelerator
Applications

Vicente Alonso

Consulting or Advisory Role: Amgen, Sanofi/Regeneron, Ipsen, Servier, Merck
Serono
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Merck Serono, Roche, Novartis, Amgen,
Sanofi/Regeneron, Ipsen, Servier

Alfredo Berruti

Consulting or Advisory Role: Janssen-Cilag, Astellas Pharma, Amgen
Speakers’ Bureau: Janssen-Cilag, Astellas Pharma
Research Funding: Astellas Pharma, Janssen-Cilag
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Janssen-Cilag, Sanofi, Sanofi

Adelaida La Casta

Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Amgen, Roche, MSD Oncology

Sevilla Isabel

Consulting or Advisory Role: Ipsen, Pfizer, Amgen
Speakers’ Bureau: Ipsen, PharmaMar, Sanofi, AAA HealthCare
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Ipsen

Patrizia Kump

Research Funding: Bristol Myers Squibb
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Ipsen

Pablo Gajate

Consulting or Advisory Role: Ipsen, Roche, Eisai
Speakers’ Bureau: IPSEN, Pfizer, Novartis, Eisai
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Ipsen, Pfizer

Ignacio Matos

Speakers’ Bureau: MSD
Research Funding: ESMO

Angela Lamarca

Consulting or Advisory Role: EISAI, Nutricia, Ipsen, QED Therapeutics, Roche
Speakers’ Bureau:Merck, Ipsen, Pfizer, Novartis, Incyte, Advanced Accelerator
Applications
Research Funding: Ipsen, Roche
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Abbott Nutrition, Ipsen, Pfizer, Celgene,
Novartis, Advanced Accelerator Applications, Sirtex Medical, Bayer, Delcath
Systems, Mylan, NanoString Technologies

Toni Ibrahim

Consulting or Advisory Role: EISAI, Novartis, Sanofi
Travel, Accommodations, Expenses: Ipsen, Pharmamar, Novartis

No other potential conflicts of interest were reported.

Journal of Clinical Oncology

Phase II Trial of Lenvatinib in Advanced Gastroenteropancreatic NETs

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

fr
om

 a
sc

op
ub

s.
or

g 
by

 U
ni

ve
rs

it 
de

gl
i S

tu
di

 d
i B

re
sc

ia
 o

n 
Fe

br
ua

ry
 7

, 2
02

5 
fr

om
 0

77
.2

44
.1

83
.2

43
C

op
yr

ig
ht

 ©
 2

02
5 

A
m

er
ic

an
 S

oc
ie

ty
 o

f 
C

lin
ic

al
 O

nc
ol

og
y.

 A
ll 

ri
gh

ts
 r

es
er

ve
d.

 

http://www.asco.org/rwc
http://ascopubs.org/jco/authors/author-center
https://openpaymentsdata.cms.gov/

	Lenvatinib in Patients With Advanced Grade 1/2 Pancreatic and Gastrointestinal Neuroendocrine Tumors: Results of the Phase  ...
	INTRODUCTION
	PATIENTS AND METHODS
	Study Design and Participants
	Procedures
	Outcome Measures
	Statistical Considerations

	RESULTS
	Patient Characteristics
	Efficacy outcomes
	Duration of response
	PFS
	OS
	Safety profile


	DISCUSSION
	REFERENCES
	jcojcoJCOJournal of Clinical Oncology0732-183XWolters Kluwer HealthJCO.20.0336810.1200/JCO.20.03368Original ReportsClinical ...


