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Tub. 1 The rocent antvicol cffest in the two groups

HHuAg HBcAg
4r RiER B Bt X BA Rtk ) BA%E g ¥ [ Shed
Group Pesitive caues Megative cascs MNegative rate Pusitive cascs Megative cuscs Negotive rote
Frif 2T
TN 27 4 14. 80 26 11 42,3
Treatinielit graup .
0
R 27 0 ] 27 3 11.1
Control group
DNAP HBV-DMA
H R4 1 A4 B4 RITL B 2 2z gullE 73 BAsgz
Group Pegitive cascs Megative cuscs Megative rate Positive cascs MNegalive cuscs MNcgative rate
TR En 7 3 42.9 16 9 56. 2
Treatmenl groap
O .
HRACD 9 3 33.3 23 3 13. 0
Comral group
s WRITAAR A SR R HAP <0, 01D o, 35 PRI H (P<20. 05)

b, Comparing of neganve rate botween teatment and comral grouplP<70, 1) " Coampaaring in the two groups (p<?0. 05)

4 UL, 3T 40 HBY 45 ST 5 4T 1 5% 54 %5 F 31420 , H o HBeAg J HBV-DNA P8
L} Blsk 42. 3% B 56. 2%, S5t IRLA AT b B 584 L ¥ E Y (P<<0.01), 344 4 5| HBsAg
5% A% 14. 8% , 57 M0 3 Hb (0 R AT 503128 18 L (P<T0. 05) . FH 1% K — il 11-HBs 5%
M . 45-HBe 3597 40 5 04 W43 B0 47 6 1 % 3 4%,
1.2 EMVURBREME,  EFTM 27 Bl 18 PTG REE 2 FEEME g
7THL,—4E T8, —EL L EE B, IR 27 flR 19 FIHEITRIE 6~12 M AEEWE, )
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B W5 T 40 45 W HBY $54R M SR 21 2 F 2 B4 , 1 HBeAg BIFE 353K 52. 9%, 53¢
HEART L B fiseit s BB X AP<T0. 05),HBsAg {1 2 BT EA§% , P40 X 76 — Hl AL 1K -HBs,
$-HBe TERTASAHRME 4 6 F K% 2 HISEHI.
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Tub. 2 The folowed-up antiviral effoet it the 1wo groups

HisAg HEcAg
i RML R 2k 2t A BAFeaH RIL B ERSEP B B .
Croup Positive cages  Megative cascs Negative rate Positive cases MNegittive coses Negative rate
BEAUS 18 2 11.1 17 ] 52.9"
Treatment group
HRAUD 19 0 0 19 3 15. 8
Contral group
DNAP HBV-DNA
gl RITEH % BA 5% B BATER RItLE R k357 (ST
Group Pouitive cuscs Nogative cpses  Negative rate Positive cases MNegitive coses MNegative rote
HTAUS 5 2 40,0 4 4 44. 4
Treatment group
THEEH 19
9 3 33.3 19 4 21.0
Cantral group

JENETTHEBRE SRR H.(P<0.05) * Compuring of ncgative rate between trcatment and comral group (p<<0. 05)

231 FRIBRSRENE
Tab. 3 The recont synthetical antiviral effect in the 1wo groups

Sy 3+ 2+ 1+ ot EJSER

Group 3 posilive 2 pasitive 1 umitive Whole negative Whole negolive rae
IBIFEH2T) I Bl Pre-treatment 5 12 10 0 33, 39
Treatment group 35 Post-treaiment 1 9 8 e
ITBYEH2T) & HI Pre-wreutment 9 14 4 1} 5. 7%
Control group {5 TS Past-treatment 3 10 8 1 e

BERTA BT AL AR E A 2 VT T EMA .58 33. 3% % 3. 7%, 3
Bt b & X (P<0. 01,
2.2 EMECIUREERE . TERE 4,

HRAYH ERGSIUREAR, f’a‘rﬂémﬁuﬂmﬂ:lﬂﬁfﬂ 43 AN 44.4% X 0%, 3 !
RSt $ L EELER P E<0.01),
3 [FThRERG I (L ALT i)
3.1 ST ISTTRTS XU TE ALT26 $4, H P35S ALT {53 25 14 5] (53. 8%,
3.2 FEEAH WRITHVG SE4E 22 4], HP iR e ALT {8 7 & 1 (36. 1%,

PR E It AR L EFER(P>0.05),
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Tab 4 The followed- up synthetical antiviral effect in Two groups

i 3+ 2+ 1+ 2R L HAX
Qroup 3 pouitive 2 pasilive 1 positive Whole negaiive Whole negaiive rale
Sfr|as {41 Pre-treatment 3 8 7 h4%
Treatment group  §8$% Followed-up 2 1 4 I
N
RfMEMED)  F4#T Pro-treatment 8 g 1 0 056
Coatrol group B ¥E Fallowed-up 3 13 3 )] ’
i BEIER

FAHE—ERONRM PSR ERRZE. ST ABT AR REME BUN L8
b, BT G R I AT,

12

BZFNF T ELAMNESE G AFEANAE I ERR AT AHEY
XE-TEHBTRHRE. SEREHRCAA LR AEYE TR . RER K .14
RUHR MM E T, WA RS FRESTRBRTRS AR KR
K. RNFRELRT LTRSS TUR AR Z HDUR S AR TG HBY F MR M5y
Bk 31, 8% R 37. 5L AR LR, HT #—HRETFH MR HBIG, B BT . F
WREHAB T, TR BBV F 15452 A% 141, 1% \HBeAg & HBV-DNA i . i HAA 3R
ik 4020 LA b ¥ T X3 M A L 4 4 WBsAg A%, ST HBsaAg 2 BIRHSE . KA EBIK,
BB IUR B R '

BRI TREEHER . I RZIFNA S YT AN RACL R SES TR Y+ RA
BAREBRNFEHMIETH RN E, . ARERSEAOERAZTRERE N R LAY
FTHE U T2 W 15 0 A BT LB 29T 3 L SR ™, Z B A4 XU DNA JE e A
AURE , TENF 20 B F B ST AR B MR NE A, SR B FE kO RNA, B LR R0 DNA #1138 40 SRR
DNA, MM RN M 5. EWIEW  TFHRR T EFFETER L RNA AN 8 K DNA
F L ESER TR E LGN EMEBENHEEOGVP) MWE%E {5 B RNA(mRNA)
PR R EG NS ZANER S . 7 HBV BRE I A AE B AR FE Uk B S 5 I I, 1 g
B LR =B LR S 1T, 38 AR5 % DNAL G| DNA U 00 4 DNAP 554, iR It 2
AEREAE . BT AR, B4 B2 X EHRER . BRI . 68 HBV ShigieH
Fah 31. 8 44R &S 37. 5%, (B AWM FMIRM Z M AE, LA HBIG, EF S . FHE
ZETRR G IATT - U AANAR PSR ERAE L LU SRDUR XA . ME ML HBIG E—FAH®
BT E e R Z DU . I FZ 0B SR EIMNEM R R e BT
eSS MR RGBT, AR T i 3 f5 3 . 3 f7 HLETHBIG & HBsag B E &4 . 4 & 5
B 40 M R T 52 A, (B 2t Sl Bh Yk T ANARYE R, 7R F B AL B . B IR E S R R R
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Observation on the Antiviral Effect of HBIG, Acyclovir

and Interferon Combining Treatiment in Chronic Hepatitis B
Huang Huafang Xiong Kaijun Zeng Linglan & of
{Luten ITuspilal , Tongi Melood Universidy , Wulan 4300225

This paper repuried the aniiviral effect in 54 cases of chronic hepatits By, who were serum HBV
replication mark puositive. It was divided into two groups; the treatment group and the control group in
27 cases respectively. In the treament group, acyclovir was used according to 25— 20mg/kg/d in the
first week, then became to 17— 15mg/kg/d for 53 days intravenously ; interferon was 1 X 10°U im
3/w For 4 weeks, then became to 1 X 10°0U im 2/w for 6 weeks; HBIG was 400U im god for 10
weeks, It was only treated with canmon protective hepatic-drugs in the control group, 18 cases in the
treatment group and 1Y cases in the cuntro! group had been followed-up half to two years, The result
showed that the negative rate of HBeAg and HBY DNA in the recent and followed-up time reached
409% , which was remarkable higher than the cuntrol group(P<Z0. 05~0. 01). 4 and 2 cases with
HBsAg became negative in the reatment group of different period, and nune in the control group. The
recent and followed-up synthetica! antiviral effect had observed that the whole negative rate in the
treatment group was 33. 3% and 44. 4%, but unly 3. 7% and 0% in the control group (P=0. 013,
There was no side effect in the reatment group. To sum up, we observed that three drugs combining
treatment had better antiviral effect. Disscussion and comparison of the whole negative rates had been
made. Acyclovir alone was 31. 82{, acycluvir combining with interferon was 37. 5%, and now it is
higher, 44. 4%. The tesult is good and the problem wust be further study.
Key words HBIG, Acyclovir, Interferon,Chrunic hepatitis B, Antiviral effect
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