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Wl T MG RE o A H s (o ) (A 4) b4 5 s (8 )4 (B 4) fe i rb X 40 (C A1) o s AR 3 445 4 26 4 TLIBT AT
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Abstract: Objective
mission of hepatitis B. Methods A total of 206 pregnant women with chronic hepatitis B and hepatitis B virus(HBV) DNA= 2 x 10° TU/mL

To compare the efficacy and economy of tenofovir dipivoxil and telbivudine in blocking mother —to — child trans-

in the hospital from January 2017 to December 2018 were collected. Antiviral therapy was given at the 24th to 28th week of pregnan-
cy,and withdrawal after delivery. According to the different drugs,the patients were divided into the imported tenofovir dipivoxil group
(group A), domestic tenofovir dipivoxil group(group B),and telbivudine group(group C).The clinical data of these patients and their
newborns were collected to compare the effectiveness of the three groups of antiviral drugs in blocking mother —to — child transmission
of hepatitis B. A retrospective statistical analysis on the costs of patients’ treatment(drugs,examinations and hospitalization)was conducted
to compare the economic benefits of the three groups. Results
B in groups A,B were both 100.00% ,and group C was 98.72%. The reduction of HBV DNA load and negative rate in groups A,B
were significantly better than group C(P < 0.05).The cost — effectiveness ratio(CEA) in groups A, B was both lower than that of

The success rate for blocking mother —to — child transmission of hepatitis

group C,and the incremental cost — effectiveness ratio(ICER) were both negative, indicating both were superior schemes. Group B had
the lowest CEA,and its economy was better than that of group A. Conclusion Tenofovir dipivoxil has a higher success rate in blocking
mother — to — child transmission of hepatitis B and has a better economy. In particular, domestic tenofovir dipivoxil has the lowest cost -
effectiveness ratio,so it is recommended that it be used preferentially in the clinic.
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(2015 HETROMAHE CHB 2 BikRifE" [ HBsAg F1 (%)
HBV DNA FHPES 6 4~ A LL F, Bl HBsAg 1 (5 ) HBV
DNA /5 B4 1 ; HBV DNA=2 x 10° U/ mlL; B A R IR
HBV $k 1259, 24 ~ 28 Z2J& 45 T 85 v 4 5 R sl BF L
REVURBEIRTT s 77 Ja i U R 259, RiFAT RE 7L
I 5 WKL AT HBV DNA D RE 5548 b 5 7 A8 L% bR it
T RIAT S SE, SE N 3 B CBURF R A 14>
H ¥l HBsAg FIHT — HBs, T fiff 00 . 2 F HBV 122
RELIBT ¥ 490 o

HEBRARUE : 5 I 30000 (TR BT 98 A9 25 55 1% Ui 5
HBV DNA <2 x 10° U/mL; K R 5T 75 25 W1i6 97 5
X VAR T IR R bR i B R SR I T R Gk A
SR A 2 R

W RE 5404 . EH 2017 4F 1 1 & 2018 4F 12
TEA R IETH S B EBIRYT K 7 (1% CHB ST R &
& 206 B AR W A RN, S iR
Fg (I CD) 2 (A 4) it 35 s (™) 41 (B 41) Fr
P4l (C 4l) o o A 41 66 f], 471 19.4 ~38.2 % ;
B 4 62 i, 4E 4 19. 6 ~34.3 % ;C 41 78 Bl 4F#% 22. 3 ~
35.9 % .3 4UBHE WP BIARRY IR IRZ R [a] | SR ZT ]
YR A, 22 RIS L (P>0. 05) FEIL 1,

A1 3AEFMTAHLR(X 2 5)

47 S (%) FRRBEE(32R)  ERGeiE(d)
A(n=66) 28.42+3.77 25.68 +1.72 104. 68 + 14. 03
B#(n=62) 27.95+3.32 25.33+2.02 102.20 +13. 92
C2(n=78) 28.69+3.14 24.88 +1.99 105.97 +13.35
F AL 1.54 1.52 0. 64
P 0.21 0.22 0.53
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B2 RLw < KRE>HRAA, BHHHEF
H20153090, ¥iA% A 4% H 300 mg)300 mg, B 445 T & o
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i/ iZ 250 R 2 H ) & (DDD) , DDDs B # K, f#i
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HPL10* o LR 2 R E g ER L (P <0.05), 1
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AST X, 22 ¥ TG 24 X (P >0.05), L3k 4,
3HBERH AL AES 1 RA T 4 A A A HBsAg
BH I 28 BT - HBs BHE 2 F HBV DNA FH 1 28 41 A %f
F, 2SS E X (P>0.05), R 5,1 I,
3 4B HBV BEZEBH W 0y 5L 2 22 43 51 R 100. 00%
100. 00% ,98. 72% , A [A] b3, 22 57 TG 2F 78 L (¢ =
1.65, P=0.44) ;% C 41 1 ) £ 35 B3 LR W7 2 e ok, H:
257 BEL BT 12

A2 3% F ik HBV DNA 3,2 & M 45 &b

HBV DNA £2 (X £ 5,U/nL) HBV DNA A 4%

47 » -
TR (x 10°) & Fu [41(%)]
A#(n=66) 96.53£107.77  6447.59+20705.58 35(53.03)
B#(n=62) 88.74+78.17 6732.43 +13 863.20 33(53.22)
C#(n=78) 101.39+118.29  29045.29+60011.99 25(32.05)
F/yfh 0.16 4.54 8.69
P 0.85 0.01 0.01
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%3 3AMESEERFE HBV DNA & Z iz [#)(% )]

HBY DNA £ (U/nL)
5

x 10° x 10* x 10° x 10°
A#(n=31) 22(70.97) 7(22.58) 2(6.45) 0(0)
B#(n=29) 21(72.41) 7(24.14) 1(3.45) 0(0)
C#(n=53) 14(26.42) 28(52.83) 8(15.09) 3(5.66)
PakES 23.07 10. 50 3.42 3.49
P <0.001 0.005 0.18 0.18

k4 345 ALT & AST ie# (X = 5,U/L)

ALT AST
A — —

JR 2y i A JRZy 5 A7
A#(n=66) 47.93+60.99 20.64+15.38 28.58+20.85 24.11+8.74
BA(n=62) 29.25£23.65 19.52+11.39 25.25+10.18 23.91£6.42
C#4(n=78) 35.20£62.35 17.018.40 27.88+25.12 26.01£9.65
F 1.35 0.73 0.35 0.65
P 0.26 0.48 0.71 0.52
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F= B 3 4% B iR
. 074 N84
REA(R) s EARAGR) AAR(R) D AHRA(R)
Af(n=66) 241875291 135360° IT86° 3083280000 188190° 163"
BA(n=62) 15456000 10380 14.89 2245976.00 150360 14.93
Caln=T8) 156095478 1996 1053 Q077404 BT 1.6

E: 5 Balki, P<0.001,
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il HBsAg et - HBs Tk HBV DNA a5
F1E  TAAW B1E IAMAW ALK TARW
A4(n=66) 000) 0(0) 101.52)  65(98.48)  0(0) 0(0)
Bal(n=62) 1(1.61)  0(0) 1(1.61)  62(100.00)  0(0) 0(0)
Caln=78) 3(3.85) 101.28)  2(2.56)  76(97.44)  1(1.28)  1(1.28)
P 2.83 1.65 0.26 1.59 1.65 .65
Pl 0.24 0.44 0.88 0.45 0.44 0.44
2.2 =&

BE W25, N RS2 AN R RN R AE
T OL L 6, Forf AN RS 34 R 2 1 DLE AR, F B 5
MR 259 6 56 , R WL BE i Je W T8 & A=, iR 4 4k
B 2 AR ROV R & A 15 ), Hoh A 20 3 1) B 41
6 il .C 41 6 i , A UL/ FE A RS .

k6 B3ABERRFHARRERE AR ()

ARER AR
ny BYE #RE ERE AL MY OEK g
fa aE R§ de 4a gy 0 D B
Aaln=66) 2 j 1 5 j 2 I I | 0 0
Baln=6) 1 j I § 4 | 1 | | | |
cala=18) 2 ) 2 6 j | | 3 0 | |

2.3 #HmikEH

2017 -2 2018 4F, 3 41 & 25 4 48 .DDDs FlI
H 34 2% F b D3R 7.k 9% (AL 46 22 40 Bopi A= Lk
) S AEBE B A B) b A WL 35 8.3 4l CEA LI
9.5 C A ILE, A 4171 B 4114 ICER 4350 - 127. 86
F1—273. 82, 1] UL, A 211 B 2 T FE 1 BUAS IR HL AR AR 1Y
fatRle =t AR TS LA C R A i ICER 1
AR R IR E (FEWLE 1) AT WL, A 41 B 40T

A#(n=66) 1766.82+223.77 714.08+91.95 10036.76 +4770.07
B4(n=62) 1575.24+191.03 705.94+101.93 9768.30+4310.59
C#(n=78) 1929.39+279.59 700.71+87.35  9944.58 +4342.62
F1& 16.55 0.16 0.02
P <0.001 0.85 0.98

%9  340EF CEA(FFEMLM R o) F) it

i BRER(L)  RHE(%) CEA ICER
A4(n=66) 150.28 100. 00 17.50 -127.86
B#(n=62) 1563.45 100. 00 15.63 -273.82
C#(n=18) 1913.94 98.72 19.39

AC
B
A
C
AE
A.A#4 B.B4 C.C#4

Bl 34aBEERA-ZRELRE

10 HFmFoGEe /B )5H Ik R HAR TSR
) BB EE CEA B kE ICER
i) . X
(Fw/BF) CEA (kw/BF)

0 17.50/15. 63 19.39 -127.86/ -273.82
-10% 15.75/14.07 17.45 ~114.98/ - 246. 44
-20% 14.00/12. 51 15.51 -102.21/ -219.06
-30% 12.25/10.94 13.57 -89.43/-191.30
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Fil,{H HBeAg FH%4:, H HBV DNA #8515 A 4 F
TR AR TR ZEBH B, H - £ &Y HBV Rk
CHB PIMER I8 5 A W B HBV (1 BAL % 5
2104 HBV DNA /K- R UIAE G , 4 HBV DNA >
10° U/mL B, £ 4% % 4 43% ; HBV DNA < 10° U/mL
B, 1% 4% R 0] [ & 30% ; 4 HBV DNA < 10* U/mlL
W L1 R SR 6% LA TR -7 K, X & HBV
DNA i (942 1025 7438 MO 28 245 W) AR 2 i 2 1
PRGNS

2014 4F B dm 5 I o 4K 1 24 B B R
SRt T CHB A PUR BEIRIT AR A R R, B
VA B ER R I HBV DNA #8008 17 80 35, 5 SCiik [ 2]
(B — 30, H A1 45 35 R 9 HBV DNA % B3 L L
FoE BETHE R RRALR L A HBV DNA 2
HAATMEE 10° U/mL X UIT, KEBS A 10° U/mL;
e E 4l HBV DNA #K DA 10° U/mL N3, H 24 3
A 10°U/mLo AR L HBV DNA 24K F10°U/mL
I, I & B R ST SR BR AR VR e, LT A
KA HBV BREAEHE ) 229697 J5 , HBV DNA #8847
T 10° U/mL 5 A 201 B 20 £ %2 BH. 0B i o %k
100. 00% , 1l HBV DNA #%5A 3 44|24 10°U/mL 1) C 41
A1 GBI, BEEh R Ny 98. 72% , 5 3CHR[2, 9141
(BT 4 584 100. 00% )4 X 1] AHEGE H, 522 BB
A )T, 22 5 EOICGE T2 2 S, {H 4R BH B 2R i
R R BE N S5 I ARG T A 122 1 HAT IR

B PR R E MR AR iR HBV 2L BH W7
25 () R S5k 38 45t o - ) AR i I A e Rk Bkt
SR ORI AL 22 A, AR T 5 TR R BL I A e R A
M2 25 (13X 2 Fr2i P F T HBV £ 22 BH B iy 28
T I 1 A WL G o AR 98 45 R BN BRI AR T TR L
B LR F I A A AR R T, e R [ P 4
TEGEH B i ) B P, BPAA B AR 4 2 i A 580 (BT
13k 100. 00% ) , 2 B L 5 1 28 0 M (24 5 2 F i
I L CEA HcA%) AR HIEAE 2019 4E 7 A 1 H Wb 1R
P 2 [ G L 424 it A v R e A AR AR S B
v 13 TR A0S IR T B (96. 04% ) , T3S G HEFE I
IRASE

AHIEFE by 1B 53 B, 95 B Ab , L R 1 [
FRZG 25 50 A3 R A T 24 ) ] B iy e A 45 4, R xof
B FOp A LA T KW AB BR R T, B — i R BR %
{HXT HBV J8% i 4 U 100 58 35 1A 7 B S22 B BT 1) 25 1 e 4
REEE L =ib] (o) e

25 iR  HBV B (1) 08 B 109 58 35 1464 7Rk 2 BELIBT

96

25 T F 10 B R A A S T X R U T AR, BHL
I A 100. 00% , 0T LR e, HLIE 8 4 5 Tk
BABRETEE S B, B4 T IR SR I
FE AR FERG YT, BERE DR IEA R, MR 8
A ERY S
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