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T B H(89.47% Y 65.00%,41. 67% Y 19.15%,P < 0.05) ;78 55 24 A Js , % k% it F o B4 F F 41 HBeAg( - ) Fo
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Comparison of Early Clinical Efficacy and Safety of Tenofovir Amibufenamide Versus

Entecavir in the Treatment of Chronic Hepatitis B

MA Haiyan ,HAO Peng,PAN Dan,JIAO Yajun,DOU Nina

(Hebei Petrochina Central Hospital ,Langfang .Hebei,China  065900)
Abstract: Objective To compare the early efficacy and safety of tenofovir amibufenamide versus entecavir in the treatment of
chronic hepatitis B (CHB). Methods A total of 142 CHB patients admitted to the outpatient department of the hospital from
November 2021 to May 2023 were selected and divided into the entecavir group (87 cases) and the tenofovir amibufenamide
group (55 cases) according to different treatment plans. Based on whether they were negative or positive for hepatitis Be antigen
(HBeAg) , the patients in the two groups were further divided into the HBeAg ( — ) subgroups and the HBeAg ( + ) subgroups. In
HBeAg ( - ) subgroups, there were 40 cases in the entecavir group and 19 cases in the tenofovir amibufenamide group,
respectively. The patients in the entecavir group received entecavir, while patients in the tenofovir amibufenamide group received
tenofovir amibufenamide. Both groups were treated continuously for 24 weeks. Results After 12 weeks of treatment, the response
rates of hepatitis B virus (HBV) DNA in patients with HBeAg ( - ) and HBeAg ( + ) in the tenofovir amibufenamide group
were significantly higher than those in the entecavir group (89.47% wvs. 65.00%,41.67% vs. 19.15%,P < 0.05). After 24 weeks
of treatment, the HBV DNA response rates in patients with HBeAg ( — ) and HBeAg ( + ) were comparable between the
tenofovir amibufenamide group and the entecavir group (89.47% wvs. 80.00%,58.33% uvs. 48.94%,P > 0.05). After treatment, the
HBeAg seroconversion rates in the tenofovir amibufenamide group and entecavir group were 2.78% (1 / 36) and 8.51% (4 / 47),
respectively. After 12 and 24 weeks of treatment, the recovery rates of alanine aminotransferase were comparable in patients with
HBeAg ( - ) and HBeAg ( + ) in the tenofovir amibufenamide group and entecavir group (P > 0.05). After 12 weeks of
treatment, the creatinine levels of patients with HBeAg ( — ) in the tenofovir amibufenamide group were significantly higher than

those in the entecavir group (P < 0.05),but both were within the normal range. After 24 weeks of treatment,the creatinine levels in
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the two groups were comparable (P > 0.05). After 12 and 24 weeks of treatment, the liver and kidney function indicators such as

total bilirubin, blood urea nitrogen, and uric acid in patients with HBeAg ( — ) and HBeAg ( + ) were comparable between the

tenofovir amibufenamide group and the entecavir group (P > 0.05). The lipid indicators such as total cholesterol, triglycerides,high —

density lipoprotein cholesterol, and low — density lipoprotein cholesterol in patients with HBeAg ( + ) were comparable between

the tenofovir amibufenamide group and the entecavir group (P > 0.05). The incidence of adverse reactions was comparable between

the tenofovir amibufenamide group and the entecavir group (12.73% wvs. 10.34%,P > 0.05). Conclusion Tenofovir amibufenamide

has higher early antiviral ability,faster onset of action,and its efficacy and safety are comparable to entecavir.
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Tab.1 Comparison of HBeAg ( + ) patients’ general data

between the two groups

74 LAREREAM=36) BHFHEAG=4) YIZNE PH
E#MP,P,), 5] 41(35,5) 43(36,54) 0.381 0.704
BAH(%)] 7 19(52.78) 28(59.57)

* 17(47.22) 19(40.43) L
HBY DNALM(P,, P, ) JolU/mL]  4.15(1.30,8.65)  7.45(6.58,8.04) - 1.908 0.056
ATLUM(P,P) U/ L] 48.0(36.0,90.5) 69(45,137) 1366 0.172
TBILLM(Pyg, P ), ol /1] 17.88(11.04,24.37)  21.06(15.05,26.18) - 1.354 0176
Crl(X £5,pmol /1) 69.04218.37 65.28:14.42 0.911 0.366
BUNCM(P,,,P.,),mmol /] 4.90(3.85,5.80)  450(3.70,6.08)  -0.05¢ 0.957
UA(K 5, umol /L) 3.7+ 74.37 0.49:76.97  -0.388 0.69
TC(X 5, mmol /1) 4.90£0.35 4.35£0.92 153 0.135
T6(X 5,mmol /1) 1.14£0.27 123046 -0.467 0.64
HDL - C(X £, mmol /1) 114£0.21 1.080.31 0.497 0.62
LDL - C(X 5, mmol /1) 2.93£0.61 2.5640.63 1397 0171

=2 WHHBeAg( - )EBE—MABILE
Tab.2 Comparison of HBeAg ( — ) patients’ general data

between the two groups

AR LARERFAM=19) BEFHEAG=40) pPIZ0E PE
E8(N1s,) 53210 4710 1653 0.105
AL (%)] 3 s(4.11) 26(65.00)

% 11(57.9) 14(35.00) L3
HBY DNA(X 5, lo1U /mL) 2.92+1.38 3874188 -L102 0.8
ATLM(P,,P) U/ L] 20(16,49) 56.0023.5,119.5) - 1446 0.148
TBILLM(P,, P}, pmol /L] 17.03(14.08,19.63)  18.02(14.82,26.78)  -0.3%  0.693
X 25/ WPy, Py) ool /1] TL4£2L99  63.60(55.93,71.50) - 1754 0.079
BUN(Y £ 5,mmol /1) 4.86+1.35 452£1.19 0686 0.49

UALM(P,,Pog) 1 X £, pmol /]
TCM(P,P) X 2 5,mmol /1]

357.00311.1,387.9)
4.16(3.96,5.86)

334.77+88.08 -0.72 0,471
432129 -0.273 0785

6T 5/ M(Py,P,),mmol /1] 1.19£0.16 LO0.7,1.65)  -0.649 0.517
HDL - C(X £ 5, mmol /1. 1.20£0.26 1.18+0.39 0.108  0.915
LDL = C(X & 5,mmol /1) 2.81£0.90 2.45+0.90 0.738  0.467
1.2 #i&
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1.3 MZIEHR
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WEIFRLFE AR : DN AR AT B (ALT) &%
R IE FE R A5 24 2 (AASLD) AR, ALT IE# I
FROULN) B <35 U/ L, &t <25 U/ L; 2) ML 24 0
%05k HBeAg # B F A 85, T 115 o L5 3) I D,
45 S AHZLE (TBIL) JLEF(Cr) (/R 2R & (BUN) JR IR
(UA) ;4) 1l fg A8 4k, 60 45 508 & B (TC) | H il — Fg
(TG) 1= % BE fR A IR [E B2 (HDL - C) IR B AR & 1A
JHFE E (LDL - C) o

AR A0SR Sk 2 SO B,
BRE A THE 1 R A L.
1.4 SitZ4E

KHISPSS 25. 0 Ge it 304 At o T HECTERH A (%)
TR AT R 5 75 A O 25 20 A 59 11 12 B8R DL AP 47 3
(DU L) [M(Pys, Prs) 1R AT RRFIRG B6 5 45 A 1E 2
AR IR PRI LA X + s FoR AT MK P < 0. 05 2%
SAGIFE L,
2 R

I35 27 285 5 1T, SOOK B i A 15 4117 HBeAg %
BN 2.78% (117 36) , B K45 419 HBeAg % 1% hy
8.51%(4/47) ARG NFKIERS,

=3 WHEBEEHBV DNAMEREE[6](%)]

Tab.3 HBV DNA response rate of patients between the two
groups [case (%) ]

K5 FHAHBeAg( +)EBEREIBSIRLEIX £5/M(P, P,) ]
Tab.5 Comparison of liver and kidney function indicators of

HBeAg ( + ) patients between the two groups [X = s / M(P,,P,,)]

i A SRBERFAG=30) BEFHEAN=4) /ZE PH

TBiL(pmol /L) 12 16.44 +5.89 16.94(13.38,21.51) - 0.689 0.491
MR 15.56 +4.10 15.75(12.64,23.21)  -0.586 0.558
Cr(pmol /L) 127 64.35+12. 64 64.71+12.83 -0.087 0.931
MR 64.80+15. 1 66.90£15.37  -0.351 0.728
BUN(mmol /1) 127 475176 4.85(3.68,6.28)  -0.816 0.414
MR 5.70£2.02 4.65(3.95,5.80)  -0.299 0.765

UA(pmol /L) 12/ 315.8(277.1,357.5) 343.18+64.94 - 1.351 0.177
1R 299.58 +69. 02 333.89£62.37 - 1.437 0.158

®6 WHHBeAg( - ) BEITEEIEIRLE[M(P,,,P,,) /X 5]

Tab. 6 Comparison of liver and kidney function indicators of
HBeAg ( — ) patients between the two groups [M(P,,P,,) / X = s]

## AR LAREREAGM=19) RHEFHAGL=4) /I PR

TBiL(pmol /L) 12/ 17.00(15.97,23.88) 18.0£6.08 -0.801 0.423
AR 22.39+8.03 18.50(15.25,24.00) -0.561 0.575

Cr(pmol /1) 127 76.63+17.55 63.41+10.71 2,652 0.012
1R 05.50 11,11 63.57+10.45 0.304 0.763
BUN(mmol /L) 12/ 4.51+1.58 4.74£1.36 -0.39 0.695
1R 4.03£0.97 4.7(3.8,5.3) -1.125 0.261

UA(pmol /1) 127 379.99 +96. 62 328.65 +60. 24 1.848 0.073
1R 305.7+6.5 321.9(273.9,379.3)  -0.273 0.785

*7 WHHBeAg( +)BEMIEIEIRLE[X x5/ M(P,,P,,),
mmol / L]

Tab.7 Comparison of blood lipids indicators of HBeAg ( + )

patients between the two groups [X = s / M(P,,P,5),mmol / L]

B AR TARERRAG=36)  BEFEan=4) JIE  PH

. HBeAg( +) HBeAg( -)
BRLRAE ARURAE BFLAE ERUAE
YRKHEREL  15(41.67)  21(58.33)  17(89.47)  17(89.47)
AHFHA 9(19.15)  23(48.94)  26(65.00)  32(80.00)
i 5.029 0.723 3.904 0.286
Pi4 0.025 0. 395 0.048 0.593

1C 1271 5.46£1.32 5.00+0.75 0.615 0.566
UR 4.84£0.92 4.80+1.18 0.055 0.958
16 127 1.16+0.52 1.41+0.57 -0.536 0.615
UR 1.05+0.17 1.67+0.65 -1.563 0.152
HDL-C 12 1.29+0.42 1.27+0.25 0.0810.939
UR 1.01+0.10 1.0400.92,1.12)  -0.307 0.759
LDL-C 121 3.43:1.79 2.93+0.64 0.599 0.575
UR 3.32:0.72 3.00+1.09 0.469  0.650

F4 FWABEALTEEXLRI6](%)]

Tab.4 ALT recovery rate of patients between the two groups
[case (%) ]

*8 MABREIFARRMREBRILE[F](%)]
Tab.8 Comparison of the incidence of adverse reactions between

the two groups [case (%) ]

Lkl %% BB Rl paHEats At

s HBeAg( +) HBeAg( - )
BH12AE BRUAE BT 12AE BRARAE
YRRHEREA  26072.22)  32(88.89)  15(78.95)  17(89.47)
BHFHA 32(68.09)  40(85.11)  33(82.50)  38(95.00)
Y 0. 166 0.254 0.362 0.622
P 0. 684 0.614 0. 548 0.430
3 itig

77 CHB 1 H An 2 A 2am il HBV S i, w3t 4

LAREREAM=5)  1(1.82) 1(1.82) 3(5.49) 23.64) 701273
BAFHA(n=87) 3(3.45) 22.30)  4(4.60) 0(0) 9(10.34)
Peit 0. 191
261 0. 662

i, IR T, O A T R 10 M HRT, NAs 2R
L) HAT R SRR A RN EE AL, #Z
JOE T R 12 SR A Vi A T T o I M TR AL i 24
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B e XU, A ) A T FH AR 25
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WK 58. 33% Fl1 48. 94% , ALT & H %4y %1 4y 88. 89% I
85.11%, HBeAg( — ) 34 Il 74 HBV DNA L & 2R 43 3
89.47% F 80.00%, ALT & & 2 4y 5l h 89.47% F
95. 00% , ¥ T I PRI B Lo, 3 mT B 511G R AR
HA T 254 5 697 12 /e, KRB 4 35 41
HBeAg( + ) Fll HBeAg( — ) /3% ) HBV DNA L & %1
BEBTEEEFEHP<0.05), FWLKBEIEET M
Pos w4 AR A, S B e R TR R
F5 XAl RE R TR BE W mB kit izl T
HI 2540 AT SRR s, 38 & T LR i v I R 25 W 1
IR 8 R P o LR 27 I 25 T, AR AR 9 v SOK B i
15 41 BB R B 4L R 1) HBeAg 55 B %43 5 o0
2.78% 8. 51%, £ EH T %M 58 h iR yr a0, i AS
JE DL AR 2 BRI T 2 B

CHB BB PUREEIR YT 2590 1) B Dy RE 451107 AU 2
I R AR 7 SCFE R )R, 0 R B R 1 5 R 1 B /NS
G- S AR ST A R BOR IRIT 12 R, SOKER R R
T4l HBeAg( - EEN CriB & FRERF41(P<0.05),
R4 78 IE H (E Y0 LN 5 3697 24 RS PRALER S B9 Co M
(P >0.05) MIEEI, B /NEBAGFE IR B, IR E A
b Cr A3 B /NERE 5 R BE T L & B CHB H 3 (1 74
B TR AT AR 5 TR A 2 ) B 3 IR OK B AR
F5 kA BB, R & T, AN R R AR S R
BRTFANY RSO 5 1 B e Pk A .

CHB B & PO TR IR 7 1] & L% 1 g 574 [ A,
SR AR R A DT AR SR S R B R IR 12 4
Ja , FOKRB AR B A A B R 5 HBeAg( + ) B 1Y 1ML
J&45 %% TC, TG, HDL - C,LDL — C ## 32 /Mg 7
HPI A 22 A2 (P > 0.05) 3 1A8)7T 24 JH e, & 9 1M,
EFEFR S B 22 S A2 (P > 0. 05) o 26 B 3K BR AR
F5 AT CHB ZE LG 77 1114 42 4 R AT .
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