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Relationship Between HBV — DNA and HBsAg, Aspartate Aminotransferase and Alanine Aminotransferase in Chronic Hepatitis B Patients

with Positive e Antigen.
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Abstract Objective To study the relationship between hepatitis B virus DNA ( HBV — DNA) and HBsAg, alanine aminotrans-
ferase (ALT) and aspartate aminotransferase( AST) in chronic hepatitis B patients with positive e antigen. Methods HBV - DNA, HB-
sAg, ALT and AST levels of 319 chronic hepatitis B patients with positive e antigen were detected by realtime — PCR, time — resolved flu-
oroimmunoassay (TRFIA) and auto biochemistry analyzer respectively. The data was analyzed by SPSS software. Results There was
some correlation (r=0.514, P <0.001) between HBV — DNA and HBsAg levels, while there was no correlation between HBV — DNA
and ALT levels. In the patients with normal ALT levels, the correlation between HBV — DNA and HBsAg was much better (r =0. 535,
P <0.001). Conclusion There was correlation between HBV — DNA and HBsAg levels in chronic hepatitis B patients with positive e
antigen.
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