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Contrastive Analysis of Antiviral Effects of Adefovir Dipivoxil Tablets Combined with Lamivudine Treating Hepatitis B Patients Compared
with Pure Entecavir Tablets. ~ Chen Kaige, Liang Minyan. Pharmacy Department of The Third People's Hospital of Wuzhou, Guangxi
543000, China

Abstract Objective Discuss the contrast of antiviral effects of applying adefovir dipivoxil tablets combined with lamivudine to treat
hepatitis B patients, compared with pure entecavir tablets application. Methods Totally 136 hepatitis B patients admitted to our hospital
during January, 2011 to January, 2012 were selected and divided randomly into a comparison group of 66 patients and an observation
group of 70 patients. The combined treatment of adefovir dipivoxil tablets with lamivudine was applied on the comparison group, and the
pure treatment of entecavir tablets was applied on the observation group. We observed the liver function and the changes of hepatitis B vi-
rus marker of both groups and then made a comparison and analysis. Results Within 12 months and 24 months after treatment, the ALT
recovery rate, negative conversion ratio of HBV — DNA and conversion rate of HBeAg — HBeAb of the observation group are all better than
those of the comparison group, with a difference of statistical meaning (P <0.01). The total response rate of the observation group within
12 months after the treatment is 77. 1% , and 84.3% within 24 months, both evidently better than those of the comparison group, with a

statistical meaning (P <0.01). Conclusion Treating hepatitis B patients with pure entecavir tablets can eliminate hepatitis B virus more

effectively, improve the clinical symptoms and signs of patients, ensuring a definite clinical efficacy.
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