- 1168 - Hasgaatz Drug Evaluation Research FE40EFEH] 2019F6 8

AMIKEBEIKE alb T FRIGTT /LE EBRE BRI

JEAAL, AR
L IS AR LB TR Bl 528200

W OE:. B WETEFEREABS olb FHLRIGTLE EBR R MSUIR . FiE B 1T R X A4 R BT 2015 4F 1
H—20184F 12 A 1) 80 4 EB Jpi 8¢ & e /8 L, IRABFENLE 7R %, WA BIL AMEA 456D R4l s,
PR ) LG THURGE . AMEAEXRAEIR ST, AT RRAAAE SRV I 2 Al B 45 T alb TH0E, MG LEXT RRZE LAl b in FH TR Pk
EE. W EEFA D LRIEIT RO . I RRIR R A . EB-DNA BRI, HOLIA YT RS BT bk 40 30 BE K K G 9T i
PR G5R M EA TR NT.8%, WHRLALIN82.2%, MEAMEAMFEER THIEL (P<0.05). Wl
FR AT T BA R () o R L5 YR SR I R) . WS AARAAE Y S B ) SR TR AR LA PR R AR I I [R) 4 R AR T IR AL (P<<0.05) . TRYT
JG, WALE LI CD4". CD4"/CD8 &% - 7t, CD8 RE T (P<0.05); H ML ZEA Wi & 53 I T X4l (P<<0.05);
W22 [f) EB-DNA ¥ [ % 0 3 T3 AL (P<<0.05). WALIRIT P AN R BRI LS 5. 8518 5
olb FHRFEAMLL, WHEKREARKA alb T RIAIT ILE EBIREH R ZAH R, A48 58 LIG RO IR SCE R (], 38 s f 5%
K )L R ThRE o

XHEIR: alb TR WMEREA: JLEEBRE: TG REThEE

FESES: R6Y KRR : A XERS: 1674-6376 (2019) 06-1168-04

DOI: 10.7501/j.issn.1674-6376.2019.06.021

Analysis of alb interferon combined with gamma globulin in treatment of
children with EB virus infection

TANG Canquan, DENG Wanjun
Department of Paediatrics, Foshan Nanhai District Maternal and Child Health Hospital, Foshan 528200, China

Abstract: Objective To investigate the efficacy of alb interferon combined with gamma globulin in treatment of children with EB
virus infection. Methods 80 cases with EB virus infection from Jan. 2015 to Dec. 2018 in our hospital were chosen, who were
divided to the observation group (45 cases) and control group (45 cases) according to random number table method. The children in
two groups were given anti-infection, fluid and other symptomatic treatment, the control group were given atomized inhalation of
alpha 1b interferon on the base of symptomatic treatment, the treatment effect, clinical symptom improvement time, EB-DNA
conversion rate, T lymphocyte subsets and adverse reactions before and after treatment in two groups were compared. Results The
total efficacy of observation group was higher than control group, the hypothermia time, lymph node regression time, pharyngeal
signs disappearance time, and abnormal lymphocyte recovery time were all significantly lower than control group, the CD4'. CD4"/
CDS8" of two groups were obvious higher, the CD8" were obvious lower, and the changes of observation group were significantly
higher than that of control group, the EB-DNA overcast rate of observation group was higher than control group, the adverse
reaction of two groups had no significant difference. Conclusion Compared withalb interferon interferon alone, alb interferon
combined with gamma globulin was safe and effective in treatment of EB virus infection in children, which could shorten the
clinical symptoms improvement time, improve the rate of negative conversion and immune function of children.
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Table 1 Comparison on general information between two groups

51 /451 B R IE R/
5 /5 W/
o n/hl 5 I R o MR WEg MREEMNC W
papiiet 45 25 20 6.0£1.5 7 7 5 11 15
W5 45 26 19 5.8+1.3 9 7 5 9 15
1.2 7% A R =R RO 1A 4451 8

NN PIR O W E N = DU R
BT . AR B LG TEAN TR alb E 4
0 CE 25 17 S20040040 , A6 5 = Jo i K 25\ i
PR 2y &, BLHS 20 pg:0.5 mL, 4= 77 ik 5 : 20140412,
20160513.20170909.20181104) , ¥ 30~50 pg alb
TR EFBIAT I P, R LR ES 1
W52 41 A ) HEZH Bl b 5 RS 3 B N e R B
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1.3.3 X EL 296 97 U )5 () EB-DNA %% [J1 % [ 76
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FhEHR )L 28 JE B Bk I 5 mL , FH %¢ % 2 & PCR Rl
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SR FH e 2 L (SRS N0 5 ) L) T bk B8 45 44 ff T 7
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SN
14 Zit=EiE*
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2 $#FR
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M8 A S8 A RCR N 97.8%, X IR 4K 82.2%,
WS I B A R E s T A (P<0.05) .
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Table2 Comparison on clinical efficacy between two groups

MRl BRUB WM BRUB RE R %
W 45 27 10 8 82.2
W 45 40 4 1 97.8"

53 AL " P<<0.05
“P < 0.05 vs control group

BAAAE 1 R B TR S 280 9k B 4 B K A2 O I (] 2
FRT B (P<0.05). WHE3.
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YEIT R, 4L 8 LK) CD4'.CD8 . CD4'/CD8 %
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AR T 2B AR T B 4H (P<<0.05) 5 WY 22 4H 1) EB-
DNA % B 2% 8.2 T X R ZH (P<<0.05) . L3R 4.
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Table 3 Comparison on disappearance time of clinical signs between two groups

A n/fl PRI B[R] /d RS RIS TR/ WA SRR SRl /A S TR b EL A B R R IE R TR/
X HE 45 3.741.0 43+1.0 4.8+1.3 6.8+1.8
P = 45 2.8+0.7" 2.5+0.7" 3.9+1.2 5.8+1.3"

XA " P<<0.05

“P < 0.05 vs control group
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Table 4 Comparison on T lymphocyte subsets and EB-DNA negative conversion rates before and after treatment between

two groups
s . CD4 /% CD8 /% CD4'/CD8§" EB-DNA #%[]
YRIT BT IS VYT i BTG YRIT I bEERdE] /%
X HeE 45 15.9+4.1 29.7+4.8° 58.7+12.5 35.849.27 0.3£0.1 0.8+0.2" 64.4
UK = 45 15.343.4 32.9+4.9" 59.3+11.0 31.8+8.7" 0.3+0.1 1.0£0.27 88.9¢

SEAEIT T " P<0.05; 5 X RALVG YT )5 LA :*P<<0.05

*P < 0.05 vs same group before treatment; P < 0.05 vs control group after treatment
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