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Cost-effectiveness analysis of different drugs in patients with chronic hepatitis B

ZHANG Yafeng, WANG Peng
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Abstract: Objective To analysis the cost-effectiveness analysis of different drugs in patients with chronic hepatitis B.Methods 84
patients with chronic hepatitis B were randomly divided into Entecavir (ETV) group with 40 cases and Adefovir dipivoxil (ADV)
group with 44 cases, and pharmacoeconomic analysis of cost effectiveness (C/E) were conducted. Results ALT complex rate, HBV-
DNA negative rate and HBeAg negative rate after 12 months treatment of the ETV group were 100.0%, 77.5% and 30.0%, and of
the ADV group were 100.0%, 59.1% and 13.6%, the HBV-DNA negative rate and HBeAg negative rate between the two groups
were statistical significant (P < 0.05). The C/E of ALT complex rate, HBV-DNA negative rate and HBeAg negative rate of the ETV
group were 273.3,352.6 and 911.0, and of the ADV group were 194.2 ,328.6 and 908.6.ADV group as a reference, the A C/AE of
HBV-DNA negative rate and HBeAg negative rate of the ETV group were 129.7 and 182.1.Conclusions In the short term, Adefovir
dipivoxil in the treatment of chronic hepatitis B is acceptable, the value of pharmacoeconomics is high, but whether it is the ideal
long-term antiviral program remains to be studied.
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