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i E:HHN RAERAHLFZAENFRAEHBY) oF FAFED G S AL A TR XA L 3= 5 24043,
Fik WEHEZ HBV heFdFamMeg ErRAR 11 210 4] ¥ L4585 H . >0~25 % 44 (n=3 553) ,>25~50 ¥ 40 (n=7 651),
KR B Bk S JE B MM 2 (ELISA) & Roche Cobas E601 & 4 8 35 & 4L 32 &% 5k % %% 4 A7 A4 & 77 HBV & & 4 R (HBsAg) . 4
HBV % & #.4k (HBsAb) \HBV ¢ 4 & (HBeAg) .4 HBV e 44k (HBeAb) & 4% HBV 4 42 /k (HBcAb) , &8  >0~25 ¥4,
>25~50 ¥ %# & HBsAg Mk £ 5 %) % 16.16%.21. 19% ., % 4 HBsAg,HBsAb ra b & & 4 W F 24 19.59% (2 195/
11 204) ,37.02% (4 148/11 204) & 11.84% (1 327/11 204), £5if BEBRAF hF HBV AR &% 5 F AT A KA 6y TR
KT AT T HIRE,
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Analysis of distribution characteristics of serum hepatitis B virus markers of population in hospital
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Chinese Medicine ,Guangzhou,Guangdong 510370 ,China;2. De partment of Clinical Laboratory ,
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the distribution characteristics of serum hepatitis B virus(HBV) markers of population in
hospital and to provide the basis for prevention and control of virus B hepatitis. Methods 11 210 people in hospital who had
accepted HBV serological testing were enrolled,and were divided into >>0— 25-year old group(n=23 553) and >>25—50-year old
group(n=17 651) according to their ages. Enzyme-linked Immunosorbent Assay(ELISA) and Roche Cobas E601 Automatic Electro-
chemiluminescence immunoassay analyzer were employed to detect serum HBV surface antigen(HBsAg) , anti-HBV surface anti-
body(HBsAb) , HBV e antigen(HBeAg) , anti-HBV e antibody (HBeAb) and anti-HBV core antibody (HBcAb). Results HBsAg
positive rates of subjects in >>0— 25-year old group and >>25— 50-year old group were 16. 16% and 21. 19% , respectively. The
overall positive rates of HBsAg and HBsAb and full-negative rate were 19. 59% (2 195/11 204),37. 02% (4 148/11 204) and
11.84% (1 327/11 204) ,respectively. Conclusion Distribution characteristics of HBV markers of population in hospital may pro-
vide a reliable basis for taking effective protective and control measures against virus B hepatitis.
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N EREBER A 1992 4245 SRR (L) B HBcAb) . ELISA Kl i 5 10 FH 2 R A 5 AR A BR 2 7] A
A JLFE G B2 45 B DL OK L BE e A B £ B F 42955 8% Chepatitis B vi- 209 24730500 L H A b 025 40 55 47 . Egate2310 4
rus, HBV) il 1 27 b5 2 9 PR 3 15 00 &% HBV I3 2 482 50 /9 23 FI B BEAR L L T 37 0 2 B R AT BRA 7D R 25 22 58 ) Multi-
AU+ Ay B 45 15 0t 11 o) S AR AR L B X T AR A i Be skan MK3 4 B SRR OF ZHm A wD) .
2011 4 3~9 H i 11 210 Bz A0 R ARR: ARER HBY il 1.3 SEibs# 403 R 1 SPSS13. 0 Bk i A7 48 3 5 70 #r Al

SRR AR R R S A AR AL BEAT 04T BB AT EXCEL 2003 % for il £ 4% it 47 5 5 70 M 31 8008 B T R 3%
1 ABEHE TR HBCR A " KB L a=0. 05 H KB K . DL P<

L1 — Ve I8 2011 4F 3~9 A F R PEREZ 005N EFALITFEL.
HBV I 3% 2K 0 B9 382 A B K ke ABE 11 210 i, Joep 58 2 & R
5 1530 . % 6 057 fi; 5 0~50 % . 45 Z ¥ FH AR 40 M 2.1 HBsAg,HBsAb R &P H M >0~25 FH K

>0~25 F 2 (n=3 553),>25~50 HHn=7 651), >25~50 % 4 % K & HBsAg i FH o 243 51 4 16. 16% .
1.2 K ee R A I A 9% W B %2 (enzyme-linked im- 21.19% . % 1,

munosorbent assay, ELISA) &z Roche Cobas E601 %I 4 H zh iy 1 FWAEZHRHE HBsAg P HBsAb PR R

A2 % S8 43 BT AX (Bl 1 Roche 24 7)) B B 45 1 390K ) i EMERX AL RL(0)]

Wi HBV £ it J& (HBV surface antigen, HBsAg) .91 HBV % 215 n HBsAg [fHE HBsAb [k SRR

M Hi /& Canti-HBV surface antibody. HBsAb), HBV e #ii Ji{ >0~25 %41 3553  574(16.16) 1 780(50. 10) 504(14. 19)
(HBV e antigen, HBeAg) . $ii HBV e #71£ (anti-HBV e anti-
body, HBeAb) . 3t HBV #% .0> P {& (anti-HBV core antibody,

>25~50 %4 7651 1621(21.19) 2 368(30. 95) 823(10. 76)
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2.2 HBV Mg ## 11 204 Bl %24 #% HBV i 35 o 152 X

RS R LR 2

x®2 FiEH HBV MEFHER

FH A ZRE n()] B ()] (0] e p

HBsAb 4 150(37.04) 1.829(35.51) 2 321(38.35) 9. 384 0.002
HBsAb+HBcAb 1 777(15. 86) 774(15.03) 1 003(15.57) 5.076 0.024
HBsAg+ HBeAb+ HBcAb 1347(12.02) 757(14.70) 590(9.75) 64,439 <0. 001
4 [ 1325(11.83) 578(11.22) 747(12.34) 3.543 0. 060
HBsAb-+ HBeAb+ HBcAb 1177(10.51) 460(8.93) 717(11.85) 24. 887 <0. 001
HBsAg+ HBeAg+ HBcAb 476 (4. 25) 273(5.30) 203(3.35) 25.912 <0. 001
HBcAb 322(2.87) 134(2.60) 188(3.11) 2.537 0.111
HBsAg+ HBcAb 253(2.26) 151(2.93) 102(1.69) 19. 586 <0. 001
HBeAb-+HBcAb 141(1. 26) 69(1.34) 72(1.19) 0.504 0.478
HBsAb-+ HBeAb 109¢0. 97) 54(1.05) 55(0.91) 0.564 0.453
HBsAg+ HBsAb+ HBeAb+ HBcAb 43(0.38) 22(0.43) 21(0. 35) 0. 468 0. 494
HBsAg+ HBeAg+ HBeAb+ HBcAb 40(0. 36) 25(0.49) 15(0. 25) 4.414 0.036
HBsAg+ HBeAg 10€0. 09) 8(0.16) 2(0.03) 4.665 0.031
HBsAg+ HBsAb+ HBeAg+ HBcAb 9(0.08) 2(0.04) 7€0.12) 2.046 0.153
HBsAg+ HBsAb+HBcAb 7(0.06) 5(0.10) 2(0.03) 1.827 0.176
HBeAb 5(0.05) 0(0.00) 5(0.08) 4.257 0.039
HBsAg+ HBeAb 3(0.03) 3(0.06) 0(0.00) 3.526 0. 060
HBsAg+ HBsAb+ HBeAg 2(0.02) 1€0.02) 1€0.02) 0.013 0. 909
HBsAb+HBeAg+ HBcAb 2(0.02) 1€0.02) 1€0.02) 0.013 0. 909
HBsAg+ HBsAb 2(0.02) 1€0.02) 1¢0.02) 0.013 0.909
HBsAg+ HBsAb+HBeAb 1¢0.01) 1€0.02) 0(0.00) 1.175 0.278
HBsAg 1¢0.01) 1¢0.02) 0€0.00) 1. 175 0.278
HBsAb+ HBeAg 1¢0.01) 1€0.02) 0€0.00) 1.175 0.278
HBsAg+ HBsAb+ HBeAg+HBeAb+ HBcAb 1¢0.01) 1€0.02) 0€0.00) 1.175 0.278

2.3 HBsAg.HBsAb R &R EMAER NG AR EHK 3 W

HBsAg BH %R 19.59% (2 195/11 204) ,>0~5 % 4
B HBsAg FHPEREAK (1. 41%) . >35~40 £ H i (24.1%)
Mk HBsADb BHIEZEJy 37, 02% (4 148/11 204), >5~10 4 3%
K& ) HBsAg B 3 5 &5 (66. 88%0), =40 ~ 45 41 1y & 1%
(25.54%) s BMARA R Jy 11, 84 % (1 327/11 204) ,>0~5
%40 %K 4 B 1 3R B e (27, 46 %), =25~ 30 4 1Y B A
(8.93%) . L% 3,
%3 HBsAg HBsAb R &HMEMEHR D n(%0)]

W () n HBsAb fH{E  HBsAg B 2B

>0~5 142 86(60.56) 2(1.41) 39(27.46)
>5~10 157 105(66. 88) 5(3.18) 26(16.56)
>10~15 269  145(53.90) 21(7.81) 65(24.16)
>15~20 703 335(47.65)  127(18.07) 119(16. 93)
>20~25 2282 1109(48.60)  419(18.36) 255(11.17)
=>25~30 2 005 743(37.06) 393(19. 60) 179(8.93)
>30~35 1583 502(31.71)  358(22.62) 151(9. 54)
>35~40 1552  438(28.29)  374(24.10) 162(10. 44)
>40~45 1245  318(25.54)  270(21.69) 143(11.49)
>45~50 1266 367(28.99)  226(17.85) 188(14. 85)
it 11 204 4 148(37.02) 2195(19.59) 1 327(11.84)

WATHRF AR P EEDH 82 Nt HBY,
M HBsAg FHYER & ik 10, 34% Wit 2 VL. AH 1.3 AN
HBV #3455, JLT 5 & A B0 —2F . Bt B U AR
HBV I35 2545 &9 B PR 2L N HBV I 3% 2% 8 28 20 A % ol 59
VA TAE A N ZETRBT 2 DA K i Bk 2 A 250 0 4 o) s it FL A

P ETE 1992 4R 44 25 B HE R A AL B TR A g
T,2002 44 2 BF B8 W B R A AL S e LRI . A BF ST B
TR, >0~25 % A HBsAg B PESR K 16,16 %, >25~50 %
ABE HBsAg BHPER N 21.19% . AT WL, R4 P EB &£ T
REVE BN AL T 1 R B AS S0 9 45 FTHT JS 19 25 4R 1Al HBsAg
BA P =R R A . [ P9 — i A BF HBsAg B SR 89, 092657,
SRS 45 A B R X B 5 R FT RE 5 A 5 0 4 o A Bk 12
N G R A AR A0 45 0 B 8 3 A 00, X 3 BUHBs Ag 1 P %
AR AT . — B 2008 4F T A 320 A1 14 4 [ A 4 45 0 R
1~4 % \HF HBsAg PR N 0. 96 %0, ABFF 1, >0~5
2 A\HE HBsAg BHEHR A 1. 41% ., S5£ESE B ERL. 2
JHE 92 M 12 RO BT HBV e f% 1 4 A sk 5 it .

WRHE HBV L 2 b 2 4 5 A0 (0 B 4 B A 20 38 1 A 1
JC HBV J& U, #1 & HBV 5 & A BE. A WF 55 (9 4 B # %
[11.84% (1 327/11 204) 15 [ P9 T 4= 1 [X 2, 7T 336 17 TG hof 24 %6
(24.°00%6) Iy 25 25 A 45 ™, #fi I A= 3t XL 3 79 HBV BH 4%
FAEAE R RE 5 )L BN 1 TC (55D & AN 7 AR P A
WU T B R AR HE RN R RN SR OG . DR B AR SR R TR
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SRR D% IR T BOR L AR L Y & 88 1 T B 28 L DA B v ke
HBV {55 77,

WFFEIE K B, A4 I v A =X B i HBsAg B PE 482 =
THAH HLXT IV 1) B A 5% 48 T AR Ak 119 8 B S ik HBsAg FH %
TE A S 3B L FE . >35~40 & B 3k R 0 L Bl G BB AT % 3 K22
8T B 5 T AR 4 9 P SR A I 1 KT B T B, >25~30 &
HE ARG 8 BT

WA AR, HBs Ag + HBeAg #5228 AR, 4
Tl C X725, HBeAg £l & 48 A BB £ Y HBeAb, 8 i T
6 BB B B, Bt = HBcAg $5 50 T itk 5 40 B, %
HBcAg %4 itk EL 40 i i 5 ) . HBsAg & HBV YL ) 45
S P4 IR HBsAb — % T HBsAg 14 <808 J5 76 o b b 9,
s HBsAg JVE B ™ B 09 R 5 AR 3P PR TR, 2 HBV i
Lk RS Gy bR . — MO T . M o HBsAg
5 HBsAb AW fE 8] i 77 72 (B 7] iy BLAE T 51 1% O - HBsAg 5
KABEEM NG A EH B HBeAb N2 HASREIEE o
TR 7R A S 1 A 5 6 RE 9T B AR, AT 5 HBsAb I 47 ; HBeAg
PH M 2 4 FhoE i 5 72 42 HBsAb, i1 F S LR % 28 57 H 2 A 1Y
HBsAg Hi ) 1 2 25, i & HBsAb 5 HBsAg ¥ i e E & &
Y L RS v R L AT B HBsAb 5 HBsAg [A] B
FHPE B 45 o, HBsAg+ HBeAg—+ HBeAb+ HBcAbD [ #5 =;
th, HBeAg FHM:— it s Bt HBV &2 il 36 BK , 1% e 1 % 58 , HBe-
Ab — & 1E HBeAg # B )G 7™ A4 o 32 W 43 s B 9008 Bk L 1% e
BAR DT HBY (2593677 il fe b . & & 4= HBeAg [n] HBeAb
B 540 A AT AR T C XA 7ZE 5 3 HBeAg Al HBeAb|d]
A B A

L5 LTk A E R BN HBY g 560, ol JF — 548
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