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Introduction

Worldwide, an estimated two billion people have evidence of HBV infection, and approximately 240 million
have CHB. In this study, a representative group of Mongolian adults was tested for hepatitis B virus (HBV)
in 2017. The latest data shows that 11,1% of Mongolian adult population are infected with HBV.

Goal

Evaluate the efficacy and safety of tenofovir alafenamide treatment in patients with chronic hepatitis B.
Materials and Methods

The clinical trials have evaluated TAF in HBeAg-positive and HBeAg-negative chronic HBV patients.
The trials have similar design and randomized, single blind, non-inferiority studies. The primary efficacy
endpoint was the proportion of patients with HBV-DNA<29IU/ml at weeks 24 and 48. Other prespecified
efficacy endpoints were the proportion of patients with HBsAg seroconversion to antiHBs at weeks 24
and 48. Study protocol approved at Ethical review Committee of “Ach” Medical University in January 2019
(#19/01/06).

Results

The primary efficacy endpoint, an HBV-DNA<29IU/ml at weeks 48 and was achieved by 251 (79.9%) of
314 patients receiving TAF, which was non-inferior to the 113(74.8%) of 151 patients receiving TDF who
had an HBV-DNA<29IU/ml. After 48 weeks of treatment, patients receiving TAF hed significantly smaller
reductions in bone mineral density(BMD) compared with patients receiving TDF. At weeks 48, median
changes in eGFR were signifi-cantly smaller in the TAF recipients compared with the TDF recipients.

Conclusion:

TAF treatment has the same efficacy as TDF treatment. However, TAF treatment demonstrates more
safety profile compared with TDF treatment. Patients receiving TAF had a significantly smaller median
decrease in eGFR, by Cockcroft-Gault equa-tion, than patients receiving TDF.

Keywords: HBV-DNA, HBsAg, HBeAg, tenofovir alafenamid fumarate, tenofovirdisoproxil fumarate
Pp. 32-39, Tables 2, Figures 3, References 21
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YHa3acnan

Honxung 2 Topbym xyH XenatutumH B BupycuiiH
xangsap(XBB) aBcaH, 240 caa xyH XBB-uiH
apxar xangpapTtan ambgapy 6ariHa rax A3Mb-aac
M3023amka3 [1]. Manan yncag 2017 oHO XWMUC3H
cypanraaraap XenatutuiH B BupycunH xangsap
HUAT XyH ambiH ayHa 11.1%-uiH Tapxanttam,
SMN3rHWMA 3CT OMeHrMnH wantraaHsl 35% Hb B
BupycuiiH, 14% Hb B, C BwupycuinH xaBcapcaH
xangeaptan 6Gavraar cygnaauvMg  TOITOOCOH  [2,
3]. XBB-witH acpar 7 TepnuiiH amuir (nammoyguH,
apecoBup, 3HTekaBup, TenbeByauH, TeHodOoBMP,
nernHTepdepoH) xaparnax banraa 6ereen anNarHUn
XaTyypIbiH AaaMXparbIr 30rcoox, 3f13rHMm 3CT OMeH
yycantunr Oyypyyrmk ambgpax Xxyrauaar ypracrax
oynr Hotomkaa [2].  TeHodoBup anadpeHamung
amMuir Aan, HOMXOH JanawH anar cyanarnbiH Xonooo,
AHY-biH 3nar cygnanbiH xonboo, EBponbiH 3nar
cyananbiH Xon60ooHbl XBB-uitH xanaBapbIH UIpyynar,
OHOLWNOroo, amMunnrasHum 2017 oHbl yaupoamkua
OpYYIX, XBB-unH xangpaptanh  ©BYTOHYYA34
Xaparnaxunr 3esneceH 6amgar. MoHron yncbiH
Opyyn MaHaunH cangbiH 2018 oHbl 7 gyraap capbiH
17-Hbl eppuiiH A/288 pyraap Tywaanaap XBB-
WAH xangBapTal HacaHg Xyparygsg SMUUITI3HWUN
H3r CcoHronT ©onroH TeHodoBUp anadeHamug
dpymapaT(TAF)-bir  X3parnaxuinr 3eBnecHUn paryy
yr 3MUIr X3parnacasp GamHa. Nimp TeHodoBup
anageHamug asmuir XBB-unH xangBap Oyxun
MOHIONT XYHA X3P3rM3cC3H SMYUITISHUA Yp OYHT
CYANaX TOrTOOX Hb 3aNIILUrYM Yyxan oM.
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3opunro
Xenatntnind B BupycninH xangsapTtan eBUYTOHYYANNT
BupycunH  acpar  yMnumMnraatonM  TeHodoBUP

anadeHaMug 3M33p 3MYUICIH 3MYUMITISHWIA Yp
AYHr cyanax

Marepwuan, apra 3yun

“Ay” AYNC-unH €c 3yhH XOpoOoHblI xypriaap 2019
oHbl 01 oyraap capa cydanraaHbl éc 3yMH acyyanbir
xananuyyrk 3esweepen (O-19/01/06) aBcHbl aaryy
cyganraar “OMHanarT cyypuncaH, gaH Hyyunantamn,
AMHAM3YMH  SMUMITA3HUA  TYpLUUNT CcyaanraaHsbl
apra” 3arsapbir awmrnaH 48 [onoo xoHOr Aarad
cyanas. CygmanraaHg XBB-uiiH xangsap Oyxui
HBeAg aepar 375 eButeH, HBeAg ceper 228 eBuTeH,
HUIT 603 eBYTeHTr xampyyrcaH 6ereen cynanraaHg
xampargcaH eBuTeHyyauvH 314 Hb  TAF(25mr)
amunr, 151 He TDF(300mr) amunr, 138 Hb TDF-3ac
TAF  wumknH(TDF-TAF) yyx OGaviraa eBYTOHyyA
fannaa. CyganraaHbl yp [LOyHT eBuYTeHyyaon 48
0000 XOHOMMIAH Typlw BupycuiiH acpar am Gonox
TAF(25mr), TDF (300mr) egep TyTam yynrax, 48
[0M00 XOHOMMWH Japaax 3MYMITI3HUMIN yp AYHraap
BupycuiiH acpar ngaBxm 60M0oH SMUIAH SMUYNITISHNIA
atoynryn Ganansir yHannaa. CyganraaHg anarHum
apxar ypaBcanTan 226 eBYTEH, 3N3arHUn xatyypanTtan
377 eBUTEHr XaMpyyrK cydanraaHf oponuoxbir
36BLUOOPCOH, 6BUTOHYYOUNT cyfanraan xampyynax
DonoH, xacargax Lwanryypaap COHrosoo.

Yp AyH
CynanraaHg xampargarcablH XYH aM3yriH epeHXun
Y3YYNANTUAr XyCcHarT 1-a3p xapyynas.

Table 1. General characteristics of study population

Variables Total TAF(25mg) TDF(300mg) TDF-TAF
N=603(%) n=314 n=151 N=138
<30 37(6.1) 17(5.4) 11(7.3) 9(6.5)
30-39 112(18.6) 52(16.6) 37(24.5) 23(16.6)
Age groups 40-49 219(36.3) 124(39.5) 51(33.8) 44(31.9)
50-59 141(23.4) 68(21.6) 33(21.8) 40(29)
>59 94(15.6%) 53(16.9) 19(12.6) 22(16)
(M+\m) 43.9+11.4
HBeAg 230(38.1) 125(39.8) 57(37.7) 48(34.7)
negative
Eoiietf\\/% 373(61.9) 189(60.2) 94(62.3) 90(65.3)
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Male(%) 241(39.9) 116(36.9) 68(45) 57(41.3)
Sex Female(%) 362(60.1) 198(63.1) 83(55) 81(58.7)
Regions Ulaanbaatar 379(62.8) 183(58.2) 59(39) 91(65.9)
Other 224(37.2) 131(41.8) 92(61) 47(34.1)

XyCHarT 1-23C xapaxap cyganraaHg Xxampargcad
npraguiH 39.9 xyBb Hb 3partan, 60.1 XyBb Hb AM3rTaNn
bereen ayHoax Hac 43.9+11.4 6avHa. CypanraaHg

oponuorcabiH 62.8 xyBb Hb YnaaH6aatap XOTbIH
OpWKWH cyyryng 6on, 37.2 XyBb Hb Xedee OpOH
HYTTUAH OpPLIKH Cyyrymg GarHa.

86
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Figure 1. Primary and secondary antiviral efficacy endpoints in patients at weeks 48.

CypanraaHbl 48 0onoo XOHOMMAH Aapaax Gangnaap
TAF amuiin 6ynart  251(314) Gywy 79.9%, TDF
aMuiH 6ynart 113(151) Gywy 74.8%, TDF-TAF
oynart 108(138) Gytoy 78.2% Hb LyCHbI CUAB3H 03X
HBV DNA<29IU/ml 6oncon (P=0.48). TAF amwuiiH
oynart 214(68%), TDF amuiiH Gynart 85(56.3%),

Table 2. Antiviral efficacy of groups

TDF-aac TAF wwnmkuH yyx 6yn 6ynart 94(60.4%)
anatblH Cyypb Xamx33 OyypcaH. TAF 6ynart 1.6%,
TDF 6ynart 2.6%, TDF-TAF 2.1% Hb qHBsSAg TyBLUWH

6yypcaH (3ypar 1).

. TAF (25mgq) TDF(300mg) | Proportional difference :
Variables n=314 n=151 ) p-value
0, —
HBV-DNA<29 [U/mL 251/79.9% 113/74.8% 1.8% (-3.6107.2) 0.47
éﬁgf&i‘gﬁg‘)’” 214/68% 85/56.3% 17.9% (8.0 to 27.7) 0.0005

AASLD criteria: ALT males-30 U/l, females 19 UI/l.
(AASLD-American Association for the Study of Liver
Diseases; ALT- alanine aminotransferase)

XYCHAIT 2-T XxapyyncHaap cydanraaHel 48 ponoo
XOHOrMMH Gavpgnaap TAF 6GonoH TDF  amuiH
Oynryyaosgo BMPYCUMIAH  3CPar  WA3BXWUWAT  YHINAX34

CTaTUCTUKUH a4y xonborgon Oyxuin mMnapxun sinraa
axurnargaarym.

TAF 6onoH TDF, 6onoH TDF-TAF amuiiH 6ynryyounH
HBeAg ceper eByTeHyyasg 48 [OMOO XOHOMMMH
BUPYCUNH 3CPIr SMUNH IMYUATIHUA YP AYHT XYCHIrT
3-aap xapyynas.
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Table 3. Primary and secondary efficacy endpoints at 48 weeks (HBeAg-negative)
el TAF (25mr) | TDF(300mr) TDF-TAF(300Mr-25mr) values
(n=125) (n=57) (n=46) P
HBV-DNA<29 IU/mL 117(93.6%) 52(91.2%) 43(93.4%) 0.48
ALT-normalization* 85/125 32/57 29/46 0.0005
(AASLD criteria) (68%) (56.3%) (63) :
HBsAg loss 1/125(1.2%) | 2/57(1.1%) 0/46 0.52

AASLD criteria: ALT males-30 U/l, females 19 U/I. (AASLD-
American Association for the Study of Liver Diseases;
ALT- alanine aminotransferas

HBeAg ceper eBuTeHyya3g 48 O0MNOO XOHOrMMH
Japaax Gamgnaap BUPYCUWAH 3CPar  UAIBXMUT
xapaxag TAF amunH 6ynart 93.6%, TDF amuiH
oynart 91.2%, TDF-TAF amuiH 6ynart 89.6% -4

Hb UyCHbl cunBaH aax HBV DNA<29IU/ml 6oncoH
(P=0.48), qHBsAg-bl TyBwWH TAF amuiH Gynart
1.2%, TDF amuinH 6ynart 1.1%-4 Hb B6yypcaH 6aiB.

XycHart 4-aap TAF 6onoH TDF, 6onoH TDF-TAF
aMuiH BynryyamnH HBeAg aepar eBYTOHYYA34
48 [OrNo0  XOHOTUMH  BUPYCUAH  3CPar  SMUNH
SMYUNTI3HUIA YP OYHI  Xapyynas.

Table 4. Primary and secondary efficacy endpoints at 48 weeks (HBeAg-positive)

TDF-TAF
Variables TAF_(ZSMF) TDF(§OOMF) (300mr-25mr) p-values
(n=189) (n=96) -
(n=90)
HBV-DNA<29 IU/mL 134(70.9%) 61(63.5%) 65(72.2%) 0.26
ALT-normalization*
(AASLD criteria) 86(45.5%) 37(38.5%) 46(51.1%) 0.017
HBsAg loss 1/189(0.5%) 2/94 (>1%) 3/90(3.3%) 0.51
HBsAg seroconversion 1/189(0.52%) 0 0 -
HBeAg loss 15(7.9%) 9(9.3%) 11(12.2%) 0.45
HBeAg o o
seroconversion 10(5.2%) 7(7.2%) 8(8.8) 0.32

AASLD criteria: ALT males-30 U/I, females 19 U/I. (AASLD-
American Association for the Study of Liver Diseases;
ALT- alanine aminotransferase)

Cypanraang xampargcaH HBeAg aepar eButeHyyaaa
BUPYCUMAH 3CP3r SMUMH 3MuunrasHum 48 pgaxe
ponoo xoHorT TAF 6onoH TDF, meH TDF-TAF amuintH
oynryyaosno HBeAg TyBwuH Oyypy OancaH. TAF
amMunH 6ynruiiH 7.8%-4, TDF amunH 6ynriH 9.4%-

O, TDF-TAF amuiin 6ynrunH 12.2% xyBbg HBeAg
Oyypu bancaH (p=0.45), TAF amunH 6ynart 0.5%,
TDF amuinH 6ynart 1%, TDF-TAF 6ynart 3.3%-4 Hb
gHBsAg-bl TyBWWH ByypcaH Gans. MeH TAF-amniiH
oynart 70.9%, TDF- smuiH Oynart 64.9, TDF-
TAF amuiiH 6ynart 72.2%-4 Hb CUMIB3H O3xb HBV
DNA<29 IU/L 6yypcaH baricaH. 3ypar 2-T BUpYCUIAH
3CPar SMWUAH 3MYUMra3HWUIA yen GeepeHn y3yynax
Heneennunur xapyynas.
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Figure 2. Serum Creatinine Levels at week 48.

3ypar 2-T1 xapyyncHaap TDF-r 6ogBon TAF OGara
OanHa. 48 [ONOO XOHOMMAH 3SMYMITI3HUA aAapaa
TDF-tan xapbuyynaxag TAF amumnrasHum gapaa
CVUMNB3HIMIAH KpeaTuMHWH TyBLWMWH Gara eepunergceH
TAF-H yen kpeaTwHuH ayHaax eepynent 0.03mr/
on 6a TDF-H yen 0.19 mr/gn (p=0.001), TAF 60noH

TDF amuunrasHuii 48 [OMN00 XOHOMMMH aapaa
eBUTeHYYAUWr  xapbuyynaxaa  TAF-amMunnraaTtan
XymyycuiH  2.1%, TDF-amMumnraatai XymyycuiiH
9.5%-n, 6eepHU YN axunnaraa angargcaH banHa.

XycHart 5-g BupycuiiH acpar amunH Geep 60moH
SicaH y3YYrax Hemneer xapyyrnas.

Table 5. Renal and bone safety at 48 weeks of treatment with TAF or TDF for HBeAg-positive and

-negative chronic hepatitis B patients.

HBeAg-negative HBeAg-positive
Variables p-value P-value
TAF TDF TAF TDF
25mg 300mg TDF-TAF 25mg 300mg TDF-TAF
(T-score) | -0.28% -2.11% -1.51% 0.0001 -0.11% -1.61% -1.1% 0.0001
(Z-score) | -0.89% -2.25% -1.9% 0.0001 -0.43% -2.20% -1.6% 0.0001
eGFR | “1-6ml/ ey 20 1 5004 | 06 23 | 5 4 mimin | 0.0001
min ml/min ml/min ml/min ml/min
Serum
creatinine 0.8 1.7 == 0.32 0.8 2.6 1.5 0.02
mmol/Il mmol/l mmol/I mmol/l mmol/l mmol/l
change

Z-score; T-score- Bone mineral density of the ankle and proximal femur ; eGFR, estimated glomerular filtra-
tion rate;creatinine (Cr) clearance >50 mL/min by Cockcroft-Gault method)

GFR eepunent TAF amuunraanuni yeq HBeAg ceper
eBYTeHyyasg -1.6mn/muH, HBeAg aepar -0.6 mn/
MWH ©BYTEHYYA3A (OyHAaX Hb-1.4Mn/MuH) GyypcaH
6a TDF amumnrasHui yen AyHoax Hb  HBeAg
ceper eBuTeHyyasg GFR -4.6mn/mmH  GyypcaH
6on HBeAg aepar eB4YTeHyyasg -5.3mn/MuH-aap
6yypcaH (p=0.001). HBeAg separ TAF 6onoH TDF
aMUMNrasTan  eByTeHyyasg GFR-H  GyypanTtbir
xapbuyynaxag TAF amunnraatanm xymyycuiiH GFR-
0.06 mn/MuH  ByypcaH, xapuH TDF-r xaparnaxag
GFR-5.3mn/mMuH 6yypcaH. TDF aMUIH aMunnraaTan
©BUYTOHYYAWIH ACHbI 3paackunt 2%-c unyy byypcaH,
mMeH TAF 6onoH TDF aMUAH SMYMNIrasTali XYMYYCUIAH

SICHbI APASCKUNTUNH HeNneennuur xapbuyynaxag TAF
SMYUNNTISN XUNX3A ACHBI 3PASCKUNTUNH OyypanTtag
Gara HeneenceH banHa. HBeAg aepar 6onoH HBeAg
ceper eBYTEHYYANIAH 2 6ynart xoéynaHa Hb Bupycuiin
3CPar amMadp SMUMCIH 48 O0MN00 XOHOMMWH Aapaa
TDF-tan xapbuyynaxan TAF-aap amunyynarcag Hb
UNyy SICHbI 3pA3CKMNTUAH Oyypant Gara GancaH.
TAF-r TDF-tan xapbuyynaxag 6eep GONoH sicaHg
Gara xaMXa3HuUM ceper Henee y3yymx banHa.

CynanraaHaac xapaxaf XaMruiH HUATNSr UN3PCaH
raXk Henee Hb XO04OO4 ©BOSGX, TOMMoOW ©BAex,
XONecTepuHbl TYBLUMH UXC3X, HA30hapuHIUT, sigapy
cynbAax, xaHuax 33par 6aviHa (3ypar 3).
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Figure 3. Most common adverse events.

TeHodboBMp anacdeHaMua MU X3PIrnaxX siBUAL XaMrmiH HUATAAM TOXMONAoX Oyr rax Hemee Hb X0400[
eBaex TAF oynart 3%, TDF oynart 11%, TDF-TAF 6ynart 8.6%, meH HaszodapuHrut TAF 6ynart 3.8%, TDF
oynart 1.9%, TDF-TAF 6ynart 4.3%, TonronH esgent TAF 6ynart 0.6%, TDF 6ynart 8.7%, TDF-TAF G6ynart
2.8%, axurnaranaa. XonectpuH nxcax Ho TAF xaparnax 6y esuteHyyaaa 3.8%, TDF 6onoH TDF-TAF 6ynart

1%> Gara xyBbf, TOXMONOOX Gans.

Xanuamx

2017 oHg AnoH yncbiH Koywioy mnx CcypryynuiH
amMHanar, AHY-biH CT3HdOpAbIH MX  CypryyrnuiH
AMHIMMMIAH  XamMTapcaH cyaanraaHg TeHodoBup
anacpeHamng  dymapar  (TAF),  TeHodwmBup
ON30KCUMPOKCU dymapar (TDF) 3MTIN
xapbuUyynaxag 6ara TyHraap xaparnaxag XBB-uiiH
YPXKUATUIAT 30rCOOX, AN3rHUA 3CUNH JOTOPX eHAep
KOHUEeHTpauuTam XxypumTrargax, Oue SpXT3HWUn
TOrTONUOOHA XamruiH Gara Hemee  y3yynax
YagsapTan GaviHa. AMYMMraaHuMM 48 JOMNOO XOHOIT
HBeAg separ 6a HBeAg ceper eBTeHyyauWIH LycaHg
HBV-DNA<29iu/ml 6onx OyycaH, meH HBeAg
cepokoHBepcn HBsAg ceper 6omnox xyBb Hb TAF
oornoH TDF amyyg wkun GancaH 6anHa. beepeHg
y3yynax ceper Henee Hb TAF amuunrasHui siBuag
©e6pHMIN TYYArSHUIPUIH LWYYNTYYPUIAH TyBLMH TDF
3MTOM XxapblUyynaxag ydaaH OaraccaH yp OyHTan
G6avHa. MeH sacHbl cuipankunT TAF aMuMnrasHum
ven 6Gara 6GavicaH, HBeAgcepokoHBepcu HBsAg
ceper 6omnox xyBb Hb TAF 6omnoH TDF am Hb mxun
6amB [5, 9, 10,11].

AHY-bIH HeBagarviiH ux CypryynuimH aHaraax
yXaaHbl T3HXUM, [QCTPOIHTEPONOrMNH TIHXMM,
HeBaga xotbiH Xoon ©onoecpyynax Tee (CDIN),
AHY-biH Can duero, PACU-unH HomxoH pananH

3apyyn MIHAWAH caHrMinH apaamTag 2017 oHa 3 ye
LaTTamn 2 TOM KIMMHKUK cyganraa xumxaa. CyganraaHbl
yp ayHg XBB-uiH HBeAg ceper eBuTeHyynag 72
[onoo xoHorunH xyrauaaHg TDF 6onoH TAF amaap
amMumnrad xunmxag XBB-AHX-rumH TyBWMH XOEp
oynart agun xawkaatan b6aricaH. XBB-unH HBeAg
3epar eB4YTeHyyasa Gara 33pruiiH cawmxparn erceH
bawnHa [6].

TAF amaap amunncaH 48 nonoo xoHorunH TAF amMninH
OynrunH HMAT 285 oponuorygooc 268 Hb 6yoy 94%
Hb aHxdar4 XxsiHanTbIH yp AyH 6onox XBB-OHX<291U/
ml-aac Gara 6oncoH 6on TDF amuiiH 6ynrmnH 93%
Hb YT YP OYHA XYPC3aH 6anHa [7, 12, 13].

HBeAg Togopxownorgoxrym ©onox, HBsAg ceper
bonox xyBb Hb TAF. TDF amtan wxun Gane. TDF
aMTaN xapbuyynaxag, TAF aMuunrasHuin yp AyH4
ALT TyBLIMH Magaraaxywy OyypcaHn 6are [14, 15, 16,
17, 18].

TeHodoBMp anadeHamug SMUIT XIpP3rnax sBuag
XaMrnH anbar Toxumongox Oyh rax Henee Hb
ambcranbiH 1330 3amblH xangsap (TAF oGynarT
9% TDF 6ynart 8%), yyHuiA goTtop HasodapuHrmT
TAF 6ynart 10% TDF 6ynart 5%, TonronH eegent
TAF 6ynart 7%, TDF ©6ynart 8%. JlabopatopwuiiH
X3BUIMH OUML y3yynanT rapcaH Hb 2 B6ynart anraarym
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banHa (TAF oynart 32% TDF 6ynart 33%).
CypanraaHyygpblH yp ayHraac xapaxag TAF He TDF-c
Unyy BUPYCbIH acpar ynngantan 6a HBeAg aepar
©OnoH ceper eBUTOHYYASA anb anuHg Hb X3P3raHa.
lax HemeeHun xyeBbg TDF-aac 6ara 6ariHa. MeH
TAF-r TDF-Ta xapbuyynaxag 6eep GonoH sicaHp
MaLl 6ara XaMX33HUN raxk Henee yayyrx GawncaH [5,
18, 19, 20, 21].

bugHui cyganraaHbl BUPYCUWH 3CPAar MO3BXUNH Yp
OVH Hb Bycag opHbl cyanaaybiH yp AYHT3M OMPONLo0
Bannaa. XapnH 9MUINH raxx HONeeHU unpanunr bycag
OpHbI CyanaayabiH Yp OYHTON XxapbLyynaxag MOHIon
xyHO TAF aMuiiH rax Hemnee 6onox HaszodapuHIUT
BGONOH ambCranbiH 4334 3aMblH XangBapbliH UNapy
Oy TOoxmongon xapbLUaHryn Gara Gawnaa. OMUIAH
aloynryn Gamgneir yp AyH 6Gonox ©eepHuid yin
axunnaraa, siCHbl 3pA3CKUNTUAH eep4YnienT 33par
Hb Oycad cyanaaygblH yp OYHTaM oMponuoo b6anHa.
OHaxyy eryynan Hb TAF asMuUiiH aMYnMnrasHum 6ormHo
XyraudaaHbl yp OYHra3p XUArOCaH cypanraa bereep
cyganraa YprarmkIiaH Xunrgax b6avraa 6onHo.

OyrHant:

1. XBB-unH xangsaptan, HBeAg aepar 6omnoH
HBeAg ceper eBYTeHyy4s34 anb anuHO Hb
TAF amMuinH BupycninH acpar ngaBxu Hb Yp OyH
canTaun banHa.

2. TAF-r TDF-tan xapbLyynaxag 6eep 60mn0oH scaHg
fara X3M>KI3HUM TaX Henee y3yyrmk OGancaH.
TDF-r TAF-p conbX aMuymmnras XMncaH1Mm gapaax
48 gaxb 4000 XOHOIT KpeaTUHWH KIMpeHC 60noH
SICHbI APASCKUNTUNH CcamxXpanT axurnargnaa.
[acoH xoamn 4 TAF SMWIH BSMUMNIA3HUIN yen
rapax 6eep 60MoOH sAcaHg y3yynax Heneennunr
ydaaH XxyrauaaHg UuyrnyyrncaH M3433nnasap
OYTH3X Hb Yyxan rax ysnaa.

3. TeHodoBup anadeHamug ISMUAT  XIPIrNaX
SABUAL XaMMMNUH HUNTNAr TOXMOMAOX Oym rax
Hernee Hb XO0O0O4 ©BA6eX, TOMrOWH ©BAenT,
XONMECTPUHbI UXCINT 33p3ar axwurnaranaa. ax
HeneeHun xyeba TAF Hb TDF-aac 6ara 6annaa.
TAF 6ynart aMUIAH raxk Hemnee Hb SMYUIT33HUN
Xyrauaatam xamaapantanm aaxum 0Oaracax
fanraa 3y TortTon axurnargnaa.

Tanapxan
CyganraaHbl axrmblH CaHXYY>XUNT onNrocoH PamoHa
Megna XXK 6onoH AHaraaxbliH MapraxunTHYYOunH
Akagemn  TBb-blH  xamMT  onoHg  Tanapxan
UN3pXUnnbe.
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