ERRH., KER fHHBeAegPE B, HFER B¢
HBsAgPit: £ % & THBeAg FA ¥ X E B
~-HBe B F 7= H TS AT, “

ABSTRACT

A total of 644 sera were tested for HBeAg and

anti-HBe by immunodiffusion method, The sera were
made up of 226 sera from the patients with viral
hepatitis or chronic liver diseases, 295 sera from
asympPtomatic HBsAg carriers, 38 sera with negative
HBsAg but positive anti-HBs, 58 sera with both
negative HBsAg and anti-HBs,The positive rates of
HBeAg and anti-HBe were 22,57% and 3.98% in the
Patients with viral hepatitis or chronic liver dise-
ases, 21,362 and 8,4% in asymptomatic HBsAg
carriers, The differences were mnot statistically S1g-
nificant (P>0,5) , The prevalence of HBeAg and
anti-HBe in HBsAg was negativesbut anti-HBs po-
sitive sera was 15,79% and 13,16%., HBeAg and
anti-HBe were not detectedin both HBsAg and antj
-HBs negative sera,SGPT levels were not correlated
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with the Presence of HBeAg and anti-HBe in the
sera, The prevalence of HBeAg in males and fema-
les was almost identical (20,45% ard 22,99% resp-

ectively ) (P>0,05), while the Prevalence of anti-

HBe was significantly higher in females than males
(11.22% and 4,55% ) (P<0,01) ,Younger carriers
téended to be more frequently HBeAg Positive than
elder ones ( 20—34% in the 0—29 Year age grouP and
12% in those over 30 Years) .,The HBsAg rates of
the households in HBeAg positive families were
much higher than those in HBeAg negative families,
but the prevalence of anti-HBe in the two groups,
was identical,
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