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ABSTRACT

Background. Hepatitis C is a leading cause of mortality among HIV-infected individuals. Therefore, eradica-
tion of HCV in this population is a priority. There are scarce data regarding retreatment efficacy of HIV/
HCV coinfected patients. The aim of our study was to evaluate efficacy, predictors of response, and long
term clinical benefits of sustained virological response (SVR) after hepatitis C retreatment in a population
of HIV/HCV coinfected patients. Material and methods. We evaluated efficacy, safety, and clinical benefits
of peginterferon(alfa-2a or alfa-2b) and ribavirin in a restrospective, observational, multicentric study, in-
cluding 47 HIV/HCV coinfected patients, non-responders to previous treatment with conventional interfe-
ron alfa-2a and ribavirin. The primary endpoint of efficacy was SVR, defined as undetectable viral load 24
weeks after end of treatment. Death, liver disease progression, CD4 counts, and AIDS defining illness were
the endpoints to access clinical benefits of treatment response. Results. In our analysis, 31.9% patients re-
ached SVR. Genotypes 2/3 had a significant better SVR (66.7%) compared to genotypes 1/4 (33.3%) (p =
0.022). During follow-up, deaths (6.89%) and hepatic decompensation (28.6%) occurred only in the nonres-
ponder group, while there were no cases of death or hepatic decompensation among the responder
group(p = 0.037). Conclusion. Nearly one third of patients (mainly those with genotypes 2/3) reached SVR
after hepatitis C retreatment in this group of HIV/HCV coinfected patients. SVR was protective against he-
patic decompensation and death in a two-year follow-up period. Retreatment may be an effective and safe
way to eradicate HCV until new anti-HCV drugs become available to this group of patients.
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INTRODUCTION

to interferon (IFN)-based treatments in patients
coinfected with the human immunodeficiency virus

Hepatitis C virus (HCV) infection progresses faster
to cirrhosis and is characterized by a lower response
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(HIV) than in HCV-monoinfected individuals. It is
currently one of the leading causes of death among
HIV individuals, where the prevalence of coinfection
is high due the shared routes of transmission.1-3
Initially, clinical trials investigating the efficacy
of peginterferon and ribavirin in HCV-HIV coinfec-
ted patients demonstrated overall sustained virol-
ogical response (SVR) rates ranging from 27% to
44% after 48 weeks of therapy.*% More recently, the
highest SVR rate reported to date in coinfected in-
dividuals (49.6%) was achieved in a large trial invol-
ving the adoption of response-guided treatment and
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weight-based ribavirin dosing.” Still, a large number
of HIV-HCYV coinfected patients have failed to achie-
ve SVR following a first course of hepatitis C thera-
py. In this group, hepatic decompensation has been
shown to be the leading cause of non-AIDS-related
mortality.8-10

The effectiveness of interventions, such as liver
transplantation, to reduce mortality from end-stage
liver disease in HIV-HCV coinfected patients have
limited outcomes in the mid-term, when HCV rein-
fection arises as the main cause of mortality. Addi-
tionally, successful management of the interactions
between imunnosuppressants and anti-HIV regi-
mens can be difficult to achieve.ll'1* Although newly
approved anti-HCV drugs targeted at patients mono-
infected with HCV genotype 1 may also benefit coin-
fected individuals, data from trials using these
drugs in the latter group are still preliminary.!5-16
Moreover, their limited efficacy at inhibiting only
HCYV genotype 1, phamacokinectic and pharmacodi-
namic interactions between these new drugs and an-
tiretroviral regimens for HIV718 represent an
additional obstacle for their use in HCV-HIV coin-
fected patients.

There are only a few studies demonstrating effica-
cy of retreatment in coinfected patients who have
not responded to a previous course of an IFN-based
regimen.'%9-2% These studies reported SVR rates from
16 to 40%, which were shown to depend on genotype
(genotype 3 was a predictor of response in three stu-
dies?122:23) the presence of IL-28B CC polymor-
phism??® and prior relapse (those who relapsed
following the first treatment were more likely to
achieve SVR than non-responders??). Similarly, the
investigation of the long-term clinical benefits of
HCV retreatment for co-infected individuals has
been also restricted to a few studies.?427

The primary objective of the present study was to
determine SVR rates and putative predictors of res-
ponse to hepatitis C retreatment in a group of HIV-
HCYV coinfected individuals considered difficult to
treat. Additionally, we compared the clinical out-
come and progression of HIV and liver disease bet-
ween retreatment responders and non-responders.
Our study also intends to reveal long term clinical
benefits of hepatitis C retreatment in a coinfected po-
pulation of HIV/HCV patients.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Study design

To determine the efficacy and possible predictors
of virological response following HCV retreatment

we conducted retrospective cross-sectional analyses
of patients from five tertiary care centers in Sao
Paulo, Brazil. To this end, electronic and print data-
bases containing medical information from all pa-
tients treated at these institutions were used.

The study protocol was approved by the Ethics
Committee of all centers, and all patients still being
followed provided informed consent for participation.

Enrolled patients were selected from those regis-
tered at these centers. All patients received treat-
ment from January 2004 to February 2009. To
evaluate the clinical outcomes of retreatment and
benefits of SVR in this population we also conducted
a cross-sectional analysis of their medical records as
of March 2011.

All medical records were initially reviewed to
identify those patients who received at least two
treatments for hepatitis C. We included in the analy-
ses those patients who received an initial treatment
with conventional interferon and ribavirin and who
did not achieve SVR, and were next submitted to a
second treatment with peginterferon and ribavirin.

All patients received either 180 mg/week of Peg-
IFN alfa-2a (Pegasys, Roche, Basel, Switzerland) or
1.5 mg/kg/week of Peg-IFN alfa-2b (Peglntron,
Schering-Plough, Kenilworth, NJ, USA) and ribavi-
rin during retreatment, for 48 weeks, according to
the Brazilian Guidelines published by the Ministry
of Health, which provided the medication used in
this study.28

Variables examined

Medical records were reviewed to determine the
age, gender, and weight of patients, their clinical
characteristics, and laboratory findings during and
after retreatment with peginterferon and ribavirin.
HCYV genotype, HCV RNA (viral load) levels, pre-
sence of cirrhosis (as based on the METAVIR classi-
fication), and ribavirin dose were recorded for
each patient. Additionally, CD4 cell counts at the
beginning and after the end of retreatment, HIV
viral load, and the adoption of antiretroviral
treatment were recorded. We also gathered informa-
tion on each patient’s virological response to the
previous HCV treatment (non-response, relapse,
interruption).

Efficacy of retreatment

Serum HCV RNA was detected using a qualitative
PCR test with a detection limit of 50 IU/mL (Cobas
Amplicor HCV v2.0; Roche Molecular Systems,
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Branchburg, NJ, USA) at weeks 24 and 48. Patients
with HCV RNA < 50 IU/mL at week 24 completed 48
weeks of treatment; otherwise, they were considered
non-responders and treatment was discontinued.
The primary outcome analyzed was SVR, defined as
HCV RNA below the limit of detection 24 weeks after
completion of treatment. An additional analysis iden-
tified pre-treatment variables associated with SVR.

Clinical benefits of SVR

The following clinical and laboratory parame-
ters were evaluated: survival, liver disease progre-
ssion, including presence of liver decompensation
(defined by the presence of ascitis, hepatic ence-
phalopathy, jaundice), and/or variceal bleeding
and/or hepatocelular carcinoma, change in antire-
troviral therapy due to virological or clinical fa-
ilure, occurrence of an AIDS-defining illness (as
based on the criteria established by the Centers
for Diseases Control?? and CD4 count levels at the
end of follow up. Death, liver disease progression,
or the occurrence of an AIDS-defining illness were
indicative of a poor clinical outcome after retreat-
ment. In the case of patients who reported more
than one of these outcomes, only the first was
considered for the assessment of the clinical bene-
fits of SVR. In all cases, the time from the end of
retreatment until the last follow-up visit was at
least 24 months.

Data analysis

The prevalence of sustained virological response
(SVR) and its associated 95% confidence interval
(95% CI) were calculated. To explore putative pre-
dictors of SVR, its association with the indepen-
dent factors measured was examined in univariate
(chi-squared tests) and multivariate analyses. In
the latter case, logistic regression models were
used, including all variables for which p < 0.25 in
the univariate analysis. Statistical significance was
set at p < 0.05. Data were analyzed using STATA,
version 11.0 (StataCorp LP, College Station,
Texas, USA).

RESULTS
Population characteristics
A total of 76 treatment rechallenges were identi-

fied among those patients who did not respond to a
first course of HCV treatment. Of these, 47 patients

Table 1. Characteristics of 47 patients retreated for HCV
infection with Peg-IFN and ribavirin.

Variables N (%)

Age (years) 44.1 (29.0-66.8)*
Male 37 (78%)
Weight (kg) 69 (49-101)*

Former treatment
« IFN + RBV 47 (100%)
Former virological response
« Non-response
« Relapse
« Interruption

42 (89.4%)
4 (8.5%)
1(2.1%)

Serum HCV RNA

> 500,000 IU/mL 13 (81.2%)

HCV genotype
o1 25 (54.3%)
o2 2 (4.4%)
*3 18 (39.1%)
4 1(2.1%)
« Unknown 1(2.1%)

Liver cirrhosis**
Ribavirin dose (mg/kg)

22 (47.8%)
15.1 (11.1-20.0)*

CD4 count pre treatment
* CD4 count < 200
e CD4 count 200-499
* CD4 count > 500
e CD4 unknown

582.5 (142-1,836)*
2 (4.2%)
14 (29.7%)
28 (59.7%)
3 (6.4%)

Antiretroviral treatment (ART)
HIV RNA not detectable
(in all patients receiving ART)

46 (97.9%)

46 (97.9%)

IFN: interferon. RBV: ribavirin. ART: antiretroviral treatment. *Continuous
variables are expressed as medians and interquartile ranges. **All patients
underwent liver biopsy. Both F3 (numerous septa without cirrhosis) and F4
(cirrhosis) scores (as based on the Metavir scoring system) were considered
as cirrhosis.

were included in the analyses. A total of 29
patients were excluded from the analysis due to
lack of clinical information (negative/unavailable
HCV RNA at the end of treatment and lack of infor-
mation regarding duration of treatment).

Thus, 47 patients were included in the final
analysis. No significant difference in age, sex and
degree of liver fibrosis was found between patients
included or not included in the analysis.

The demographic and clinical characteristics of
the patients are summarized in table 1. HCV geno-
type 1 was the most frequently detected (54.3%).
HCYV viral load was measured only in approximate-
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ly a third of all patients, and was > 500,000 UI/mL
in most cases. All patients underwent liver biopsy
and nearly half had cirrhosis, indicating a difficult-
to-treat population. Only one patient was not un-
der a highly active anti-retroviral therapy
(HAART), with detectable HIV-RNA. AIDS-defining
illnesses were previously identified in 20 of the 47
patients. Median ribavirin dose in this group was
15.1 mg/kg.

Predictors of retreatment efficacy

At the end of the retreatment, 42.6% of the
patients (20/47) were HCV RNA-negative. However,
six months after treatment completion 5 of these
patients relapsed and the SVR was found in 31.9%
(IC95%: 19.1-47.1) of patients. In those patients who
maintained SVR, HCV genotypes were distributed as
follows: genotypes 1/4, 19.2% (5 out of 26 patients)

Table 2. Analysis (chi-square) of gender, indicators of HIV and HCV infection, and HCV treatment as predictors of SVR in HCV-HIV

coinfected patients.

Predictors Total Responders OR (95% Cl) P-value
Sex 0.176
Male 37 14 (37.8) 1.00
Female 10 1(10.0) 0.26 (0.04-1.81)
Total 47
Age 0.230
<45y.0. 25 10 (40.0) 1.00
>45y.0. 22 5(22.7) 0,44 (0,09; 1,85)
Total 47
CD4 nadir 0.816
< 200 24 8(33.3) 1.00
>200 20 6 (30.0) 0.90 (0.37-2.18)
Total* 44
HCV genotype 0.040
1or4 26 5(19.2) 1.00
20r3 20 10 (50.0) 2.60 (1.04-6.47)
Total** 46
AIDS-defining illness 0.140
Yes 20 4 (20.0) 1.00
No 26 11 (42.3) 2.12 (0.78-5.73)
Total* 46
Fibrosis grade (metavir) 0.914
0,1,0r2 24 8 (33.3) 1.00
3or4 22 7 (31.8) 0.95 (0.41-2.22)
Total 46
Pre-retreatment CD4 0.972
< 400 10 3(30.0) 1.00
> 400 34 10 (29.4) 0.98 (0.33-2.92)
Total* 44
Post-retreatment CD4 0.670
< 400 5 1 (20.0) 1.00
> 400 30 9 (30.0) 1.50 (0.23-9.67)
Total*** 35
Length of HCV retreatment (weeks) 0.665
<48 21 6 (28.6) 1.00
48 26 9 (34.6) 1.21 (0.51-2.88)
Total 47
Ribavirin dosis 0.921
> 15 mg/kg/day 21 6 (28.6) 1.00
<15 mg/kg/day 20 6 (30.0) 1.05 (0.40-2.75)
Total**** 41

Missing data: *3. **1. ***12. ****6.
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and genotypes 2/3, 50% (10 out of 20 patients). In
the relapsers group, genotypes 3 and 1 were identi-
fied in 3 and 2 patients, respectively. Indeed, SVR
was significantly more likely among patients with
genotypes 2/3 (p = 0.04) OR (95% CI) 2.60 (1.04-
6.47). No other factor (Table 2) was significantly as-
sociated with SVR response.

The logistic regression including HCV genotype,
gender, and the presence of an AIDS-defining illness
confirmed the effect of genotype on SVR, showing
that the probability of eradicating HCV infection
was nearly 3-fold higher among patients with geno-
types 2 or 3 than in patients with genotypes 1 or 4
[p = 0.022, adjusted odds ratio (aOR): 2.78; 95% CI:
1.16-6.68].

There was also a trend towards an effect of a pre-
vious AIDS-defining illness in non-responders [p =
0.08, aOR: 2.31; 95% CI: 0.90-5.94].

Tolerance and safety

Retreatment was prematurely discontinued in one
patient due to an adverse psychiatric event. Neither
HIV virological failure nor opportunistic infections
were observed during the study.

Clinical benefits of SVR

The medical records of the 47 patients were avai-
lable in March 2011 (25 to 79 months between the
end of treatment and the last follow-up visit). They
indicated that 42 patients were still being followed.
From them, 14 patients were responders, 28 were

Table 3. Clinical benefits of SVR.

treatment failures (either did not achieve SVR or
had interrupted) treatment. As demonstrated in table
3, hepatic decompensation was identified in eight
non-responders (28.6%), but not among responders
(p = 0.037). Similarly, in the non-responder group,
the presence of an AIDS-defining illness post-treat-
ment occurred in one patient while two patients died
by hepatic decompensation. The same was not obser-
ved in any of the 14 patients in the responder group.
There was no incidence of HCC in the observed pa-
tients and no incidence of variceal bleeding, but three
patients in the non-responder group underwent vari-
ceal encoscopical treatment.

We also evaluated CD4 counts at least 24 months
after the end of treatment. There was a trend towards
higher CD4 count levels in the responder group, but
the difference was not significant (Table 4).

DISCUSSION

This study determined SVR rates and putative
predictors of response to hepatitis C retreatment in
a population of HIV-HCV coinfected individuals who
did not respond, or relapsed, to a previous treat-
ment with standard interferon and ribavirin.

Similarly to a previous report,?! SVR was achie-
ved by 31.9% of retreated patients, particularly
those with HCV genotypes 2 or 3. Consistent
findings were also recently reported in a subset of
patients previously treated with peginterferon and
ribavirin.?223 Importantly, the present results
strongly support the long-term benefits of SVR, as

SVR n Hepatic decompensation or death (%) Cl P value
Yes 14 0 1
No 28 8 (28.6) * 0.037

*Impossible to calculate odds ratio due the absence of hepatic decompensation endpoint among SVR patients.

Table 4. Median CD4 counts before and after HCV retreatment in HCV-HIV coinfected patients, as based on their virological

response.
Period Sustained virological response P-value*
No Yes
n Median (range) n Median (range)
Before retreatment 30 578 (192-1,353) 13 571 (142-1,418) 0.689
After retreatment (= 24 months) 27 610 (273-1,207) 14 734.5(352-1,296) 0.073

*Student t-test.
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nearly one fourth of non-responders had hepatic de-
compensation post-treatment. Conversely, no event
of hepatic decompensation, AIDS-defining illness,
or death was identified among the group of
patients that achieved SVR during the follow-up
period. These results are in line with a previous
report showing that SVR prevented hepatic decom-
pensation and death in a larger cohort of HCV-HIV
coinfected individuals treated with peginterferon
and ribavirin.?* Mathematical models have also
been used to demonstrate that SVR prevents end-
stage liver disease and is cost-effective.25-27

Our analysis also identified a trend towards hig-
her CD4 counts, which are inversely related to HIV
illness and mortality in SVR patients, after a follow-
up of two years (p = 0.07). These findings contribu-
te to the idea that HCV may influence HIV disease
progression. As while many studies have focused on
how HIV affects HCV disease progression®!3¢ in co-
infected individuals, few have investigated the im-
mune mechanisms whereby HCV influences HIV
disease progression.35-40

The fact that repeating HCV treatment leads to
SVR in some patients who did not respond to previous
treatment should be considered by practitioners.
Although new anti-HCV targeted agents, such as
NS83 protease inhibitors, represent a promising the-
rapeutic strategy for HIV-HCV coinfected
patients,!®16 drug interactions with HAART must
be studied further and are likely to delay their use
in this population.1”-18 Additionally, these new drug
therapies are currently not effective for HCV geno-
types 2 and 3. New agents directed at these genoty-
pes are under development, but will not be available
in the short-term.

Besides its observational and retrospective natu-
re, one limitation of the present study is its small
sample size. Although sample size was similar to
that used by previous studies, the low number of
subjects eligible for analysis may have limited the
power of the tests in detecting significant associations.
Therefore, if on the one hand the present results
were consistent with previous research on the efficacy
of retreatment of coinfected individuals, on the
other we failed to demonstrate statistical significan-
ce between SVR and potential predictors of response
to retreatment. In addition, other putative predic-
tors were not investigated, such as the effect of plas-
ma level of ribavirin.3? Labarga, et al. have also
demonstrated that IL-28 CC polimorphysm and high-
er viral load prior to treatment predicted SVR in
coinfected patients with genotypes 1 and 4 submitted
to a treatment rechallenge,?? also demonstrating

retreatment efficacy in those previously treated with
peginterferon plus ribavirin.

In summary, although HCV infection is difficult
to treat in HCV-HIV coinfected individuals, the pre-
sent results show that an important proportion of
patients who did not respond to a first course
of standard IFN-based treatment achieved sustained
virological response in a treatment rechallenge, which
in turn prevented end-stage liver disease. While
new anti-HCV drugs are under development, all
efforts must be made to ensure SVR and prevent
hepatic decompensation and death in the mid- and
long-term. In this scenario, optimized retreatment
with peginterferon and ribavirin remains as a safe
approach to treat HIV-HCV coinfected individuals
(especially those with HCV genotypes 2 and 3), even if
they failed to respond to a standard IFN-based regimen.

The present study is among the first to reveal the
long-term clinical benefits of hepatitis C retreatment
in a coinfected population of HIV/HCV patients and
may help in developing effective and safe strategies
to eradicate HCV in this population of individuals.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This manuscript was reviewed by a professional
science editor and by a native English-speaking copy
editor to improve readability.

REFERENCES

1. Benhamou Y, Bochet M, Di Martino V, Charlotte F, Azria F,
Coutellier A, Vidaud M, et al. Liver fibrosis progression in
HIV and hepatitis C virus coinfected patients. The Multi-
virc Group. Hepatology 1999; 30: 1054-8.

2. Alter M. Epidemiology of viral hepatitis and HIV co-infec-
tion. J Hepatol 2006; 44(Suppl.): 6-9.

3. Weber R, Sabin C, Friis-Mgller N, Reiss P, El-Sadr WM, Kirk
O, Dabis F, et al. Liver-related deaths in persons infec-
ted with the HIV: the D:A:D study. Arch Intern Med 2006;
166: 1632-41.

4. Torriani F, Rodriguez-Torres M, Rockstroh J, Lissen E,
Gonzalez-Garcia J, Lazzarin A, Carosi G, et al. Peginterfe-
ron alfa-2a plus ribavirin for chronic hepatitis C virus in-
fection in HIVinfected patients. N Engl J Med 2004; 351:
438-50.

5. Carrat F, Bani-Sadr F, Pol S, Rosenthal E, Lunel-Fabiani F,
Benzekri A, Morand P,et al. Pegylated interferon alfa-2b
vs standard interferon alfa-2b, plus ribavirin, for chronic
hepatitis C in HIV-infected patients. JAMA 2004; 292:
2839-48.

6. Laguno M, Murillas J, Blanco JL, Martinez E, Miquel R, San-
chez-Tapias JM, Bargallo X, et al. Peginterferon alfa-2b
plus ribavirin compared with interferon alfa-2b plus ribavi-
rin for treatment of HIV/HCV co-infected patients. AIDS
2004; 18: F27-F36.

7. Nuhez M , Miralles C, Berdin MA, Losada E, Aguirrebengoa
K, Ocampo A, Arazo P, et. al., on behalf of the PRESCO



234

Peribaiez GM, et al. Axnass of [lepatology, 2013; 12 (2): 228-235

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

STUDY GROUP. Role of Weight-Based Ribavirin Dosing and
Extended Duration of Therapy in Chronic Hepatitis C in
HIV-Infected Patients: The PRESCO Trial. AIDS Res Hum
Retroviruses 2007; 23: 972-82.

Martin-Carbonero L, Soriano V, Valencia E, Garcia-Sama-
niego J, Lopez M, Gonzalez-Lahoz J. Increasing impact of
chronic viral hepatitis on hospital admissions and mortality
among HIV-infected patients. AIDS Res Hum Retroviruses
2001; 17: 1467-71.

Weber R, Sabin CA, Friis-Mgller N, Reiss P, El-Sadr WM, Kirk
0, Dabis F, et.al. Liver-Related Deaths in Persons Infected
With the Human Immunodeficiency Virus The D:A:D Study:
The Data Collection on Adverse Events of Anti-HIV Drugs
Study Group*. Arch Intern Med 2006; 166: 1632-41.
Pineda JA, Garcia-Garcia JA, Aguilar-Guisado M, Rios-Ville-
gas MJ, Ruiz-Morales J, Rivero A, del Valle J,et al. Clinical
progression of hepatitis C virus-related chronic liver di-
sease in human immunodeficiency virus-infected patients
undergoing highly active antiretroviral therapy. Hepato-
logy 2007; 46: 622-30.

Miro JM, Aguero F, Laguno M, Tuset M, Cervera C, Moreno
A, Garcia-Valdecasas JC, et al; Hospital Clinic OLT in HIV
Working Group. Liver transplantation in HIV/hepatitis co-
infection. J HIV Ther 2007; 12: 24-35.

Di Benedetto F, Di Sandro S, De Ruvo N, Berretta M, Mon-
talti R, Guerrini GP, Ballarin R, et al. Human immunodefi-
ciency virus and liver transplantation: our point of view.
Transplant Proc 2008; 40: 1965-71.

Mindikoglu AL, Regev A, Magder LS. Impact of human immu-
nodeficiency virus on survival after liver transplantation:
analysis of United Network for Organ Sharing database.
Transplantation 2008; 85: 359-68.

Duclos-Vallée JC, Roche B, Samuel D. Liver transplantation
in patients with hepatitis B virus, hepatitis C virus, or hu-
man immunodeficiency virus. Presse Med 2009; 38: 1281-9
[Epub 2009 Jul 1].

Sulkowski M, Pol S, Cooper C, Fainboim H, Slim J, Rivero A,
Thompson S, et al. Boceprevir plus peginterferon/ribavirin
for the treatment of HCV/HIV co-infected patients: Inte-
rim On-Treatment Results. IDSA Annual Meeting 2011. Bos-
ton October 20-23, 2011.

Sulkowski M, Dieterich D, Sherman K, Rockstroh J, Adda N,
Mahnke L, Garg V, et al. Interim analysis of a Phase 2a do-
uble-blind study of TVR in combination with peglFN-a2a
and RBV in HIV/HCV co-infected patients [Abstract
146LB]. 18th Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunis-
tic Infections. Boston, 2011.

Kasserra C, Hughes E, Treitel M, Gupta S, Edward O’Mara.
Clinical Pharmacology of BOC: Metabolism, Excretion, and
Drug-Drug Interactions. 18th Conference on Retroviruses
and Opportunistic Infections (CROI 2011) [Abstract 118].
Boston, February 27-March 2, 2011.

van Heeswijk R, Vandevoorde A, Boogaerts G, Vangeneugden
T, de Paepe E, Pdlo R, Van Solingen-Ristea R, et al. Pharma-
cokinetic Interactions between ARV Agents and the In-
vestigational HCV Protease Inhibitor TVR in Healthy
Volunteers [Abstract 119]. 18th Conference on Retroviru-
ses and Opportunistic Infections (CROI 2011). Boston, Fe-
bruary 27-March 2, 2011.

Myers RP, Benhamou Y, Bochet M, Thibault V, Mehri D, Po-
ynard T. Pegylated interferon alpha 2b and ribavirin in
HIV/hepatitis C virus-co-infected non-responders and re-
lapsers to IFN-based therapy. AIDS 2004; 18: 75-9.
Rodriguez-Torres M, Rodriguez-Orengo JF, Rios-Bedoya
CF, Fernandez-Carbia A, Gonzalez-Lassalle E, Salgado-Mer-
cado R, Marxuach-Cuétara AM. Efficacy and safety of peg-

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

IFN alfa-2a with ribavirin for the treatment of HCV/HIV
coinfected patients who failed previous IFN based thera-
py. J Clin Virol 2007; 38: 32-8.

Crespo M, Mira A, Pineda J, Van den Eyden E, Rios-Villegas
MJ, Collado A, Giron-Gonzalez JA, et.al. Efficacy of Pegila-
ted Interferon and Ribavirin for retreatment of chronic
HCV infection in HIV co-infected patientsfailing a previous
standard interferon based regimen. J Antimicrob Chemo-
ther 2008; 62: 793-6.

Labarga P, Vispo E, Barreiro P, Rodriguez-Novoa S, Pinilla
J, Morello J, Martin-Carbonero L, et al. Rate and Predic-
tors of Success in the Retreatment of Chronic Hepatitis C
Virus in HIV/Hepatitis C Virus Coinfected Patients With
Prior Nonresponse or Relapse. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr
2010; 53: 364-8.

Labarga P, Barreiro P, Mira JA, Vispo E, Rallon N, Neukam
K, Camacho A, et al. Impact of IL28B polymorphisms on
response to peginterferon and ribavirin in HIV-hepatitis C
virus-coinfected patients with prior nonresponse or re-
lapse. AIDS 2011; 25: 1131-3.

Berenguer J, Alvarez-Pellicer J, Martin PM, Lopez-Aldeguer
J, Von-Wichmann MA, Quereda C, Mallolas J, et al., and
The GESIDA3603/5607 Study Group. Sustained Virological
Response to Interferon Plus Ribavirin Reduces Liver Related
Complications and Mortality in Patients Coinfected with Hu-
man Immunodeficiency Virus and Hepatitis C Virus. Hepato-
logy 2009; 50: 407-13.

Hornberger J, Torriani FJ, Dieterich DT, Brau N, Sulkowski
MS, Torres MR, Green J, Patel K, et al. Cost effectiveness
of peginterferon alfa-2a (40kDa) plus ribavirin in patients
with HIV and hepatitis C virus co-infection. J Clin Virol
2006; 36: 283-91.

Sroczynski G., Esteban E, Conrads-Frank A., Schwarzer R,
Mihlberger N, Wright D, Zeuzem S, Siebert U. Long-term
effectiveness and cost-effectiveness of antiviral treat-
ment in hepatitis C. J Viral Hepat 2010; 17: 34-50.

Kuehne FC, Bethe U, Freedberg K, Goldie SJ. Treatment
for Hepatitis C Virus in Human Immunodeficiency Virus-In-
fected Patients Clinical Benefits and Cost-effectiveness.
Arch Intern Med 2002; 162: 2545-56.

Brasil. Ministério da Salde. Secretaria de Vigilancia em
Saude.Departamento de DST, Aids e Hepatites Virais. Pro-
tocolo clinico e diretrizes terapéuticas para o tratamen-
to da hepatite viral cronica B e coinfeccbes. Brasilia:
Ministério da Salde, 2005.

CDC 1993 Revised Classification System for HIV Infection
and Expanded Surveillance Case Definition for AIDS Among
Adolescents and Adults. MMWR 1992; 41(No. RR-17).

Nicot F, Legrand-Abravanel F, Lafont T, Dubois M, Sauné
K, Pasquier C, Chatelut E, Izopet J. Serum Concentration
of Ribavirin and Pegylated Interferon and Viral Responses
in Patients Infected. With HIV and HCV. J Med Virol 2008;
80: 1523-9.

Wynn TA. Fibrotic disease and the T(H)1/T(H)2 paradigm.
Nat Rev Immunol 2004; 4: 583-94.

Macias J, Japon MA, Saez C, Palacios RB, Mira JA, Garcia-
Garcia JA, Merchante N, et al. Increased hepatocyte fas
expression and apoptosis in HIV and hepatitis C virus co-
infection. J Infect Dis 2005; 192: 1566-76.

Balagopal A, Philp FH, Astemborski J, Block TM, Mehta A,
Long R, Kirk GD, et al. Human immunodeficiency virus-rela-
ted microbial translocation and progression of hepatitis C.
Gastroenterology 2008; 135: 226-33.

Balagopal A, Raya SC, De Ocab R M, Sutcliffe CG, Viveka-
nandan P, Higgins Y, Mehta SH, et al. Kupffer cells are de-
pleted with HIVimmunodeficiency and partially recovered



Clinical benefits of hepatitis C retreatment with pegylated interferon and ribavirin. Axnais of fepatology, 2013; 12 (2): 228-235

235

35.

36.

37.

with antiretroviral immune reconstitution. AIDS 2009; 23:
2397-404.

Miller MF, Haley C, Koziel MJ, Rowley CF. Impact of hepati-
tis C virus on immune restoration in HIV-infected patients
who start highly active antiretroviral therapy: a meta-
analysis. Clin Infect Dis 2005; 41: 713-20.

Nunez M, Soriano V, Lopez M, Ballesteros C, Cascajero A,
Gonzalez-Lahoz J, Benito JM. Coinfection with hepatitis C
virus increases lymphocyte apoptosis in HIV-infected pa-
tients. Clin Infect Dis 2006; 43: 1209-12.

Korner C, Kramer B, Schulte D, Coenen M, Mauss S,
Fatkenheuer G, Oldenburg J, et al. Effects of HCV co-in-

38.

39.

40.

fection on apoptosis of CD4+ T-cells in HIV-positive pa-
tients. Clin Sci (Lond) 2009; 116: 861-70.

Gonzalez VD, Landay AL, Sandberg JK. Innate immunity
and chronic immune activation in HCV/HIV-1 co-infection.
Clin Immunol 2010; 135: 12-25 [Epub 2010 Jan 25].

Korner C, Tolksdorf F, Riesner K, Kramer B, Schulte D,
Nattermann J, Rockstroh JK, Spengler U. Hepatitis C coinfection
enhances sensitization of CD4(+) T-cells towards Fas-
induced apoptosis in viraemic and HAART-controlled
HIV-1-positive patients. Antivir Ther 2011; 16: 1047-55.
Kim AY, Chung RT. Coinfection With HIV-1 and HCV- A
One-Two Punch. Gastroenterology 2009; 137: 795-814.



	Response predictors and clinical benefits of hepatitis C retreatment with pegylated interferon and ribavirin in HIV/HCV coinfection
	Introduction
	Material and Methods
	Study design
	Variables examined
	Efficacy of retreatment
	Clinical benefits of SVR
	Data analysis

	Results
	Population characteristics
	Predictors of retreatment efficacy
	Tolerance and safety
	Clinical benefits of SVR

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements


