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— Background: Objectives: Evaluate the presence of cross allergy between NVP/EFV in those cases not adhering to the guidelines.
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therapy otherwise.

Conclusions: The rate of cross allergy from NVP to EFV was not significantly  Cross allergy when giving NVP after EFV allergy could not be assessed due to the
greater than the occurrence of rash after EFV when given as the first drug.  small number of cases. These findings support the use of EFV after allergy to NVP
Viral suppression after the change from NVP to EFV did not seem to be and may make unnecessary a change to PI.

affected.



