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Cost-effectiveness analysis of palonosetron and granisetron for prevention of
nausea and vomiting after eye surgery
WANG Lijun,LI Wenzian” ,TAN Fang
(Department o f Anesthesiology ,Eye and ENT Hospital of Fudan University ,Shanghai 200031 ,China)
[ Abstract] Objective
tion of postoperative nausea and vomiting (PONV) after eye surgery. Methods

To compare the cost and effectiveness of palonosetron and granisetron for preven-
A total of 70 patients fulfil-
ling inclusion criteria scheduled for eyeball enucleation and orbital implant were divided into two groups: the
palonosetron group (group P.,n=235) and the granisetron group (group G,n=235). Before general anesthetic
induction, group P intravenously received palonosetron 0. 25 mg,and group G received granisetron 3. 00 mg.
The severity of PONV,side effects and the cost of anesthesia were recorded at 4,24,48 and 72 h after surgery.
Results The occurrence of PONV after surgery lasted to postoperative 72 hours and it was based on class [[
and [l[. There was no significant difference in the occurrence of PONV between the two groups at postopera-
tive 4 hours (P>>0. 05). The effective control rate of PONV in group P was significantly higher than that of
group G at 24 and 48 h after surgery,there was statistical significant difference (P<C0. 05). The cost-effective-
ness ratio of palonosetron was significantly lower than that of granisetron at 4,24 and 48 h after surgery (P<<
0. 05). Conclusion Palonosetron is a cost-effective antiemetic drug for preventing PONV after eyeball enucle-
ation and orbital implant.
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