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Abstract

e AIM: To compare the anti - inflammatory effects with
lotrprednol-tobramycin and tobramysin - dexamethasone
eyedrops after phacoemulsification combined intraocular
lens implantation.

e METHODS: |In this
randomized controlled trial, patients with senile cataract

prospective, comparative,
who underwent phacoemulsification combined intraocular
lens implantation in our hospital from January 2014 to
October 2014 were enrolled, which were randomly divided
into two groups. Patients were given lotrprednol -
tobramycin (LE/T group) and dexamethasone - tobramysin
(D/T group ) eyedrops respectively. Preoperative and
postoperative intraocular pressure, malnutrition inflammation
score, bruggrmann comfort scale were observed.

¢ RESULTS A total of 143 eyes of 143 cases were enrolled,
of them 81 cases were in the LE/T group and 62 in the D/T
group. There were no statistically significant differences
between the two groups in malnutrition inflammation
score and bruggrmann comfort scale. The average
intraocular pressure was 16. 5+ 3. ImmHg in D/T group
after 14d postoperation, which was obviously higher than
LE/T group (14. 7 +3. 7mmHg, P= 0. 004). After 14d

postoperation, the intraocular pressure of 2 cases were

> 21mmHg, which were back to normal after drug
withdrawal.

e CONCLUSION: The anti - inflammatory
lotrprednol-tobramycin and tobramysin - dexamethasone
eyedrops are similar after phacoemulsification. However,
lotrprednol-tobramycin has little influence in intraocular
pressure, and more safety.
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