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O ABSTRACT 0O

The objective of this study was to compare the efficacy, safety, and patient comfort
with prednisolone acetate 1% and ketorolac tromethamine 0.5% in cataract surgery. Fifty
patients were enrolled in this study. They were assigned to receive either prednisolone or
ketorolac ophthalmic solution starting 24 hours before ECCE and lasted for six weeks
after surgery. On postoperative days 1,3,7,14, 28 and 42, the anti -inflammatory effect,
safety, and patient comfort were assessed. Both treatments produced comparable efficacy
in reducing inflammation, excepting the flare which was less with ketorolac (P<0.042).
IOP, visual acuity, and patient comfort were similar in both groups. Posterior capsule
opacification was greater with prednisolone (p<0.025). Ketorolac tromethamine 0.5% was
as effective and well-tolerated as prednisolone acetate 1% in controlling postoperative
inflammation, but it was better in preventing posterior capsule opacification after cataract
surgery.
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Lo Jasgie @l Cum (yfie senall (52l J5Y) asll 8 ool e cuilS dapuy colpiing dadgll o Jaadly
vie 3 Al cualyg el il Ao gann (51 (1.56 £ 0.58) 5 &l )il e sana a1 (1.24 = 0.83)
sl Laal Cagt (358 wo Al claaliall DA Laydd Caaal i @13 day e gama S (e a 3aly (3
Mg )siSll Ao sana B Lhad B 3) 14 a5l soaliia lae laaldall asea 8 Gslgjiayll Ao gana
aee e Ofiegenall (p Aed gl 505 8 @yl 1S Lails 081 (0.32 £ 0.48) Jilia (0.36 + 0.49) cwils 3)
.( P>0.076) Lglasl

SISl Alal) 4305 SalSaall papllS Jalse sae e aladl Aaliad a1 Ayl dady anis *
@ @3l haind) ae Al Aads galii oy - ey TOPJ) glils abal) Jaal) 358 Johag Zaand)
Al Ao pally Tl (grumaiine a5V oam il S5 pae ) B ety Y RIS 8 peany (i ganal
A Lagiullad () 35 13ag 3adgll o3 s 3o 6 A salaal) A el ) Ll Loaily La
ceaball Jeall ) i) o b

Lo ganal) (2l Juyudl) WSSV Ans (6) o8y Jsaad) Jedas ale¥) Canll (8 il (uISEY) s

cOfisganall (pdaya s A (Amdl) QulSHY) B G — 6 ) Jaad)

g | =N =25 (ysls i N=25 &Y, 5 dal il s
i (%) el (%) eyl 23e
92 % 23 88 % 22 0
8 % 2 12% 3 1
0.645 0% 0 0% 0 2
0% 0 0% 0 3 1 asd
0.08 +0.28 0.12+0.33 Mean + SD
92 % 23 88 % 22 0
8 % 2 12 % 3 1
0.645 0% 0 0% 0 2
0% 0 0% 0 3 3 el
0.08+0.28 0.12 +0.33 Mean + SD
. 96 % 24 96 % 24 0
4% 1 4% 1 1
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0% 0 0% 0 2 7 asil
0% 0 0% 0 3
0.04 +£0.02 0.04 £0.02 Mean £ SD
100 % 25 100 % 25 0
0% 0 0% 0 1
1 0% 0 0% 0 2
0% 0 0% 0 3 1405
0+0 0+0 Mean + SD
100 % 25 100 % 25 0
0% 0 0% 0 1
1 0% 0 0% 0 2 28454
0% 0 0% 0 3
0+0 0+0 Mean + SD
100 % 25 100 % 25 0
0% 0 0% 0 1
1 0% 0 0% 0 2 42554
0% 0 0% 0 3
0+0 00 Mean = SD

(228 3)(acssio 2 )(isis 1)(cans¥ 0): ipadll ulSDY) culaps = . (ANOVA )il Julss = *
IV Cpasall A Lol dad el (8 cuilS e panall (e sad (pudl) Gl 3 of Dy
G Nyl degana die OB lef cuil€y 1 Al olam o1 3) das dads cuil ai Glld aa Cullill
@lall Ailian) Gpeal a5ag 50 01 558005 Ae sane 2ic( 0.08 £ 0.28 ) Julia ( 0.12 £ 0.33 )l
Craly ) bl as ) 8 i anal) Gas Aslatie el Gl1d day Caealp 28y ((P=0.645) Lagiy
LY 50 (b Jaad LSy L 1dpsll b (e send) SIS gl Ll a5y 1aa s (0.04 £ 0.02)
Aalled) ddad 8 50 Y 2 lad alg dags CulS e saaall e gl iyl
A8ISe By gy Azl ISy alad)l Gasdl 2y (AN ALY 8 iyl Gul€5 00 Aaall ol o328 of ¥
ol Gl paldl 8 gl s nlly &N )ikl (e JST A lladll ) ey L) e genall (52
Ale gl 3580 5aL5) 5330 bl Lyl o Cigyme s LSy . alad) il Jd S5 JS5 Glidany Levic
o LSl g€ (e el i ) (5350 Las il tig ) Auald Aoy Zaleily) Tilusl) L3l cuas
Clagiall Sl e Lbad 3 g 1 580 s b ) Jsat 53 Cansipuil) Lebas Sl L)
Leie il Gl e 351 (o8 g gilly (ol il dllad ol old Mg [2] cdaliial) g genl
JS L5l 41 e Tolie) Ui 5y ¢ 5Sell Ay Gandd 8 Ny 53l) 355 aball Janll Jd ass
Gilagiall Aaziall Jalsall Jadhy Y ddle sl 23 (i (531 Cpadle livg ) JS8 Jady oYy ) 5illd < Logia
I Tty sl 3anl) Leis el ) sl Jagas A5 Adle ) 35l ailan a Ll g0 (i U
Moyl n ale) Cud) & 8 Camgiapadl 2aaS (0S5 Ml claioall Aadiall Jalgally (paidleting sl
e J81 Sal) (S Al oy ) Vpat JT Sy sl hianll ae ST (0S8 Lt el ) Vs iy
Allad ST S slgiaanal) of @y e it of oS - Yalate il GuSEY) 5% Laiy @y )al)
Opnsiudll Joatl adanfil Aain doa (oyad JSE ey Cua aligan 2y Jayudll GalSEHY) 200 ey Leie
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B 35 3y pie 1 et Ol NS Bakity i) e el SEY) el Al (e
) 13 Tadie 580 Lagl 058 Ly b et (el Cpmsisandl

p oY) ulaa

@ Aial) Jals hial) af Laugia (7) a5 Jsaall Gt ((1OP) aliall Jas Taial) i 5wl
el Clalial DA (ie sanall e

LOsieganal) ol Alkial) JA)s Dbl ad il sgday — 7 — ad) Jgand)

*P iad O3 de sene Ny ) e sana
n=25 n=25
Mean + SD Mean = SD
0.752 13.88 +3.47 13.49 +5.02 dalall Js
0.271 12.77+5.20 14.92+8.16 1 a5l
0.916 12.82+4.29 1270+ 431 3 s
0.539 13.99 + 3.49 13.34+3.92 7 a5
0.238 13.35+ 3.57 14.63 + 3.10 14 .
0.933 13.47 + 3.86 13.56 + 3.52 28 oyl
0.767 14.44 +3.36 1416 +3.21 42 a5

(ANOVA ) plsill Jilas = *.

Dlaiey @55 A gana aaye 52l adiy) 38 Aaliall any JSY) asdl 3 TIOP J) ad Jausgie o Jaadly
48 ) N )5iSll aape aal aic IOP J) dad g li)) cagan A @lld dpmys cdabial) (8 aie 3ale 1.43
@Al (il a8 Gl syaall Jah osliell e Aale A0S Uy Aai Aalal) any ¥ sl 3 5ule
Lilaa) pge ot Oficsanal (0 [OP J) o 8 @)l & olld was ¢ jale 111 jlaiay (slsall e gana
asdle a3 i Gl 8 () gyl Gl vie ((IOP) J) ded caxalis Gl ol & (p = 0.271)
ipliie e sandl) (531 (TOP)J) asd asia ol climiage ol saiilly Lisad eV 3y gy Jsisally
Ol S dasiiadll el o i Lea (P> 0.238) dage 3)lst sy 4] Olaalia) aen
AlEd) JA)s Jasrcall 2als e Al

PUA Giiesendl mpe s3] Dyl 508l a8 haugie (8) ad) dsaall selay siyyiadl 50l o
LAglla) claa Ll

i sanall (g G ga &y el 5500 sgdiy - 8 — o) Jsand)

*P e st e sana Ny e sana
n=25 n=25
Mean + SD Mean + SD
0.571 0.26 £0.23 0.30 £0.29 1 asdl
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0.643 029%0.22 0.32%0.29 3 .
0.903 0.40 £0.26 0.39%0.30 7 sl
0.983 0.47+0.25 0.47 £0.29 14 .,
0.855 052+0.26 054+0.28 28 osdl
0.868 0.62+0.28 0.64 £0.22 42 o5

(ANOVA ) Ll s = *
. L;J.ux.// raﬁ)” 4..4.1“/'A.1 4_1‘}.“&.4 4.:1);4.1.// SJ..LQ.// 2909 'M

iaal agas 090 laLiall asen Pliy e sanall G Aliie Lppaal 3508 o Jsaadl (e Taadl
(P> 0.571)legins ()lall dplia)

BB By gems Citny Aabal) aa JY) asll (B L Aad ol (8 clS Agpead) 5l o measalsl) (e
Aapany g Ayl Aadgs HSally (oslal) ~ LY aalii ae iy 42 agll a2 claaliall i
i) Y

bpaad (i) cayall (sad Bagage cullile Al adad il 5,aY) saaliaall a4l aggmll e 2y
Gy ¥ s Ml Jle yaay s 40l (S agia agaally i) 48l daisall ojla sladl zhanny
A YA e apaal) il gl Ayl 6 L) aay 28D Aagliallys (VA 0da 5508 8 gacmy Aypacad) 5l
g Jumdly 10710 dppad) 08l Led Canpu

foble Ayl ¢ L ddaliadl) cULDEAY) aal Cul€ sl s

(4% Jslia 16%) <Ny ysaSl) Ao gana g2l ST U0 gl 142 asdl) 8 Al o cliwgll —
oAl aluys sha) cimy bl o3 Cars Lol ddjaddy (P> 0.1) ¢laliaa) age oS o Gl 138 (S
as ey hall Al apenals Laegig dadiisall Aaill skl die b Jie Jalsall o aall Jainal) ygall (g al
Aty gl da clysliall ol 8 SalSaall (appaall Aoy hall dssall aye

ol e 2l ol ua sl i) degens 8 anpall (e 2000 sl Adla)) Alniaal) (S5 Cas —
P< ) tlilan) age Gl G (3L 12ag (528 Lie HAT) 42 sl s Glldg @y sl degena (o (i
Sl el Al daplally sl 7 bkl ge cV A aes ciias 3, (0,025

calld cJalse Baal 2gay 28 S aa dfgan are g i) Gilleall e dalal) dladaall EIS Eigan )
e il el )l lall LDLAYs ) Ly Cadan USS A1 lealy) GulSiyY) il 8 S sl
- Apadal) dalally KU o Aoy hall dusaell apasis sale & CDERY) (e Db ¢ Sl

8yfia Aail i Ny ysill ae adisin ades (sl hmiagall ae Adlall Adadadll ASSH Gigaa e L
e Leaily Sl Ll Synel Tafiall Loyl s sSll deliall Adadial) Galsally Gy di (e cplaiadl
ihiadl Y ales Al dusall Apledall LAY Calanig daaly (8 50 L 05 Layy (lls aminadl) 3 i)
Shiall sl of e e Ll Adana) 8 el el ad Qs g ) snl L o Ll alad) IS 4l
e el 2 bkl A dhal Gl of caad LAl Alaiaal) (S5 Cigan e Al 8 @ 5asl
.Sl
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Jiag (yiie penall ol Aual) ity ol e sama JS o (i ye A die A I8 Alaiad) (Bad Caaa -

A jsal) sl (il dulse llia Laily JOGAY) 138 Cigang axiial elsall g5 G ABe d5ay panl
Al cslialy elsall b d8a)y - hall 38 dals

ek (9) ad) Jsaalls o axiiusa) elsall ae Ao Lgd 4l aifimy ()il clladial) 4 Jauss ol d8dal) —

pdiial) glgally glati B g clia Al GUSERY) Gan — 9- ) Jsaall

Oslsmanall de gans Myl Ao sane Lsy)
*%P i N = 25 N =25
% e dae % VA dae
el e il il
>0.1 (4) 1 (16) 4 : é;
Al e b
w“.! . “ - I. . n isj
<0.025 (20) 5 (0) 0 o
Al e b
- oer. \ -y ‘ o
1 (12) 3 (12) 3 i nd
bl Jesdl el

(12 ) gor 18 Jlis) =%

ua.})_.d\ C\_j})\ d_\s.a ‘r\j\ ua\)_rjy‘ a4 O (10) eJJ d}.ﬁ;ﬂ :UA.I_.)_AH C\_\:\J\ H_)s:a
(el Qlays D35 1Y)

LOieganall Al (Qanal) gL pie)ssual) Glayg aglly A Bad gl 10— ad) g

P i e N=25 (slgiman n=25 &Nyas YEQu| ?:\:\AJ\ a8
i (%) ayall (%) el 2ae
24 % 6 56 % 14 0
64 % 16 44 % 11 1
0.0073 12 % 3 0% 0 2 Lasd
0% 0 0% 0 3
0.88 +0.85 0.44+05 Mean + SD
48 % 12 60 % 15 0
48 % 12 40 % 10 1
0.302 4% 1 0% 0 2 3 el
0% 0 0% 0 3
0.56 + 0.58 04+05 Mean + SD
68 % 17 60 % 15 0
24 % 6 40 % 10 1
0.285 4% 1 0% 0 2 7 asdl
0% 0 0% 0 3
0.32 +0.55 04+05 Mean + SD
0.148 2% | 23 2w | 23 0 14.
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4% 1 8 % 2 1
4% 1 0% 0 2
0% 0 0% 0 3
0.12+0.44 0.08 £0.27 Mean £ SD
92 % 23 92 % 23 0
8% 2 8 % 2 1
1 0% 0 0% 0 2 2855l
0% 0 0% 0 3
0.08 +0.28 0.08 £0.28 Mean £ SD
100 % 25 96 % 24 0
0% 0 4% 1 1
0.322 0% 0 0% 0 2 42554
0% 0 0% 0 3
0+0% 0.04+0.2 Mean + SD

(ANOVA ) pliill filas = *

(3228 B)( dhanssio 2) (ddsis 1)( Uty 0) imhe ¥V cilapo =

B 35as ae g3l Ao sana 52 Lalig ISV sl (T ST OIS Gagyall 2L of Jaadl
Aol Lehane Solaty ol Aadd eV 80 iy IS was oS0 o P=0.0073) (e panall (ps Lilas) pge
iage s AL Lagiy (3lsdll oy aly ydic g anall (s anpall 2 L) (panns 281 Claalial 3.1
.( p>0.148) Lilas)

asall (A oal e S Gl o () g 1368 ISV all (8 Tegue ST anyall L) (oS0 il *
& demdl Gana) 2l € oo Ly ¢ 20 @lalia) & el et ge lanal) 2Ll s & )
(b Adlad gl el 3) il A Sl HELEIL andi (e Mg )5 Ao sana s J5Y) a5l
A Gl aali aay Jomdl 8ygums iha syl L)) (len Laa ([15] Aaball JU) uall oY1 (S
o) Z Ul st A OnSall Jalats N sl Sunall 30 aa] Cmali e sanall (oaaye

s ARl ala)al) & a5 Al

:0lsin [16] 4dliys charles SO. il 3Shall saaia Gy —

2 i Ketorolac, Prednisolone, Dexamethasone for postoperative inflammation

(S sana (i dage (398 LDl o1 ¢ Ayl o2 4 . Clinical therapeutics /vol. 19,No.2,1997
Clely) cldle e Laye sl HSall o aled) cull 8 (5olall ~ LY Gals e (sl iaglly s 53l

- Auall

DS g Gl e (e sl ssinn o i sanall ( Rage (38 Al 1aadls o Ly 8 Lk
desane sl L claaliall st 8 0l LS a8 ciaild) liial Ll ogyslshuagpdl ae 23 GlS g3l)
Ny 5l degana s Al ale IS8 dawyy il il GBS (Lilian] age e @ (K1 @l 4
SISV U SEIEE IS WA JUPLPR TN NP

oy Al il liall LA (e sanall (s IOPJ) a8 age (308 Ayl a8 T2l o1 La
Uil 0 e (3ol 13y Lial 48 g g i) Carmy
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L il pe Gl 135 (yfie samall (Ll dypacadl 5080 (st (IS IS

cdede (e Ailall Alaia ) CESS Crgany Blaly ¢ o0 (o Aubal) e S ]

oty Led lacle Lo cuySh ) pulaall Lali o Aushl) oda geilind Ly s A Wi ) il cals 13
LS Sl & b))yl sl (ool Law Lilps 8 ST il g5l depa o () a5m 138 Layys ¢ ySal)
il Lia i)

: Olsxa [17] 48la,s Christoph Hirnei B. W)yl duy -

Comparison of prednisolone 1% , rimexolone 1%, and ketorolac tromethamine 0.5%
after cataract extraction .

Grafe,s Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol (2005) 243:768-773 4 <y

Ladgs olall Z L) Al (e g 5isllls G lgsiapll Jesane (o (U Al Sy o) Aulyall 020 (8
- L) ae Soldaly 1385 4 peail 5)aills 4 8l

bl el Uiy cliiudyy 8 (LS IS Lilian) aga (3)la @ )5ill de sene 51 J3l LS <Al
AL Al B Lgie (Aely oiaball o Apliie (sl pianal) (e Aiadl) desall Cua opiulal o il
e Sal) Aags e gl mapall a8l s lalinay ) Zaa il aey Vg

o) ) &0 Ly 6 oS GBS Liliaa) age (3l (sls sl desane 2l i (IS Lanilal) (liial
- Lilan) g oS

i sea) G Uliie IS Uiy 8y (yslssmanal desane 2 i (IS IOPY)

by 8 el Goag alg aaly e die Giladg piall dlatul) chas

L)y (8 elly Gaang o) Laiy )5Sl Ao sane (g0 2al5 Ganpe 1o 48 daas Chas

B s e saaal) o Lliie oS Wiy (g Gsls3ian) de gana 531 Juimil IS iasyal) L)
ila) Alaiad) (ES G e gl Aell Gl e 6 o8 ) Auball sl SE Q) L aga

: Olsim [18] 4dliys Joseph N. Wahal dulys —

Comparison of the efficacy and safety of ketorolac tromethamine 0.5% and
prednisolone acetate 1% after cataract surgery .

Journal of cataract & Refractive surgery & Anball ol ¢yl
volume 25,Issue 5, May 1999, page 699-704 .

LSy Aaball am oI QL) (madd Cun (e dgiliiia il helal (ppaiaaivnal) SIS o dagl) cuils
e Silia Ayyeadl 338 (et IS SIS (JOPUI 4 dage Vi Vs dila il Jas a1y Janill o
. O senall

el il G A jSall lae Lad (el LYl subae Cum (e Ll il pa (oldas il oa
s ol Amshall oda S Al L &1 L el ol huagnl) de ya il G Wy A sl il de sens
c Agalal) Aaia ) CESHy duaad) il o

o N5l ol aiagall AsISiall dladll jlela) 6 ALl culuahyall Aaglae Ly il caels 13)
Leal cdlialy sl hingall desa o L)) o 223y 5Sall of Adaale poe sladl Zalyad ) ) e 5 ylagd)
cOslg i) ae AdlA) Aladaall CESE Chgan A g 63
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A Baun Bysaay Allad o (5l i lls Cisalisag i N3N (e Apmmgall Cibumatioadl) o) =
6-4 s2als delus 24 alall Jaall U8 Gladsy Lavie elldg caluad) dalyad 0 ilgal) 2 5klls 4650 8
il QA e 8 osls il o g ¢ pSall (8 ol pianll bl Sl A e codn alad
oA s Ay

cAeaiioal) dejally @llig oAy padl 350l Aadl Jals Jarcall slad aia lal Dedal (4 pianiiva) DS —

A g e @)l Aladl e ayall dia L) liiag cpSHal) NS -

Ll flan) Baaal (e oS duanll o lll Eigaad el das e Ny il a5 —

Sl Al A dain ) (a5 pe Al 5yt Alled Al oda b Cpaliiag i @il pelif —
Aladll oda s ST Cluyall (e aphall 2 by 134y aludl da)yal

G (e Al 8 Ani) atled e Sl cpaaline 5 Ny )l Alay) il o e Bl -
Jay Ny sl alasinly moani Lald eclag s pid) Alaad) U] cuialy ([19] dalall (ajad) 42l
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