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ABSTRACT

Background and Aim: Postoperative pain is one of the most common complications after
eye surgeries, especially cataract. Use of analgesic drugs before surgery can be effective in
decreasing the pain. The purpose of this study was to investigate preemptive effect of
ketamine, paracetamol, and metoclopramide on the postoperative pain in the patients
following cataract surgery with general anesthesia.

Materials and Methods: In this double-blind clinical trial, 80 adult patients who were
candidate for cataract surgery were randomly divided into four groups. Every one of the
groups received one of the following prescriptions: 0.1 mg/kg metoclopramide, 0.2 mg/kg
ketamine, 1 g paracetamol and placebo before induction of anesthesia. Postoperative pain
severity (based on visual analogue scale) and complications were evaluated in the groups.
Results: There was a significant difference between the groups in regard to postoperative pain
in the recovery room and 2 hours after the operation (P<0.05), but no significant difference
was found at 8 and 24 hours after operation. Also, there was no significant difference between
the groups in relation to the need for analgesic drugs for pain relief and anti emetic
medications to control nausea and vomiting after surgery (P> 0.05).

Conclusion: Use of metoclopramide, ketamine, and acetaminophen can lead to prevention of
postoperative pain and decreased need for analgesics in the patients following cataract surgery
with general anesthesia.

Keywords: Cataract, Ketamine, Acetaminophen, Metoclopramide, Postoperative pain

Received: 16 Feb, 2019 Accepted: 26 June, 2019

How to cite the article: Moradi Farsani D, Safari M, Heidari SM, Shafa A. Comparative study of preemptive
effects of ketamine, paracetamol, and metoclopramide on the postoperative pain of the patients following
cataract surgery with general anesthesia. SJKU 2019; 24(3):134-142.


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

TRICE-1IEP/IRGA )02)ed g slspo / @)led 9 Gy )93 / 9Bw)S (Sibjy eole alSibily ole alas

P10 Jo& 31 ot 893 S 39 wol y3ol5 g g Jgobinsl 31 6crwolS il iy 551 dusilic
385 90 99 Sl (o 3T )5 2 0 gos (i gaw i &I 1G5

T gl (3 (0 g0 ¢ (5 o oublo | (s (8310 g0l
e YINAYAN B ¢ S i 0 Ol ol 6{,:7 rjlp oKl 4}.01 0l L s a}; st bl )
WS AU g VIV Sl G (Jgin By D) ledol el (S e il (K2 oSl (S smtils Y

Ceeimn e YSANY AR S UST ) anlis ¢safari.maede@yahoo.com

Ol cOlgheol Olginnl (S pshe ol ¢ Sy 08l ¢ 50 03,5 ¢ o gt Sl ¥

.Ql_).ll 4QL€.&-¢=\ AQL@.&-&\ Lﬁs':'-f-'- rjk— oli.ﬁ.ﬁ‘: «é&ﬁ 0S5l c&;.‘u}éf_ ejjf ‘g{‘i'}‘ﬁ’:f )Q)li..w' ¥

o>

‘O:.«l_:fnﬁ\ﬁi_ﬁ.ﬁ J;L*w)ﬁwbaulg.u&_\ﬂp.up;y.u\}:@up;yJgu&jﬁﬂnmtpsﬁauﬁs
B3 e shstn o S LU (o oo Sl ey 33 S el IS 20 5 el

LS ijua.ﬁ })b g;fbul; g_s’")" J.o& v\iv\JK ‘JL«A?J‘}JJLQ.:#A. c‘);‘}w}} L;\:SL ‘Sf_LAJT‘)KthA ui‘).} :w}ﬁ ‘_;)5)
05V S 0SS 08 n /Y ol IS 0 0 S S 0 8 s /N L Ol ss S o F 53 skl oo 4
s(Visual Analogue Scale (VAS) jLas bl ) 3,3 Soils ol § 515 s oW 51 b 5wl 5 salinl )l
L3S 3 s 3sse Bes 8 3 fee Sl dn o)l se
(P<'/'a)u\:sﬁ)‘}q&ﬂ-\&f@b\'j&)}&)))d&jj‘.bu.:)Jw\.w‘ﬂng‘:&AJW‘L&@}K&:&&Q
LgJ\:@MQM:st.w\.U;ﬁ,JwJ‘I.x.«...g;.cu\‘?,/\).s‘}wjl.xa.:.s).swulﬁéjbgm;h)k:sltéﬂoﬁul
(P> ~/~o>¢.,z|,uaf}y;\@@pt)@;ﬁ,;u@,u@;gwuﬁuobf&

s 5L S 5355 ST s 1Kty oo 4 b palil 5 el el IS 20 (gl gl 1 eslizal 108 AR
JA.&)".Lo..u:):cy\ﬁﬁﬁcyﬁblcwwcdbuglu 03‘3&\.31{

WED: G pds AFID 1 olg aDol AVNV/TY dlis J s


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

03005 alpdiy WG Gy 1Ry

083 5 el S 1L dslre (6353 s Sl 51 iylE
L350 0) syl

slagyls jlesliul asy Olallae 5 55 eioper
(el 1S 20 253k 5 ool o(d golil ) (8 sl
NN Sl ol o, L81 3 Jras 31w 353 J x5 )5
S g yb3ee slagls Sleslanul &8 ol S73 LG
S o Al (3date (05058 L Y sane Jas 3l da 350
uﬁ.\_;oTijbJ_\);,;)l;@\,@MW
Jees 5l dn 305 U8 Cgr e ol 2 Kl 4
55 5b5 Dliies o8 e S S5 ol 4 w5 b gl
35y Joos Sl 255 Olays b kel 5o (IS b g lax]
Lo 48" Slidos alal 5 a8 &S5 ol Culie b g 5,00
(ST (G915 aw L300 awslae 3550 53 S 4a losls ol
Cood CSBIS Jeae 5l 553 b5 5 Jsslaalyb
ol S 438 K Dy o 505 (s
b 43 S ol andllas pln!

IR )
PES] 129 693

695 2 (#3055 g 33 (AU LTS anllas oyl
SIS ol o sl Ay ST Sl Ar G Fesl 3l
23 4555 Olgaal (o Olwjlas 53 (ns08 (o554 S5
OMs S s anlllas ol (=l>,_§\ 1Y40-YY4g Jlw
LS Lol S ey e oSl
Sl 0l s 925 IRMUILREC.1396.3.970
Ol (5397 oz 09

S oAy e gdome L Ol Jold 5555 slaslae
M(L?a\g_kdja)&_iASAdebb
Ol sl & o 08 b g Cod SSLHUI 51 o) >
Wil 5loy 45 550 53 sy ek o3l gl b
— =l DY lols id 51 i) e se 355
G ol wtlid Cowleo 555 8 c0ls ol ol ksl
5 ma 310 8 s bzl ¢ o 3 b 8 srealind ¢ kS

Sl b ke U il adal Hlew b sl azsls U

-

oo
o aly o sle olew (S mls S oS1LEE
Jis s 5 ol SosdS O  Vsane &5 Sl
G ol 53 05k ¥ (V) 5550 bl ol oS 0T
e 0T ) (gad 250 o iy o0 ) (i oS S0
-5 el i O Cle (Y) Sl CSTLBIST s
GOV 5 VPSS W PP SO =\ I ISTIH BN
sl sle ) ekl (ghles ol Oleys o fage
LS ool GlaesSTiSS o Sl 51 (S (1)
phacoemulsification iy, cxleg Il o S
Jele Sl Jeas Sldn 250 & ol a5 L
P T UCHN R R B TR
v_?)\.oﬁu).s).sgu_afp}]uur&:;ﬁcw%
0l s CSLET (ol oe Sl ey b iy S o
G 5 Al @IV (il 5g 4 Ly e Slaesls 5
bl Julse 51 S Jes 3l dn 353 Cpimeen (F ,0) Az
S i Dok Ik 0s Vb 5 6551850, Olej 5
S s sLa By b 51 (8) ol Oyl o
aws g3 as M Oy s Tyl sz J S
G ol o Sl pd o0 e S5 0 b se IS
S s sl Sleslizul 5 W 55 &S5k Ol 5 o b
sl Lo il Gyl o plsys s 5 L
V) L b o oslinal 3,5 2alS s GLW sk i r\)T
sSee sl g)ls 1Y pane fas Sl dn 255 J ST g
Jsaliwlyly 555 oo oslamal piy 9 )50 ¢ puelS A5l
g &S sl (6h g 2l o Olgdl s (sla gyl anws )
oslainl B b gie U Canist (glas s J 1S 55 eslaul
e (le Bl5 e ST ol esdle 5
5 G $5ln 5 035l Rli8l 5 62,8 (S
Sl gsls 5 J 5D (A) bl aBls gnS 5 4
Olgis a0 e s 0he & Sl sl 53 s ST

a&w.}&[{fod;ﬂ}é‘)ap‘) }@J‘Md})‘}g‘_{:

1RGA )o2)ei g slsps 7 @)led 9 iy )93 7 9lw)S (Sibjy eole alSiily (elc alas


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

1BV $5)a0 axils

5o Sles e 5 L8 o3litul oK 5 o/ F mg/kg
BLT an Hlay domy ad o 5o bl )l | 4l 5 ad
e 3 42 oz (o ) da ol e o ly) (6555
g 3 alas ol il Jlisl (Sbj ot ise
0555 4 o Olylag 5 &5 0T )3 5 3.5 555 s
e Sy 0T 5348 Lis g allasl 5 08T Sleys
e o Laesls 1805 (635 5 5 1y lagyls S o pen
..\_i:ﬁQjLé.:.cg.x_S:;J_:lﬁ)qﬁJ |)LA°J‘J)6)jT
sla e s VAS s jlme plal sy ous
59,5 34— 3 (RRyHRNNIBP) ¢Sl gan
oo tas ol ) Sl YE 5 ALY 0T Jlis 4 5 655155,
S da A S g okt (6551555 4 3555 51 A (s 5l
Sew S Goge 03 Sidu 55 5 6085, 5 Oyles T3
O S sy S S il I 22 VAS
VP88 )y S e Slya p S AS 0 8 e
5 oS sl Sy Sl b ise w5l el
(2l WalS) (S D) s 4 e Sl Ll Ol
)A_&w)ﬁ(wébl})blfjsébuwgsébw
A S 35 eals el 5 6o, Olej e
Sl b9

sl g 4 ged o 3,55 o J e b Sl eslinnl L
5740 (55LeT Oliabl o (5,8 Jai 53 L 5 o SoLs
&S 355 Sdd Lo e Ol uilyly 5 TAY O5e5T Ol
53 507 iy Sldlae wlul 35 S=VV L Jslas
35500 45 g3 e Jilo /A SD (LT s 8 8
b aaloen 5Ly Yo g 8 8 s 5l

5 45 YY 35 SPSS 53l SRS adllae ol (glaosls
<> One-way ANOVA ; Chi Square slao 43T
e | Sl s lie g o o5lizal b 03 S dulie
A5 oslizul repeated measure ANOVA & 4037 51 la
—o313 5 5lne il 5 Kike D) 50 41 (oS (slaesls
Pasesh ol awys L Sl i Oysmwa oS e
b 8 b s s me ddaly &G Olgie 4 /00 I S

A

sl Jols a5 (slaslne 25 aalllan 3,15 3L 4zl
235 e 3 Sh s s e 5 Al adsle 65
SLET Lo, 0l 40a 5l 5555 Glalee 5 b
andllas 4 Ol jlew 55,9 5 i dol addllas 55 &S0 g
random ;- o= 3 esliinl Ly Balal &) 5 4y
sdS o5l 36,8 ¥ 4 software allocation
03 ) oS (53 05,5 o3 (&5 05 8) o el
Al JLe i oS sy sl 05,8 sty 5 (s
ks o (a0 8 s L bt [ 5 S5, L o
o e 5 OLSS b Ohlas aen )3 (s W)
oSS 2 sl e p S5 S ¥ b s plowil &) s
Sl s 0SS oS a8 e Bl 55 O 039
= 0S e o p S Sl ) (Dl St
a Jles SLSI 593 a3 bl ge )3 eslizal o S ALS
RSy Do o p S S 50 8 S oS e
b 3 At 9303 sy s e ol
233 St e s b 53 6 s S5
SHas ol ST 1S ol Sl adsl 593 /Y0 L o) se
307 (S5 5o VY Ol sdispl 5lds o ),
oLl (2 gy Lo g VDY 5lie 4 plaS 8 N30
b 3151 (6,8 sl gt 4y g G WIS iy 2
O iy SLSY K, 0 ml/KE Ol slay plod 40
[Fye @l Salan b e b 3155 S ps S5
3l es 8 Olslan & (ol Jor plosl 51 5 aids 0330
m ke ) 5305, 8 Ohley 4 5 B gl i g
oo 03,5 Olslas 4 s 3Bk 0 055 p 8 hSTe 8
e o) A (G5 09 il peeliS /Y mglkg
A b bl Jlep e Lo 5 5 2 slagsls
Jle s ol 2d (e 0 polgzr 05,8 Ohles 5 (e
LS ICESY
ot 3 oS w1y Ol sk gl ke (o OLL S ey
U\)ua_i)g}@,ucuév.ab%@v;qowg;\
g bl aalsl 5 5LET Hlaw 35 @ 355 4 55 Ol
5K s 51 Y Sl 565 4 b Ol

TRGA joed § slsys /7 @)les 9 Sy 8)0s /7 HGws)S (Sib)y eole alSibily alc alas


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

03005 @iy W36 cwyp 1WA

Jsb ol @ols (sime Mt La 03,8 o piomen
() Jsde) (P>4/40) Sl 5 o 5 6,550 ) ke

sl

VY 55,0 A) Jgebialyl 05,8 F s Ol andllas ol o
3 (03N 53,0 VY) elS (039 55, VY) Jo 5 (0

Dl Lo g S s ik ol (0310 53,0 )0) ey

anfllas 5 ) 50 éb’w;; 33 Ok éi:éjfya SleMbl 1 J g

P-value 055 035 o8 %4 e
s oS Jsebally
YA 5170 54/10 BA/FO £Y/00
+ E E + () o
V2 /AD YA/VA WYAY W/ (Mean+ SD)
¥4l Vo) N EYD) N UBd) AR s, o
Vo) AR () A EVZZD IS
VS FA/NO LatAd \aVAYZ \aving 60, Olj e
+ + + + (mln)
%4 F/AD Y/ov

de (Mean+ SD)

Sl gy Jes Sl dm Sele Yoy (650K 4 505
S als slaes S o S sy 4 (P</0)
Gols sne Dyge 4 Sals Slaes 8 53 355 5 LAl
OVl baes £ o Lol (P<e/00) g Dl I zeS
S Celu YF 5 A oo 5l dm 253 bl (g5l5 oas
0531 Gb g,k 5 (P>/00) Sl sy Jes
Jes 5l dm 5,5 Ol s repeated measure ANOVA
Solssnn Al Jos 5l da g0l 45 05 S 8 o

Y Jgu) (P<e/001) 35 aily

(sedls Sy e OL 2 ¢ J ralis 9 (gt 05 5L08
Aoy Celw YR 5A Y (65855 4 35,5 sk sladle) s
el @l e M baoy S oo s S s )
Sy odd ;S5 ladla) 5o $Sinlys san sla el
repeated measure o537 b Ll (P>4/00) Csly
UJ?M 33 &Salus ger sls el )b Ol s ANOVA

(P<o/20V) 5 s gme IS 5sb a5 la
350 Jos S dm Oles 53 VAS L Joe Sl am 50
05,5 o adlan cpl (bosls elul o255 15 )

ab > e Sl da sy plaly ol gae OB s

1RGA )o2)ei g slsps 7 @)led 9 iy )93 7 9lw)S (Sibjy eole alSiily (elc alas


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

1W9 (5)a0 asils

Jn.ojl.bq‘sl.ﬂs[_:l.»)');‘u\l.]u;)jnkghu}ff);&.&jl.bg;)::\' Jad

P-value )“"N‘, a})f J.At‘.{ a};

(Mean+ SD) (Meanz SD)

Jdes S Jselalyly 05,8

(Mean+ SD)  (Mean+ SD) VAS

DO V/FY /4 O/YA o/
V0V /) /Y HV/AS ST NSRS

o/ Y o/vy F/INF f/FY f/a. A Cela ¥
EAVA VYA EAVAR +1/F)

v /ZA /oY \AR! Y/A¥ Y/f0 A Celw A
T\/VF +1/4) +y/.¥ +y/vy

(VAY4 \/FY \/YE \/FY \/Fe da Celo YF
EAVAYS EAVES 4 +\/Y¢ £ /AY

el Gl e M Laey & m S 23 8,15
SN poman (P>2/00) Sl 5 oy £kl 5 6 568
los 8 55 Ol ezl Ol e lul 1 (615 e

F Jgds) (P>0/40) Sl 5 gy Calides

M}:—»"WU;J”J’Md}Jb“{}QQ‘}:"4?,;‘
Sl sime Mt a0 S o S50 es 8 bl
SP>0/00) Clill 5 5mm9 55 b (gl 4o jLs

r 2050 el 5 a8 S Jos Sl dn 20l 5o dles

walllan 3500 5la 05,8 53 Olslay skatildy 5 o S ey )58 €353 b (53,05 4 35 Ol e ¥ U

P-value 5 255 5 5 s
N oS b Jabalsl
7y VXS YN YY) ¥ (/1) S PO
W LEVAT B VAT R (/) ¥ (/10) 36 R
C/M \ (/0) \ (/0) \ (/0) A\RVARD Cl/.a;.»l Jos 3l dn
Wisd VAL (/.00) (VAarAd! A (/¥V/F) Sels” sl
1 VY =l ke
7 (/¥ \AVA YR XVAL 2 9] I XVARTAD s Oh)les
=2l
7 (/¥ ANVARD NN SVARY/Y) ARVARY)) Gews
IRt

TRGA Hoayed § slsys /7 @)led 9 Cunyy 8)0s /7 HBws)S (Sib)y eole alSibily alc alas


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

w0305 @il G w11

Sy Joe Sl gl il 58 s g8 55 Ole 5353
593 3l esleal a8 wi Ols asdllas cpl 5 plomes (AIL
r s BU S e d byl ol s 4 pelS oy
OVF) Wil azals anzglt..u}: Jos 3l A 555 287 6,
J)‘j.ﬁfﬂ)bj%})‘}.ﬂ?ﬁ)bwba‘@u
MJJJQM&))}WW}J}»D‘)EQ}:{@')WS
)C)_@):):A_@ng)b«_z)’l_:i el YP U e
.C...inkU:}g-_géji:m\

S35 48 A8 0Ly gner b adlllan $S5 3 ioman
A 355 J ST 50 Jsabinlyly s ol (6 iy S50 elS
5l Sl il ol sl s Ol 53 fos
))Jﬁb‘)k}wﬁwwuﬁjuuuu@a‘)b(\a)
WS S g g Jas ey 353 J 1S

3 eslatul aslie 44 45 01, LSa 5 Heidari aalbs s
As g 4ty el g A e b S S L s 2l 4 elS
S35 613 e SU 03,8 55 ik 4t nl 4
Sl e Slda 33 Al (g9l 4 LS 5 50 Dl
Olen S35 = S5 simn Ol 05,8 55 iome
jsdgg)‘,_bp@b:ﬁ-}&pj\v\aiap\)&%;
E3 Olin oS 5 ol IS 520 S5 5l sl 05 8
W.:ﬁgﬁL@nga:mljlﬂfapl)
S ol e a4y sl oS g0 (6915 3l enlanal &ST A Ol
53.(V8) 515 Jae Sl dny 553 J 8 (645 o5 ST
23 2l 4 S 5 L5 ayls a Sl sl Lo anllas
As a5 S 8 ) 3 ge il 5 g 53,5 J RS
Jf‘))&iﬂo}u&u‘mgjw63}&)}.&0{“@6[&6
S5y Al 5 758 5 Jas S An 255 S5 5 oS s
RWWRY
53)\34:_‘»:):4_“;"&,:4_34_{)_@:4_,3&.‘&_&):
5365 2 st SWI S el 5 leg oIS g2
d&@w}@:ﬁbu—i‘mcﬁyobﬁbbﬁ&ﬁj‘v\x

35 Gk 50 s W11 LS 6 y5 el IS 52

&

Sx
el 5 ol el S s 51,8y el
> Jes Sl dm a5 RalS (g sk 5L
A 55 45 (Gosky 3505 hges B gg Cow CSTTHUK
OT JUs 4 g 4l K5 Jos 5l ol b as
aw ol o Ll CBL 2alST 55 A syl 4 5L Ol
3 dee Sl s alS ) p ool Dl 5)ls s
Omoma (LSl 5 g g o andllae 55 555 LS (gl 4 5L
S gl s g o o Jos S dn wls (55150 e
o3liiul s Gl pl posdhe (8 8 415wy 5ye
AT 5 s il 5 s Sl 53 G sl
Lagols ool 5l ool 55 Olles (sanld) Ol (B0
Gzl Ol 53 T o G Js 55 o5 b
AU (sl ol pen 53 0S5 B 5 s Olay
02 50 SS LU Jos 3l dn 355 555 2 5015 4
31530 5513 53 deslie & Olllan iy 5 Sl 43 55,13
Slalllae 5 534S Hohilan Lsy astls ) B sl
S CSILBE Jras 5l din 355 45 Sl 0 Ol 56
DA S Ll (ol Jos ol Sl (S5l Sl
Aol as Sl 353l RS 4ST3505 s b Lo e
sy s ke b andllas Olyley 55 (1) 3,5 &) g0
S Sl a8 Cals (6555 53 F s Jos i sy
sAsadi aadlas j3 . Cul 0350 Olylaw 53355 v sie
ME/KE) ralS )5 03,5 33 auslie 4 &5 O,
S350~ 2 o (N e mg/kg) Jsslul )y 5 (+/70
JUbl o 5 5 55T Jos Sl oms il 5 585 0253
03 Jeas 3l e 355 45 Wdew y doe Cpl 4 (s gy atls
a8 25,8 53 Jooe Sl Cola & 5 /0 gl O
Jpelialyl 8 35 25 8 3l S 39 0 o3litul sl
S1> mme O LT s 5590 0k onlizal 515 4
(bl 3y g Jems Sl el VY 5 5,5 bl

Lo Gl bl gl ae (D %’Tu:‘u:""‘”’

1RGA )o2)ei g slsps /7 @)led 9 S )93 7 9lwy)S (Sibjy eole alSiily (elc alas


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

€1 )0 asils

)CMU:AK):?WKSQH.L&Q\:{QNM

X0) el gn 3
}H‘ﬁ)&fﬁ})‘}}}d‘db@-ﬁ).ﬁw
ordsl e adlllan 5 ol ods5 o) 2l & Jpalially
S dd )y p Bad 915 93 4 S Cul () aalllan
25 alin andlles 9550 4 Ol 5 oo anlllas ol (o5 guoes
o)L LIS 56 (gla )5S e 03,55 gy 1 5 40 0l

55

S5 domi

4 o gl g elST (sl oIS e (glag,ls I eslinal
Lg))\:ij:;J&nS}:):JJ_:S):dlﬁi_:ﬁQ)y
ué)b.G)J)JQ.UZJEJj‘63)‘36Lha);wg)l§')
Gj;)“L—eJ‘T)))J)QJ.:‘é}w‘x}ﬁjg}.ﬁ;j‘v\&{
v—?""if*i*:‘.Qw&‘ﬁﬂﬁv‘-ﬁ‘;ﬂ‘xtﬁ-’ﬁﬂfwﬁ)"
5,85 it oy T 53 WU &g

EILSECE R o)
Ciglas 53 S Ail o o see (6185 aal OLL arlllas oy
L Olghol (S e o8ty ¢ (S 0aSsils oimsy
ol y o goa5 4 I.Muirec.1396.3.970 &yt us”

o tils hagh Ciglee (6, Ken Sl Al pl S

23 Koo S5 Olghool (S ke

Reference

aS 540 HulS 4 G m Jes Sl ey 355 SRS
A3 5ol () gy ST ST oS - e 15 o
ajj_szajaov\_im_i;ﬂl_fu«_xﬂha):.(\\’)
0555 33 i SIW J5 g el 1 a8 dal y S e
RS N ARGV | g i OV INE I SERGIN gt o
s A Gyls s 55 8 ol s esdle (LI 5 g

il 5y als g,
V_M.:J\g.aA_x!Lk»Q_ﬂ):asLé.:_ul.s)ngLa)J\:j\dgiﬁ
S a8 ol oIS 20 (69,05 Db S5 Ll Sslize sla
Floial 5 g 3g5 b SS1 5 ol aly 93 s ST
S35 248 Hlodewy dmi opl s Olalllas (S 55 5351
Lo asdllas 55 .(Ve) Gl on 5 Jsn i 5 falsS
5858 S Sz e (5,15 S el oIS e
SIS 5 5 Olobes 53 Floanal 5 ¢ 565 rmmen 5 £ il
- Sy omelS 5 Jsalial sl sla 5505 L OT (63,5 4
Sl o a1l 55 dus (69,13 &K oS Jgalianl )b 3 S
j}ﬁdé))}&@&d&%b}ﬁ&b)%t{g
ol oyl 0T mb slasss 53 (5 sdous sl Lole
s9dle oS Ll ok Oly Oolalllae & 5 53 S b 51 g ol
Al [oslse oS S o) 6350 Ao T
o 55 S OA) sl en g Jiya il 5 856
o) el S TD ez N JUIS oSl (55,5
Oome R S o0 353 4 Sl ol Hlge ol gl

=020 sl s s 1 elgs as gyl ol

1. Oliva MS, Schottman T, Gulati M. Turning the tide of corneal blindness. I Indian J
Ophthalmol 2012; 60:423-7.

2. Bourne RR, Flaxman SR, Braithwaite T, Cicinelli MV, Das A, Jonas JB, et al. Magnitude,
temporal trends, and projections of the global prevalence of blindness and distance and near
vision impairment: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Glob Health 2017;5:e888-
€97.

3. Porela-Tithonen S, Kaarniranta K, Kokki M, Purhonen S, Kokki H. A prospective study on
postoperative pain after cataract surgery. Clin Ophthalmol 2013;7:1429-35.

4. Camesasca F, Bianchi C, Beltrame G, Caporossi A, Piovella M, Rapisarda A, et al. Control
of inflammation and prophylaxis of endophthalmitis after cataract surgery: a multicenter
study. EUR J Ophthalmology 2007;17:733-42.

TRGA joayed § slsys /7 @)les 9 Cunyy 8)0s /7 HBws)S (Sib)y eole alSiily alc alas


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html

[ Downloaded from gku.muk.ac.ir on 2026-05-24 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/5ku.24.3.134 ]

03005 @iy WG cwyp 11EP

5. Raizman MB, Donnenfeld ED, Weinstein AJ. Clinical comparison of two topical
prednisolone acetate 1% formulations in reducing inflammation after cataract surgery. Curr
Med Res Opin 2007;23:2325-31.

6. American Society of Anesthesiologists Task Force on Acute Pain Management. practice
guidelines for acute pain management in the perioperative setting: an updated report by the
american society of anesthesiologists task force on acute pain management. Anesthesiology
2012;116:248-73.

7. Tan M, Law LS-C, Gan TJ. Optimizing pain management to facilitate enhanced recovery
after surgery pathways. Canadian Journal of Anesthesia/Journal canadien d'anesthésie
2015;62:203-18.

8. Roberts E, Nunes VD, Buckner S, Latchem S, Constanti M, Miller P, et al. Paracetamol:
not as safe as we thought? A systematic literature review of observational studies. Ann
Rheum Dis 2016;75:552-9.

9. Azzopardi TD, Brooks NA. Oral metoclopramide as an adjunct to analgesics for the
outpatient treatment of acute migraine. Ann Pharmacother 2008;42:397-402.

10. Fernandes Filho SMM, Costa MS, Fernandes MT, Foerster MV. Comparison of
intravenous dipyrone to intravenous metoclopramide in the treatment of acute crisis of
migraine: randomized clinical trial. Arq Neuropsiquiatr 2006;64:1005-8.

11. Derbent A, Uyar M, Demirag K, Uyer M, Kurtoglu E, Goktay A. Can antiemetics really
relieve pain?. Adv Ther 2005;22:307-12.

12. Faridaalaece G, Rahmani SH, Mehryar H, Shishavan SB, Merghati SZ, Hasanloei MAV, et
al. Comparison of intravenous metoclopramide and acetaminophen in primary headaches: A
randomized controlled trial. Emerg (Tehran) 2015;3:70—4.

13. Shimia M, Parish M, Abedini N. The effect of intravenous paracetamol on postoperative
pain after lumbar discectomy. Asian Spine J 2014;8:400-4.

14. Asadi HK, Nikooseresht M, Noori L, Behnoud F. The effect of administration of
ketamine and paracetamol versus paracetamol singly on postoperative pain, nausea and
vomiting after pediatric adenotonsillectomy. Anesth Pain Med 2016;6:¢31210.

15. Heydari SM, Hashemi SJ, Pourali S. The comparison of preventive analgesic effects of
ketamine, paracetamol and magnesium sulfate on postoperative pain control in patients
undergoing lower limb surgery: a randomized clinical trial. Adv Biomed Res 2017;6:134.

16. Heidari SM, Khalili G, Roohani S, Koushki AM. Comparing the effects of ketamine
alone and in combination with metoclopramide on postoperative pain. J Res Med Sci
2013;30: 2441-9. [In Persian]

17. Zavareh HT, Morteza S, Saryazdi H, Salehi J. Comparing the effect of metoclopramide
and ketamine as a preemptive analgesia on postoperative pain. J Shahrekord Univ Med Sci
2011;13:38-45. [In Persian]

18. Aksoy M, Ince I, Ahiskalioglu A, Keles S, Doymus O. Effect of intravenous preoperative
versus postoperative paracetamol on postoperative nausea and vomiting in patients
undergoing strabismus surgery: A prospective randomized study. Agri 2018;30:1-7.

19. Peltoniemi MA, Hagelberg NM, Olkkola KT, Saari TI. Ketamine: a review of clinical
pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics in anesthesia and pain therapy. Clin Pharmacokinet
2016;55:1059-77.

20. Shabana AM, Nasr ES, Moawad HE. Effect of ketamine on intraoperative nausea and
vomiting during elective caesarean section under spinal anaesthesia: A placebo-controlled
prospective randomized double blinded study. Egypt J Anaesth 2012;28:169-74.

1RGA )o2)ei g slsps /7 @)led 9 S )93 7 9lwy)S (Sibjy eole alSiily (elc alas


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/sjku.24.3.134
http://sjku.muk.ac.ir/article-1-4776-en.html
http://www.tcpdf.org

