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Evaluation of effects of domestic tropisetron hydrocloride on cisplatin-induced nausea

and vomiting
LIANG Hou-jie, BIAN Zhi-heng, HUANG Hai-hui, HU Shao-yi, CHEN Shi-xu, ZHANG Yan-ling, JIANG Jin-yan, ZUO

Wen-wei, SHEN Jian, ZHAO Xiaoxin, KANG Yu (Department of Oncology, Southwest Hospital Third Medical Military University,
Chongqing 400038 China)

Abstract. Objective To compare the efficacy and reliability between domestic and imported topisetron hydro-
cloride in prevention of chemotherapy-induced anorexia, nausea, and vomiting. Methods Randomized double-blind
controlled clinical study was carried out. Forty-eight cancer patients receiving chemotherapy containing cisplatin were
randomly divided into A (domestic tropisetron hydwcloride) and B (imported tropisetron hydwocloride) study groups.
A preventive usage of twopisetron hydrocloride, 5 mg Id for 6 continuous days, was begun one day before chemotherapy
and the adverse events such as anorexia, nausea and vomiting during therapy were observed. Results All patients
completed the trail according to the observation potocol. There was no significant differences between the two gioups
in respect of controlling adverse events such as anorexia, nausea and vomiting ( 7~>0.05). Conclusion There are
similar efficacy and reliability between domestic and imported tropisetron hydrocloride in prevention of chemotherapy-
induced adverse events such as anorexia, nausea, and vomiting.
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