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Abstract

Background: Diarrhea is one of the most common disorders in infancy and childhood and recurrent vomiting is a main reason for
hospitalization for these patients. This study was to assess the effect of injective ondansetron on decreasing the hospitalization rate
in children with diarrhea and recurrent vomiting.
Methods: In this clinical trial study, patients between six months and six years, with acute viral diarrhea and recurrent vomiting,
were assessed for the possibility of being treated as outpatients, based on their response to ondansetron, compared to a control
group who did not receive ondansetron. The sample size was 100 for each group. Cases for the ondansetron group were under
observation for at least two hours in the emergency ward and were followed until 72 hours to find out if there was any need for
them to return to the hospital due to vomiting. Otherwise, all cases in the control group were hospitalized. Data of both groups,
including the rate and duration of hospitalization, was analyzed.
Results: Of the 100 individuals who received ondansetron (n = 91) 91% did not need to be hospitalized and 9 patients needed to be
admitted in the next 72 hours, while (n = 100) 100% of control group were hospitalized (P value = 0.003). Vomiting in the control
group continued in 35% of patients after 72 hours of admission. The duration of hospitalization for the patients of the control group
was 2.94 ± 1.40 (mean ± SD) days.
Interpretation: Ondansetron can be considered as an effective agent to decrease the hospitalization rate in infants and children
with diarrhea as well as vomiting. Injective forms of ondansetron seem to be more achieved than oral forms.
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1. Introduction

Diarrhea is one of the most common disorders in child-
hood. The world health organization (WHO) and UNICEF
estimate that almost 2.5 billion episodes of diarrhea occur
annually in children under 5 years of age in developing
countries. The overall incidence of diarrhea is about 3.6
episodes per child a year and it is estimated to account for
13% of all childhood disability adjusted life years (DALYs)
(1). Since recurrent vomiting is one of main reasons for ad-
mission of infants and children with gastroenteritis (GE)
in hospitals, control of vomiting in these patients can de-
crease the rate of hospitalization and lead to oral rehydra-
tion therapy (ORT), which is the preferred method for re-
hydration of the patients and is also endorsed by WHO and
other major health organizations (2). Rather than medical
benefits of treatment of GE patients as outpatient cases at
home, there are many socioeconomic advantages for the
family and community, due to not admitting a child or in-

fant into a hospital. Heavy costs of hospitalization, with
the fact that a large number of people are not under insur-
ance coverage in Iran, it is necessary to have a person ac-
companying the child/infant during their hospitalization
period. However, this may lead to other problems such as
when the parent or guardian is employed or has a problem
caring for other children at home etc. Also, some problems
related to health care systems, such as increased hospi-
tal occupancy, deficiencies in nurses and not enough hos-
pital equipment are some of problems due to high rates
of hospitalization for children and infants with diarrhea
and vomiting. In addition, drugs-related adverse events
predominate in academic pediatric centers, with children
aged more than 1 year to 5 years (3). Freedman et al., in their
conducted cost analysis study in USA and Canada, found
out that routine administration of ondansetron to eligi-
ble children would annually save society 65.6 million US
dollars and health care payers 61.1 million US dollars. In
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Canada it would annually save society 1.72 million CDN dol-
lars and the health care system 1.18 million CDN dollars (4).

Amongst several antiemetic agents, ondansetron is a
highly potent and selective serotonin 5-HT3 receptor an-
tagonist and has no worrisome adverse effects such as
drowsiness, extra pyramidal reactions, hallucination, con-
vulsion and neuroleptic malignant syndrome that may be
seen in other antiemetic medications. When ondansetron
is used for several clinical conditions related to vomiting
there is a very low risk of adverse effects (5, 6). A large num-
ber of studies have been done and have shown different re-
sults of success and failure in which oral ondansetron was
administered to assess the decrease rate of hospitalization
in children with diarrhea and vomiting (7-9). This study
was carried out to assess the effect of injective ondansetron
on decreasing the hospitalization rate in children with gas-
troenteritis and recurrent vomiting.

2. Methods

2.1. Setting

Patients between the age of six months and six years
were referred to Qods pediatrics academic hospital in
Qazvin city (west of Tehran, I.R. Iran). This hospital is a
state hospital under the supervision of Qazvin University
of Medical Sciences and it is a referral hospital. Children
with acute GE and recurrent vomiting were followed up for
their response to injective ondansetron and the possibil-
ity of treating them as outpatient cases. Meanwhile, other
cases in similar situations were selected as a control group
who did not receive ondansetron. Consent letters were ob-
tained from all parents prior to entering the study. This
study was approved by the Qazvin ethic committee.

2.2. Patients

Inclusion criteria: All individuals in both groups had
evidence of viral GE, recurrent vomiting was the only indi-
cation of referring them to hospital and the time of their
referral to the hospital was not more than 48 hours after
the beginning of the symptoms.

Exclusion criteria: Other cases with other causes (bac-
terial GE, protozoan GE, etc.), vomiting secondary to other
diseases and patients with symptoms prolonger than 48
hours were excluded. Considering a narrow duration
of symptoms was for having similar situations in both
groups.

The sample size was calculated through the following
formula:

(1)N =
2
(
Z1 − α

2
+ Z1−β

)2
P
(
1− P

)
(P1−P 2)

2

Considering P = (P1+P2)
2 , P1 = 0.7, P2 = 0.5, α = 0.05

and β = 0.2 that yielded N = 96 (10).

2.3. Study Design

This study is a randomized controlled clinical trial
done for 200 patients with Gastroenteritis (GE) referred
to the Qods hospital from Feb 2014 to Jan 2015. Patients
recruited in this study randomly were assigned to two
groups based on Balanced Block Randomization. We have
6 blocks (AABB-BBAA-ABAB-BABA-BAAB-ABBA) that will ran-
domly be arranged. The control group received a rou-
tine plan (Metoclopramid) and the intervention group re-
ceived ondansetron. They are followed through hospital
reception documents and telephone calls until 72 hours af-
ter discharge. This follow up is to find out whether the pa-
tients have had any need to return to the hospital due to
recurrence of vomiting. All included cases of both groups
were treated with serums. The difference between the two
groups was receiving a dose of 0.15 mg/Kg ondansetron
through injection in study group. It should be noted
that some patients receive ondansetron routinely based
on their physician guidelines and others receive previous
drug regimes such as metoclopramid, ORS or other treat-
ments (registration ID in IRCT is IRCT2014090719077N1).

2.4. Primary Outcome

Our primary outcome was to find out whether the pa-
tients had any need to be returned to the hospital because
of recurrence of vomiting. However, all cases that did not
receive ondansetron were hospitalized as was routinely
done for years. All data of both groups including the rate
and duration of hospitalization were registered.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

We calculated the number and percentage of gender
and needing to admit which was analyzed by χ2 measure.
The duration of hospitalization was analyzed by mean ±
SD. The Mann-Whiteny program was used to compare the
hospitalization rate, age and duration of gastroenteritis
between two groups since the distribution of variables
were not normal. Furthermore, the ,duration of hospital-
ization was analyzed by the Cox-Regression model. Statis-
tical analysis was done by means of SPSS-version 19 and P
less than 0.05 was considered significant.

3. Results

In our study, of the 200 participated individuals in two
equal case and control groups, the mean age (year) was
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3.69 ± 2.61 and 3.16 ± 1.52, respectively. There were no sig-
nificant differences between them. Ninety percent of pa-
tients in the control group who were admitted were under
5 years old. However, 76 of the patients (76%) in the inter-
vention group with ondansetron were fewer than 5. Only
6% were admitted after receiving this drug.

Gender distribution included 44 girls and 56 boys in
the case group and 42 girls and 58 boys in the control
group. That did not show any significance (Table 1).

In the ondansetron group of people who received the
drug, 55% took only one dose and 45% needed the second
dose without observing any drug side effects.

Out of 100 individuals who received ondansetron (n =
91), 91% of cases did not need to be hospitalized or get rest
(n = 9) and 9 % needed to be admitted in the next 72 hours.
All 100 cases of the control group were hospitalized (P =
0.003) (Figure 1).

Vomiting in the control group of people who did not
receive ondansetron continued in 35 % after 72 hours of ad-
mission.

The duration of hospitalization for the patients of the
control group was 2.94± 1.40 days, amongst which the du-
rations compared with the case group (Table 2) from one
to six days were 16, 27, 24, 19, 8 and 6 %, respectively (Figure
2).

The Cox-Regression model showed that the age and
gender of patients did not have any significant effects
on the survival analysis; however, the leading complaints
such as fever, diarrhea and vomiting had the significant
confounder effect on it (Table 3).

4. Interpretation

The results of this study showed that 91% of infants
and children with diarrhea and vomiting who received on-
dansetron could be treated without hospitalization and as
outpatients, while only 9% were hospitalized. On the other
hand, the patients of the control group had a duration of
2.94 ± 1.40 days (range of one to six days) in the hospital
and repeating vomiting occurred in 35% of them. This high
percent of not hospitalized patients implies money, time
saved for the family and a lower load of admitted patients
for hospitals. These consequences are desirable in all as-
pects.

Most of the similar studies have shown the same re-
sults as ours, although a few differences in results could be
found. Golshekan et al. compared two groups of oral on-
dansetron and placebo in children with diarrhea and vom-
iting and found that 27% had persistent vomiting and 13.6%
were hospitalized in their 48 hour follow up (11). The re-
sults of a similar study by Roslund et al. showed that 21.6%

needed intravenous serum therapy after receiving oral on-
dansetron (12), which both showed higher rates of admis-
sion than ours. In a study on 1 to 14 year-old children,done
by Al-Ansari et al., it was found that after a single dose of
ondansetron, cessation of vomiting was achieved in 81% of
cases (13), which shows a lower rate of vomiting cessation
than ours. Das et al., through their review study, concluded
that oral and IV ondansetron significantly reduced the in-
cidence of hospitalization by 64% (RR: 0.36, 95% CI: 0.18,
0.72) and 79% (RR: 0.21, 95% CI: 0.05, 0.94) respectively (14).
This difference in the rout of ondansetron administration
is the reason of gaining a higher result in our study when
comparing similar studies in which the oral form of on-
dansetron was used. Other similar studies by Setayesh et
al. (8), Tabbah (15), Freedman et al. (14, 16), DeCamp et al.
(17), Gavagan et al. (18) and Mullarkey et al. (19) all showed
that ondansetron therapy decreases the risk of persistent
vomiting, the use of intravenous fluid and hospital ad-
missions in children with vomiting due to gastroenteri-
tis and/or its cost-effectiveness. In another study, results
showed after drug administration, 30 (81.1%) patients in the
ondansetron group did not experience vomiting as com-
pared to 9 (24.3%) patients of the placebo group (P < 0.01)
(20). In addition, children who received ondansetron were
less likely to vomit not only during the first 8 hour follow-
up in the emergency department [relative risk (RR): 0.33,
95% CI: 0.19 - 0.56,] but also during the next 24 hour follow-
up (RR: 0.15, 95% CI: 0.07 - 0.33) (21).

Despite these studies in agreement with administra-
tion of ondansetron and its effectiveness, some other stud-
ies point to its effect on prolongation of diarrhea duration
due to fluid and toxin retention. The UK guideline deter-
mined that ondansetron prolongs the QT interval in a dose-
dependent manner; therefore, it should be avoided in peo-
ple with congenital long QT syndrome. Doctors should
pay more attention to some patients such as those with
electrolyte abnormalities, congestive heart failure, brad-
yarrhythmias and so on (22). Another study declared that
although ondansetron is a widely accepted treatment for
GE in children, a broader spectrum of primary diagnoses
such as non GE, otitis media, diabetes and pneumonia for
which ondansetron is being used should be considered
(23).

4.1. Limitation and Strength

The limitation of this study was the absence of the pro-
longed follow-up of the patients in the ondansetron group
to find out the probable effect of the drug on the duration
of diarrhea. This was not included in our study targets.
Suggestions for future studies consist of assessment of on-
dansetron effects on severity and duration of diarrhea, es-
pecially with regards to its etiology and cost-effectiveness
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Table 1. Demographic Variables in Two Groups of Study (Intervention with Ondansetron and Control Group)

Group Age, Mean ± SD
Duration of

Gastroenteritis,
Mean ± SD

Duration of
Hospitalized,

Mean ± SD

Gender Chief Complaint

Female, No. (%) Male, No. (%) Recurrent
Vomiting, No.

(%)

Fever, No. (%)a

Control, N = 100 3.16 ± 1.52 1.34 ± 0.48 2.94 ± 1.41 42 (42) 58 (58) 80 (80) 20 (20)

Case, N = 100 3.69 ± 2.61 1.07 ± 0.26 0.11 ± 0.37 44 (44) 56 (56) 75 (75) 25 (25)

Z = -0.207 Z = -4.717 Z = -12.592 X2 = 0.082 X2 = 0.717

P value 0.836 < 0.001 < 0.001 0.775 0.397

aDiarrhea and vomiting.

  Unnecessary 

to hospitalized, 

N = 0 

Recruitment (n = 200)

 Case group, receive 

ondansetron, N = 100 

 Control group, not receive 

ondansetron, N = 100 

Necessary to 

hospitalized,  

N = 100 

Hospitalized, 

N = 9

Unnecessary to

hospitalized, N = 91

Figure 1. Profile of Participants in Two Groups of Study

of administration the drug, which can be different from
one community to another.

4.2. Conclusion

The main conclusion of the current study is the em-
phasis on administrating ondansetron, which can lead to
a decreased rate of hospitalization in infants and children
with diarrhea and recurrent vomiting. Also, when compar-
ing similar studies on using the oral form of the drug it
showed that it had a better result when the injective form
was used.
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Table 2. Means and 95% Confidence Interval for Survival Time of Two Groups

Group Mean Log Rank (Mantel-Cox)

Estimate Std. Error 95% Confidence Interval Chi-Square P Value

Lower Bound Upper Bound

Control 2.940 0.141 2.664 3.216 22.579 0.001

Case 1.222 0.147 0.934 1.510

Overall 2.798 0.137 2.529 3.067

Table 3. β and SE of Chief Complaint Variable in the Equation of of Cox-Regression Model Based on Forward- LR.

Non- Equation Score Sig. Equation B SE Sig. Exp (B)

Age 0.057 0.811 Step 1 Group -1.443 0.378 < 0.001 0.236

Gender 0.479 0.489 Step 2 Chief complaint -.573 0.249 0.021 0.564

Chief complaint 5.677 0.017 Group -1.415 0.376 < 0.001 0.243

Group 17.201 < 0.001

Survival Functions Group
Control
Case
Control-Censored
Case-Censored

Duration of Hospitalized

.00             1.00           2.00         3.00          4.00          5.00          6.00
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Figure 2. Plot of Survival Function in Two Groups Based on the Cox-Regression
Model

References

1. Kliegman R, Stanton B, St Geme J, Schor N, Behrman R. Nelson Text-
book of Pediatrics. 19 ed. Philadelphia: Elsevier-Saunders; 2011.

2. Sturm JJ, Hirsh DA, Schweickert A, Massey R, Simon HK. On-
dansetron use in the pediatric emergency department and
effects on hospitalization and return rates: are we masking
alternative diagnoses?. Ann Emerg Med. 2010;55(5):415–22. doi:
10.1016/j.annemergmed.2009.11.011. [PubMed: 20031265].

3. Matlow AG, Baker GR, Flintoft V, Cochrane D, Coffey M, Cohen E, et
al. Adverse events among children in Canadian hospitals: the Cana-
dian Paediatric Adverse Events Study. CMAJ. 2012;184(13):709–18. doi:
10.1503/cmaj.112153. [PubMed: 22847964].

4. Freedman SB, Steiner MJ, Chan KJ. Oral ondansetron administra-
tion in emergency departments to children with gastroenteri-
tis: an economic analysis. PLoS Med. 2010;7(10) doi: 10.1371/jour-
nal.pmed.1000350. [PubMed: 20967234].

5. Cheng A. Emergency department use of oral ondansetron for acute
gastroenteritis-related vomiting in infants and children. Paediatr
Child Health. 2011;16(3):177–82. [PubMed: 22379383].

6. Pfeil N, Uhlig U, Kostev K, Carius R, Schroder H, Kiess W, et
al. Antiemetic medications in children with presumed in-
fectious gastroenteritis–pharmacoepidemiology in Europe
and Northern America. J Pediatr. 2008;153(5):659–62. doi:
10.1016/j.jpeds.2008.07.050. [PubMed: 18829050] 662 e1-3.

7. Fedorowicz Z, Jagannath VA, Carter B. Antiemetics for reduc-
ing vomiting related to acute gastroenteritis in children and
adolescents. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2011(9):CD005506. doi:
10.1002/14651858.CD005506.pub5. [PubMed: 21901699].

8. Setayesh A, Ghahramani F, Hosseini Teshnize S. Role of ondansetron
in decreasing vomiting and duration of hospitalization in children
aged 6 months to 14 years. Electronic Physician. 2010:95–101.

9. Szajewska H, Gieruszczak-Bialek D, Dylag M. Meta-analysis: on-
dansetron for vomiting in acute gastroenteritis in children.
Aliment Pharmacol Ther. 2007;25(4):393–400. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-
2036.2006.03231.x. [PubMed: 17269994].

10. Reeves JJ, Shannon MW, Fleisher GR. Ondansetron decreases vomiting
associated with acute gastroenteritis: a randomized, controlled trial.
Pediatrics. 2002;109(4):62. [PubMed: 11927735].

11. Golshekan K, Badeli H, Rezaieian S, Mohammadpour H, Hassan-
zadehrad A. Effect of oral ondansetron on decreasing the vomiting
associated with acute gastroenteritis in Iranian children. Iran J Pedi-
atr. 2013;23(5):557–63. [PubMed: 24800017].

12. Roslund G, Hepps TS, McQuillen KK. The role of oral on-
dansetron in children with vomiting as a result of acute gastri-
tis/gastroenteritis who have failed oral rehydration therapy: a
randomized controlled trial. Ann Emerg Med. 2008;52(1):22–9. doi:
10.1016/j.annemergmed.2007.09.010. [PubMed: 18006189].

13. Al-Ansari K, Alomary S, Abdulateef H, Alshawagfa M, Kamal K.
Metoclopramide versus ondansetron for the treatment of vomit-
ing in children with acute gastroenteritis. J Pediatr Gastroenterol
Nutr. 2011;53(2):156–60. doi: 10.1097/MPG.0b013e3182132d8d. [PubMed:
21788756].

Iran Red Crescent Med J. 2016; 18(11):e42907. 5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.annemergmed.2009.11.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20031265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1503/cmaj.112153
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22847964
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000350
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1000350
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20967234
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22379383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2008.07.050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18829050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD005506.pub5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21901699
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2036.2006.03231.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2036.2006.03231.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17269994
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11927735
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24800017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.annemergmed.2007.09.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18006189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MPG.0b013e3182132d8d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21788756
http://ircmj.com/


MahramM et al.

14. Das JK, Kumar R, Salam RA, Freedman S, Bhutta ZA. The effect of
antiemetics in childhood gastroenteritis. BMC Public Health. 2013;13
Suppl 3:S9. doi: 10.1186/1471-2458-13-S3-S9. [PubMed: 24564795].

15. Tabbah MJ. P0560 Cost-Effectiveness of Ondansetron Treatment
in Vomiting Associated with Acute Gastroenteritis in Children.
J Ped Gastroentero Nut. 2004;39(Supplement 1):S269–70. doi:
10.1097/00005176-200406001-00684.

16. Freedman SB, Adler M, Seshadri R, Powell EC. Oral ondansetron
for gastroenteritis in a pediatric emergency department. N Engl J
Med. 2006;354(16):1698–705. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa055119. [PubMed:
16625009].

17. DeCamp LR, Byerley JS, Doshi N, Steiner MJ. Use of antiemetic agents in
acute gastroenteritis: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Arch Pe-
diatrAdolescMed. 2008;162(9):858–65. doi: 10.1001/archpedi.162.9.858.
[PubMed: 18762604].

18. Gavagan T, Schumann SA. This antiemetic may help kids skip that trip
to the hospital. J Fam Pract. 2009;58(2):85–8. [PubMed: 19203492].

19. Mullarkey C, Crowley E, Martin C. The addition of ondansetron to a

oral rehydration protocol for children with acute gastroenteritis. Ir
Med J. 2013;106(9):266–8. [PubMed: 24416847].

20. Rerksuppaphol S, Rerksuppaphol L. Efficacy of intravenous on-
dansetron to prevent vomiting episodes in acute gastroenteri-
tis: a randomized, double blind, and controlled trial. Pediatr Rep.
2010;2(2):17. doi: 10.4081/pr.2010.e17. [PubMed: 21589830].

21. Yilmaz HL, Yildizdas RD, Sertdemir Y. Clinical trial: oral ondansetron
for reducing vomiting secondary to acute gastroenteritis in children
â128;147; a double-blind randomized study. Aliment Pharmacol Therap.
2010;31(1):82–91. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2036.2009.04145.x.

22. National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence . Advice. Manage-
ment of vomiting in children and young people with gastroenteritis:
ondansetron. Evidence summary: unlicensed or of f-label medicine;
2014.

23. Sturm JJ, Pierzchala A, Simon HK, Hirsh DA. Ondansetron use
in the pediatric emergency room for diagnoses other than
acute gastroenteritis. Pediatr Emerg Care. 2012;28(3):247–50. doi:
10.1097/PEC.0b013e3182494d87. [PubMed: 22344213].

6 Iran Red Crescent Med J. 2016; 18(11):e42907.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-S3-S9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24564795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005176-200406001-00684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa055119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16625009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.162.9.858
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18762604
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19203492
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24416847
http://dx.doi.org/10.4081/pr.2010.e17
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21589830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2036.2009.04145.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/PEC.0b013e3182494d87
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22344213
http://ircmj.com/

	Abstract
	1. Introduction
	2. Methods
	2.1. Setting
	2.2. Patients
	2.3. Study Design
	2.4. Primary Outcome
	2.5. Statistical Analysis

	3. Results
	Table 1
	Figure 1
	Table 2
	Figure 2
	Table 3

	4. Interpretation
	4.1. Limitation and Strength
	4.2. Conclusion

	Acknowledgments
	Footnotes
	Authors' Contribution
	Funding/Support

	References

