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Usage of High-cost drugs in Ophthalmology 

Reference Number:  RDF3481-25 
Date of Response: 01/07/25 

 
I am researching the usage of high-cost drugs in ophthalmology. Your answers to 
the following questions will be highly appreciated.   
 
Q1. For the 4 months from January to April 2025, how many unique* patients 
received the following intra-vitreal treatments for any eye condition:   *Please count a 
patient only once for any treatment, regardless of how many injections or implants 
they may have received. 
 
Further to your Freedom of Information Act request, please find the Trust’s 
response(s) below.  Please note the following: 
 
[**] Eye condition defined as any contact on the patient database presenting with a 
condition diagnosed to Chapter VII of the ICD-10 index:  

Diseases of the eye and adnexa (H00-H59) 

 
[***] We are unable to conclusively say these patients were treated for a specific 
diagnosis, just that they have been prescribed one of the drugs listed between 
January and April 2025 and have a primary or secondary diagnosis relating to 
Chapter VII “Diseases of the eye and adnexa”. 
 

Drug Total patients 

Aflibercept 1,450 

Bevacizumab 15 

Brolucizumab 0 

Dexamethasone 34 

Faricimab 608 

Ranibizumab 53 

 
Q2. For the patients above, how many were new to intra-vitreal treatment? Please 
provide the patient numbers by the treatments listed below, excluding patients who 
previously had received any of these treatments. 
 

Drug Total patients 

Aflibercept 116 

Bevacizumab ≤5 

Brolucizumab 0 

Dexamethasone ≤5 

Faricimab 28 

Ranibizumab – Lucentis 0 

Ranibizumab Biosimilar 9 

*Section 40 (2) - Less than five (≤5) Exemption 

https://icd.who.int/browse10/2019/en#/VII
https://icd.who.int/browse10/2019/en#/VII
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In accordance with Section 40 (2) of the Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA), we 
are unable to provide figures where the number of complaints is less than five and 
could risk the identification of those staff/patient(s) involved and breach both data 
protection and Caldicott principles. In these cases, the figure ≤5 has been applied to 
indicate that a figure between 1 and 5 is being suppressed.   

This follows NHS Digital (formerly Health and Social Care Information Centre 
(HSCIC)) analysis guidance (2014) which states that small numbers within local 
authorities, wards, postcode districts, CCG’s providers and Trusts may allow 
identification of patients/staff and should not be published.  

 


