010.

Sz A P BE S5 A IRIR 2006 4F 4 5 6 5 2 1

IBE sl OR €6 22 38 e e G A A i e O v A

ALF F£% NS
UL A 7k N RS Bt

FE: B 69 RN B2 hkAR B A & ek P WP e SR L 7 ik 1 026 B 1 8 AR da 4 o A % B 2 AR AR ) A R
S 3K W Y 7 o g BE AP B AR S0 AT R R AL R 2 2B ARE B E R S AR LA B L AT AL AT R R ET A FAF R
2)E P R E Rk AR B K 2L AR TR R B4 (P <0.01), 6 )L BOR LR A B R ), 4t AR A — b AL B, B3 Ak
B R R TR R Rk (P<0.01), £ %0 s U B H 0L T B3 Bk AR 5 2l ik kAR 2] 8 5 &
KR BB kAT B A E T A w R RS A R A
Abstract: Objective: To evaluate the ability of Umbilical artery Doppler (Doppler) of antepartum fetal testing to screen for high risk
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pregnancy. Method: 1026 high risk pregnancy were tested with Doppler and NST respectively. They were randomly divided into two
groups and studied by the cesarean delivery rate and fetal well-being. Result: The cesarean delivery rate for fetal distress was significantly
lower in the Doppler group compared with the NST group (16.4% vs 26.8%,P <0.01).and the fetal well-beling were not difference.

Conclusion: Umbilical artery Doppler as a screening test for fetal well-being in a high-risk population was associated with a decreased

cesarean delivery rate compared to the nonstress testing(P < 0.01), with no increase in neonatal morbidity.

Key words: Umbilical artery Doppler; antepartum fetal detecting; cesarean delivery rate
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