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Effect of different cervical treatment on pregnancy outcome and delivery mode
Chen Xiangyi  Sun Guogiang” sGuan Ping ,Li Min
(Department o f Obstetrics , Hubei Maternal and Child Health Hospital sWuhan , Hubei 430070, China)
[Abstract] Objective

total of 249 primipara (research group) following the different cervical treatment before pregnancy were divided into operative

To explore the pregnancy outcome and delivery method after different cervical treatment. Methods A

group (97 cases)and physiotherapy group (152 cases)according to the type of cervical treatment. 250 primipara (control group) of
the same period had not undergone the cervical treatment. All patients were delivered in maternal and child health care hospital of
Hubei province from June 2012 to June 2015. The rates of cesarean section, the preterm delivery, premature rupture of membranes,
the duration of labor,neonatal weight were compared between the groups. Results (1)In the research group,the rates of cesarean
section (65, 86 %) . the risk of the preterm delivery(13. 65%) , premature rupture of membranes(20. 48% ) , were significantly higher
than control group(xZ =18.428,10.452,8.066,P<C0. 01). The neonatal weight of research group (3 360.71+£517.08)g was lower
in comparison with that of control group( y*=2. 459, P<C0. 05). (2) The rates of cesarean section of operative group and physio-
therapy group was 76.28% and 59.21% (P<C0. 05). The premature rupture of membranes 28. 87% and 15. 13% in each group
(P<<0.05). (3) The labor duration of operative group (7. 18 2. 97) h, physiotherapy group(7. 27 £ 3. 17) h and control group
(7.71%2.88)h has no significant difference (3> =0.915,0. 790,0. 143, P>>0. 05). Conclusion

rates of cesarean section,the risk of preterm delivery and premature rupture of membranes. But there was no effect on the duration

cervical treatment increases the

labor of various types of cervical treatment.
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