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Feasibility study of vaginal delivery with scarred uterus pregnancy again

LI Zhan-hui, FU Rui-hong

(Department cf Gynaecology and Obstetrics, Hospital of Traditional Chinese and Western Medicine cf Fengtai District, Beijing

100072, China)
Abstract: Objective To explore the feasibility vaginal delivery with scarred uterus pregnancy again. Methods Sixty

pregnant women with scarred uterus were selected as observation group, while 60 pregnant women with normal uterus were

selected as control group. The pregnant women in the two groups all chose the vaginal delivery. The bleeding during vaginal

delivery, duration of labor, Apgar score, hospital stay and complications after childbirth were compared hetween the two groups.

Results There were no significant differences in bleeding during vaginal delivery, duration of labor, Apgar score, hospital stay

and complications after childbirth between the two groups (P >0.05) . Conclusion For pregnant women with scarred uterus,

vaginal delivery is not particularly dangerous. The reasonable delivery mode can he selected according to the specific cireu-
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mstances and their wishes.
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Tab.1 Comparison of the bleeding during vaginal delivery,
duration of labor, Apgar score, hospital stay between the
two groups (x x£5)
W N Bk {E B i
ikl n 8/ . ,
I & /ml, Apgar ¥ 7 i /d
MIRA 60 124.4:15.2 9.7:2.1 8.210.11 5.7%3.1
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Tab.2 Comparison of complications after childbirth be-
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