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Analysis of m ifeprestone com bine m isoprostol induced early pregnancy ending after cesarean section

KUANG Lin, LIN Xiao-ha, XU Li-zhen, ZHANG Song-ying(Matemity Depa rtment, Sir Run Run Show Hospital, Zhe jang U-
niversity College o f Medicine, Hangzhou 310016, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To observe the effctiveness and clinic accept ability of medical abortion of early pregnancy induced by
m iferprestone accom panied with misoprostol METHODS 102 women, who had early pregnancies after cesarean section, were com-
pared with 78 women with early pregnancy after natural delivery and 129 women having no birth. Miferprestone and m isoprostol were
given in the routine way. Several ittms were recorded: drugs acting tine, gestation sac passing out tine, vaginal bleeding, side effects

of the drugs, remainder in uterus or not and menstmation recovery days. RESULTS Comparison of several key items such as gesta-
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tion sac passing out time, complete abortion rate, vaginal bleeding and menstuation recovery days, no obvious differences were ob-
served in these three groups. CONCLUSION It is secure to process medical abortion of early pregnancy induced by m ife prestone ac-
companied with m isoprostol.

KEY WORDS: mife rprestone; early pregnancy; cesarean section

5 > > 5

40% ~50%""7, , 1
s 1.1
, 309 ,102 ,
, 6~36 ;78 , 12 -
2002 6 2004 7 48 ;129 . <60d,
102 R B 7
1.
1
Tab 1 comparison of general chanacter
(G ) ) (em)
A 102 30.4 +4.2 2.34 1.1 1.05 £0.08 42.2%6.8 14.0 8.0
B 78 31.2%4.5 2.83 %1.0 1.18 £0.14 40.3 5.2 14.6 7.9
C 129 24.6 3.0 1.55 %0.92 0 41.6%4.8 16.0 £4.7
P >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0. 05 >0.05
P A, B (2,3 )
Note: compared A group with B group
> 2.1
1.2 309 s 277 (89.66% ), 26
(A ). (8.41%), 6 (1.94%).
(B ) (Cc ). . 303
150mg,  3d . 4d 45 (14.9%), 6h
6001 g, 3h 400U g, 245(80.8% ), 6h  13(4.29%).
1.3 28 ~35d s 40d s
s 57d.
7 W15 s 2
2
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Tab 3 Comparison of vaginal bleeding
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