TR R R (B2 R) 2012, 37(11) 1088-1096 DOI:  10.3969/j.issn.1672-
7347.2012.11.002 ISSN: 1672-7347 CN: 43-1427/R

AWIE R | THIHS | LT | MR GTEIAT]  [RH]

AL PRSP RS () ¥ RIhhe
19957 20024 3 [H 7™ 134 7 S 15 3™ AH 5C K8 A2 )L 580 6 i 4 % i 3 T

S E23A ey 2w H %KM Jessica Dyl, Mark Walker>2 } Supporting info

1. BRIERFPE B R R, ks B K kU H sLe, K, } PDF(1279KB)

2. BARILEBIISU, WARTAT H4, %K BK%E K H sLe, IHEK; b [HTMLA:3]

3. BKHERFEEBRA TR S K B R, 2K B KMH sLe, IEEK; b %% CHR[PDF]

4. PRFREE AL B A, Kb 410078; 7; o

5. MMUEE S TREAR R, WM M 418000 b 22 3CiK

s . MR 455 s 5t

b A ASCHE R4
1< T 267 RS = I T FORME b 7t ARSI S k= F W 50 LA SR b AT 152
RIIIX R o 7 1 R 111905 5 200245 1) 52 8] H A B i PORMIEAT )M o MEHRIEAE 1255 R i — O BRI
BRSO . AL TElogisticlsl I ST 4 AR P BET, 74 LA RLHNE S5 15 2 O ABSORML.

25 ARSI T 1833407 4 FTUN G0 e IR I 2675 10 F-UCH M 1490 5 M 19O 4E 1138, 506 H4 1L 55

20024F1115.00. EMIBII ™ I MLV AT 2k FUT AT 0 SRS . BRI o= R A G k23t b Email Alert
e 2 B £ LA 5 B BE A O RS o LRSI I AT 020024F (OB, RILZ R AEIG =i 4 b S ot

FAAE. 8590 SEIEP B ™ IR FR R N R B S 80T B AR LA RE R R AR LT b R s

SR W RN K BALRIER L
Bk

Secular trends in trial of labor and associated neonatal mortality and morbidity in |y gy s

the United States, 1995 to 2002 b KR

Secular trends in trial of labor and associated neonatal mortality and morbidity in the bR LI A 2

United States™?3% 99 to 002

kOB LR R

1. Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, University of Ottawa, Faculty of Medicine, Ottawa Ontario S
L1 816, canad yneeTesy g Y AT AE# KT
, Canada;

. . . . . . i
2. Ottawa Hospital Research Institute, Clinical Epidemiology Program, Ottawa Ontario KH 8L6, Canada; b SO
3. Department of Epidemiology and Community Medicine, University of Ottawa, Faculty of Medicine, b ERFETS
Ottawa Ontario K'H 8L6, Canada; b i A
4. School of Public Health, Central South University, Changsha 410078, China; .
F Jessica Dy

5. Department of Nursing, Huaihua Medical College, Huaihua Hunan 418000, China
F Mark Walker

Abstract:

Objective: A proportion of elective repeated cesarean sections where a trial of labor in a uterus with a Article by Secular trends in
previous scar was not attempted is on the increase. This study aimed to assess how reduced the use of trial of labor and associated
trial of labor has impacted on neonatal outcomes in the United States. } neonatal mortality and
Methods: Pregnant women with one previous cesarean delivery and a singleton live birth of the index morbidity in the United

pregnancy were abstracted from the 1995 to 2002 birth registration data of the United States. Adjusted States

odds ratios for adverse neonatal outcomes of trial of labor were estimated by multiple logistic regression ! Article by 99 to 00
models, in overall study subjects and in the two periods with high and low rates of trial of labor. F Article by
Results: A total of 1833407 eligible subjects were included in the analysis. Rate of trial of labor after
one previous cesarean section dropped from 38.5% in 1995 to 15.0% in 2002. No significant change was
observed in the patient population profile. Successful vaginal birth after cesarean delivery (VBAC) also
declined from 76.6% in 1995 to 66.0% in 2002. A trial of labor after one previous cesarean section was
correlated with increased risks of asphyxia-related neonatal death and neonatal morbidity. This risk was
even more pronounced in low risk women and in the last study years with the lowest rate of trial of
labor.

Conclusion: The reduced use of trial of labor after one cesarean delivery in recent years in the United
States has actually resulted in increased risk of adverse neonatal outcomes associated with a trial of
labor.

F Article by
F Article by

Keywords: trial of labor elective cesarean delivery secular trends neonatal mortality neonatal
morbidity
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