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To discuss the clinical value of transvaginal ultrasound combined with color Doppler
Methods A total of 116 patients with intra-

uterine pregnancy residues were examined by using abdominal ultrasound and transvaginal ultrasound combined

Abstract :
ultrasonography in diagnose of intrauterine pregnancy residues.

Objective

with color Doppler ultrasonography. The comparison of the sensitivity and misdiagnosis rate between transvag-

inal ultrasound combined with color Doppler ultrasonography and abdominal ultrasound was performed.  Re-

sults The sensitivity of abominal ultrasound and transvaginal ultrasound combined with color Doppler ultra-
sonography were 90.52% and 98. 28% , respectively. There was statistically significant difference ( P <C0. 05).

Conclusion

Transvaginal ultrasound combined with color Doppler ultrasound can be more accurate in diag-

nose of intrauterine residue position and size than abdominal ultrasound.
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