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Clinical investigation of different formulas for estimating the insertion depth of umbilical
venous catheter: a prospective study based on ultrasonic inspection
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Abstract: Objective To explore the most suitable formula for the different insertion depth of umbilical
venous catheter (UVC) in clinical application. Methods A randomized controlled trial of 162 neonates requi-
ring UVC was conducted in different groups, the Dunn method (54 cases), Shukra-Ferrara formula (52 ca-
ses), and Verheij formula (56 cases) were used to estimate the depth of catheter insertion, respectively. After
the UVC was inserted, ultrasound was used to assess whether the catheter tip reached the ideal position at the
junction of vena cava and right atrium. The clinical data including demographic characteristics, UVC location,
and related complications were collected and compared between the different groups of neonates for analysis and

study. Results Verheij formula in estimating the insertion depth of UVC has a higher probability to reach an

expected target position, however, it was not statistically significant compared with other 2 methods. In 11 ca-
ses, the catheter tip did not reach the central vein, there were 4 cases with UVC related complications, inclu-
ding 1 cases with arrhythmia and 3 cases with abdominal distension.  Conclusion The Verheij formula can
more accurately predict the insertion depth of UVC, but no statistically significant is found, further studies
with larger samples are needed.

Key words: umbilical venous catheter; depth; estimating formula; ultrasound

E&TH: VAR KX DAEMEES S ASESZ BRI RE (Z20210288)
F—EE® N SR A979—), B i+, Bl AT B U, A 0F 58 A 20 B 58 97 1 B 4 )L E-mail : lzek@qq. com
BHAEE B A WA 969 —) . B AR, EARENR W78 7 [ B 4 L . E-mail : hxwennicu@163. com

— 794 —



2023 4F

EERANEY PRV SR

5505 4

#r A= LB 8 Bk 5 4 Cumbilical venous catheter,
UVO) B AR XT7EHr 2 JLE 5E W 79 5 (neonatal
intensive care unit, NICU) fE B¢ 19 . 7= JL 8l 7 ™ 8 5
9o AR08 A2 IR AT VR AR S L VR o ot o 3 W A SR
oA e kA o7 i O F KGR — Bk
Hh s DK 4 AR i 1 2 B8 b/ K S A0 5 A2
AL ERIE Y, UVC BARNYATRES 5] & M4 .
JEFIUE oo B 25 AH 5C I & E 7™ 8 I AT BB 23 18 M A LA
A, KRF UVC B AR YA 55 H i i A I8 i s
— R TR IR b & b R R R 5 Al 5
UVC BARE , % WA Dunn ¥ . Shukla-Ferrara 2
R Verheij 2825 Q] 75 3 26 75 vk h i PR Eh
AL SRR BT I R X TR AR UVC B KU F &
SEARHE EE LEIA BB ZE P B XX 3 R
F8 I PR N7 2050 2R SR A7 R 75 L A . 7 3K O T S 2 F 5T
H AW O T ] B 3 RO Ak UVC B A
TR E (10 R L 3828 SR IR 55 8 75 1F Al UVC 2R 3
A7 I 15 BIA T RIS A0 B S AL SR R IR
T A il RN A 2
1 #EREFE
L1 BFRMER AT ARIBIIEN RIETE 2018 4F
1A 1 H=Z 2021 4F 12 A 31 H THIM T AR EE B
NICU £ B i 97 i 2 o PR 7= R (O IR s A= 4 &L ™
R YL A R N A AT UVC BB E L. HERR
B« A 56 K P I R A (B0 s ke By (A 5 iy I 1S L R
ZLRBE bR A8 R AT ™ o 7 R (00 R g (o e ¢
JEHEE 58 (IR BE AR /N 25 W 98 ) L LA R ™ EE i LK ek R H:
A B 5 0 S R S BB A= L
L2 Jjik
12,1 SEEsreH P A0 AR 58 09 9 191 45 B AL 23 2
T =4 .Dunn 4 . Shukla-Ferrara 240 1 Verheij 4.
Dunn 4195 il 76 5 45 ik & A7 38 2 0 o 28 LY — )8 (sho-
ulder-umbilicus, SSU) K B, 4R J5 XF i Dunn 51 £ 5] >k
AT B AR s Shukla-Ferrara 21 5 4 76 5 %
B0 AR L A R T (birth weight, BW) i i A
AR B AR (em) . [BW (kg) * 3+97]/2
+1%; Verheij 419 1 765 48 15 & i AR 4% 28 )L BW ., @
B PUR A SR AR (em) : [BW (kg) * 3+
9]/2t,

1.2.2 Wik a8 Mol A PG AR5 920
UVC & 8454 0y B2 02 B A A OC MOl % 5T 1Y 40 9% LA
L HRFR A A2 LB/ NICU B& U, fIRAF 5% 48 B B2 i 45 4R
A2 P g sk L R FR NICU B= Dl e 55248 5. A A
g% BT Y R vk [ SE A 3. 5Fr BFRR K S AF (B0 L T
WHE E WL 2F 20153030470, 7E UVC & AW A],
SR AT AT S A8 RH OGO RE L WU ST BR RS B S 48, b LY

T AN R AR A s A R A B R L U A R K
MdEBRSE., EEANESWMN, UVC H NICU
LR e,

ABEFE 0 FH Y 55 [ 72 GE-LOGIQ V1 M2 iy
180, 22 %6 JE e 16-12-RS M5 Sk o ml 4 m] 3 v 451
4,0~13.0 MHz, UVC & AJ5 i F & 55 88 7 9E 17 1F
fli AL BT OIR T ARG T Bk
87 AU i ik — A0 s e A COLIE 1)

ERENYVBESNR T TRE#RKYE, T UVCET E#
fik (inferior vena cava,IVC) W # 4T, 47 3k AT 4 1 4 % UVC k3%
fLF TR K — A8 &AL Liver &7 A IE.RA R FA N
Fr (right atrium) , LA & 78 & X2 5 (left atrium) .

H1l BEFRETNAEENFHRKSERGME

i 3 7E 2R WK T 4 R R DL e A UVC 4R b A
B I A A R M R R A S R R
B S IR T A K AL X UVC BEA7 508 iR IA 2R
i {57 BB AT B UVC 3 55720 1 J6 @ AR 3R /K, T 78
AP R AR O ) T S A AR e T o o
RO A LA R A G PR R A . B
HARLE & UVC b T B # Ik 5 40 B 58
Ab . HEFEHEIE] UVC R r T H AR E XN P
FEANREEE” MM TEHBRME 1 em FEHVE A
TR E T EHARGE 1 cm WEN N E AR, S
R 7RG 1Y) B U EL A R O DAl R T O 48 I
R P DL EERFR I NICU =i, 240 48
A S5 SRAF SR 3T R ER 55— 7 B AT TR B 5 0 s
Ul A% DA o I 185 0 2 DU s s L R 1 55 e i 4 )
0 g P RN TR K T L R AT T IR S A O AT
PR 25 17 J5 5 B 6l B A IA . S e v AR B R 2
TR FH A 75 4 Sk 2 X 25 vk il Bh oo . AR 4
JEid s T 2 E ARE T L E AR,
1.3 S5dsk gy ABFZE 009 B B L3k HE B A T
Al A e AN B 43 Ble % T LS — ook, F 2
FE R 2 o 2 AR IR B Sk L g R
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A IEMRAE AR R 5 22 A Y O R IR /N TR L
(small for gestational age,SGA) .i& TG #% JL Cappro-
priate for gestational age, AGA) ., KT i JL (large
for gestational age, LGA)Y!™ | X} & 4= B & M 26 IF &
i 1 BB L IEAT BE DT » TEAHIC 5% I & 0E 285 A fig 1 i A
L fe o o 48 A OGP I AT B G (catheter related
bloodstream infection, CRBSD) (1] 12 Wi M 45 P 4K 5
AEPE 2 2 CINLAE T S 48 A0 DGR L 1 T B 596 9T 48
(2007) Y HEATH L AR 12 I B B 4 b AR R o 2y
CTEF Ik 1A T8 B Y 12 W FIG 7 48 B O3B = R0 )
AL HAh I & i 1432 A0 A5 BAR 96 I R 46 M IR T
LA

1.4 A AHFEC S8BT R E B E
AR R 2 o A ORI ME O 5 K'Y 2022-015-01)
A 2 55T B OILACBE BRI 458 15 1
EACIb= %

L5 Stk (fiH SPSS 24. 0 BG4 MF %
BARIEAT T, X T AR A B BT R EUE (o
£ )RR AAE A 3 A B0 A A7 (VD Y 43
A (IQRO 2w o I ECEAI SR Cn ) FE 43 HE (D0)

T~ . fHHBEAR Kolmogorov-Smirnov ¥ 5 P4k 4%
P REFE A IR . 6 e 3 412 18] 19 3 2 404
I 2 R A 5 T 25 43 A A T 7 22 53 B B AR AT S
B A 1] Kruskal-Wallis #2551l * K25 L
BRI, 7E P <<0. 05 BN B A G E X,
2 #R

ABIE 5T S 94 A6 ) % 162 4], i Fh Dunn 4 54
%] . Shukla-Ferrara 241 52 | . Verheij 20 56 1, W25 %f
SR BEY L 59.26% (n =96), LY 5 1L 40, 74%
(n=66), WFRXZWIRIRAE 23. 71 ~39. 57 (M=
30.93,29. 14~32.29) Ji Z 8], th A= R FE 7F 480~3480
(M = 1300, 1080 ~ 1555) g Z Ia], B K 7£ 19. 00 ~
51. 00(M=38. 00, 35. 00 ~40. 00) cm Z [f], 3k [ 7£
18.00~40. 00(M=27. 00,25. 25~29. 00) cm Z[d],
WEgE Rt B2 L H 82, 72% (n = 134) , 1 R L3
Ltk 14. 81 % (n =24, /NT RIS IL L I 24. 69%
(n=40) GE T ILE L 72.84% (n =118), 3 H
T ABESE I B OLZEME N 2 AR R E L B K K
R ZE SR8 L CP >0.05), FE4 A5 6 A
M2 REAE BRI 3R 1,

K1 SABHFEILAOZSENSH
FAE Dunn 41 ( n =54) Shukla-Ferrara 41 ( n =52) Verheij 41 ( n =56) ¥ P
P 1.238 538
i) 31(57.41) 34(65. 38) 31(55. 36)
s 23(42.59) 18(34.62) 25(44. 64)
I3 7 0.118 . 943
7= 13(24.07) 14(26.92) 14(25.00)
e 41(75.93) 38(73.08) 42(75.00)
AR/ gb 1310. 00(1125. 00~1600. 00) 1235.00(1006. 00~1622. 50) 1300. 00(1120. 00~1520. 00) 1. 202 . 548
=2500 3(5.55) 0(0) 2(3.57)
1500~2499 15(27.78) 17(32.69) 12(21.43)
1000~1499 29(53.71) 20(38. 46) 35(62.50)
<999 7(12.96) 15(28. 85) 7(12.50)
B /emb 39.00(35.50~41.000(n =53)¢  38.00(34.00~41,00)(n =49)¢ 37.00(34.00~40.00)( n =55)¢ 3,656 . 161
3/ emb 27.00(26.00~29.00)(n=>53)¢  27.50(25.00~29.00) (n=48)¢  27.00(25.00~28.00)(n=55)4 1,869 . 393
&%/ JE 31.29(29.86~32.57) 30.57(29. 46~32. 29) 30. 86(29. 00~32. 14) 1.883 390
=37 3(5.55) 0C0) 2(3.57)
29~36 41(75.93) 44(84.62) 44(78.57)
<28 10(18.52) 8(15. 38) 10(17. 86)
SRR R (n=55)¢ 6.208 195
NT RIS L 9(16.67) 13(25.00) 18(32.73)
& T aie L 45(83.33) 38(73.08) 35(63. 64)
KT Ha#g L 0(0.00) 1(1.92) 2(3.63)
1 B B R (A B 2 ) @ 3.934 . 415
LN 42(77.78) 45(86.54) 47(83.93)
A L 9(16.67) 7(13.46) 8(14.29)
HAl 3(5.55) 0€0.00) 1(1.78)

E:OXRAHHEREEAL QOIR T IHEFBBEBELU MP s~ P )k xr. Qary® £ 5% 5 Fisher £ % ;b: Kruskal-Wallis £
W, c: &K HIEM % 5 B (%5 A Dunn 4 1 1] . Shukla-Ferrara 21 3 fi] . Verheij #41 1 7)), &t 3.09% ., d:k B # 3 M % 6 @ (4 5l
4 Dunn %4 1 ] .Shukla-Ferrara #1 4 1] . Verheij 4 1 #f]), 5 3.70% . e: Z A A 1 6l 28 23 B +5d H £ KE 480 g 09 # %k &

BILARATHRESL it X R WA
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A W5 4, UVC B AR R “3E B Y
di bR 33.95% (55/162)  PEM S “ad 7 A i iR 7 Y
395 He Sl 28,40 % (46/162) .30, 86 % (50/162), =
FKIFMAE 3 NP ZER LG FEE L (P =0.587),
MR 2 KW 2 froas., HAKME . BB H A 9 1
1,25, 45% (14/55) & Dunn 4, 34. 55% (19/55) {&
Shukla-Ferrara #H . 40. 00 % (22/55)#E Verheij #H., &
AR 1 (38.60% , n =22) F3F IR (36.00% , n =
1 MBI B AE Dunn H MR £, FH B ARE S
TR A O3 O R B8 O F K B (S R A
BRI ZAE TR, T TR . a3 Al 5 8 L
BREGM THO#EKIRERAAGEIT 2R (P =
0.734), % 3 PN,

%2 SERETH
Verheij 41

S Dunn 24 Shukla-Ferrara

- _ XZ P
PE (n=54) H(n=52) (n =56)

WEH 14(25.93) 19(36.54) 22(39.28)  2.848  0.587
A 22(40.74) 16(30.77) 19(33.93)

¥R 18(33.33) 17(32.69) 15(26.79)

ERATHEBKEA L COIET,

u

14 (n=54) 24 (n= 34 (n=56)
o MEERLERIE) §EF edE

B2 34 %R # kS g R E T
FRAHFFERT 21 UVC B A 223 B 1~3(M
=1,1~2)&Z [, Dunn A2 KEAE 1~3(M=2,
1~2)K Z la] ; Shukla-Ferrara 40 24 i IR AE 1 ~2 (M
=1,1~2)WZ ] ; Verheij 4 220K AE 1~3(M=1,
I~ Wz, 25 H 2R B2 W 2 R IG5 X
(P =0.483), M5k 4 Fi/R. £ 52.47%(85/162) ¥ &
JUTE S — R % i A8 I B 0 Dk S A8 Qi 1E N 17 ol
Jik » HiAy 47. 53 % (77/162) L A A v bk 9 45
K UVC Ffgrf, 78 LR ARk A s # ko L,
5 R R B alE B RE S O
A 83 Ao P R Sk 3 Y R X R A AT G
PTG A2 5 A R 22t — P58 . 3 K
R LA 66 4, 24T 11 #iliR )L UVC 5!%
HEA LK, A R AT R KR ey 72, 73%6(8/

LD A 1AM R 4878 S eI A 2 015 08 348
A B

x3 BERHRMETMH
CXd Dunn 41

Shukla-Ferrara ~ Verheij 41

N Xz P
i (n=54)  #(n=52) (n=56)
o ik 49(90.74)  49(94.23)  53(94.64)  0.794  0.734
e v Ik 5(9.26) 3(5.77) 3(5.36)
WK 5(100) 2(66.67) 1(33.33)
Hofth 000) 1(33.33) 2(66.67)
EoRATHERBEEA L2 COTRT.

T4 BFERSEZLENIH
BHA Dunn 4]  Shukla-Ferrara Verheij 4 ) P
WH (n=50  H(n=52  (n=56 *
1 26(48.15) 31(59. 62) 29(51.79)  1.457  0.483
2% 28(51.85) 21(40. 38) 27(48.21)

EoRNHHFEHREEAL ODIxT,

T AE R4 H UVC B ARELE 3.0~12. 5(M
=8.5,8.0~9.5) cm Z[A], Dunn & ARETE 5.0
~12.0(M=9.0,8.0~9.5) cm Z[i]; Shukla-Ferrara
HEANRETE 3.0~11.0(M=8.5,8.0~9.5) cm Z
[] ; Verheij 40 & AVRJEAE 5. 0~12. 5(M=28.5,8. 0~
9.5) em Z ], FABFREZNERTLGEIT#E XL
(P =0.235),

ESE EE W, G o 238k 8 M
KW SR SEE NS % . TR S TE R BRET Y
AIEFMH. A1 RILEIFAOFRRT ., RN E
PR B B 7R 51 T R S 4 S A B R
3B ILEE S INE s 3 8 L 2E R g, Her 1
R P AR A 4 A M e S5 4 AR L R B L

KIS H R, L BE . 7540 2 B L ZE R A B
K .
3 itig

HAEIL UVC BARE NICU i i o #
k&S F Bz —. T2 5 o # Ik B 48 (periph-
erally inserted central venous catheter, PICC) &K,
UVC B8R P, J0 HAE 710146 802 e B
AL A AR HAT, UVC B ARER T AT
AE 23 15 28 I sl Ik DR A XS5 R R B 1S
o DK A T B 2L, AT B TR BN IS HL Y
T OUAFTE M AT . — O, oo # bk B 1
A IEALE R T R AL T b/ KR A O B
AL, R 2. UVC B A 3 BAR S8 5 17 i
(299 QS o 11 N o o Sl | B AT B VAN L
FO7 AR R S 4 E ) B BA B R S B S
AR v RS 0 57 A IR B U kR RS . T
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X 8 7 AR A A AR B L RO LAR A S5 8 5 b o Ak 45 4l
MR ZR S A i S A 2 i o B B R R 2 A AR D TR R
£ REZHEFA UVC BEILZERE /N AR E
G, 45 AR 0 B R 0 A0 By s 2 BB K
JHF I B O A R S 25 R OR R E Y L B A R R R
K J&  NICU BEUITF 46 1 PR 55 8 75 Al UVC B A S
ML M T AR G40 7 i IR 558 75 5 TR T
fli UVC F %A 3R P J0 48 i i &) a2 A0 1 M 55 0
Mo FEANE2EX T A S X 2P0 R 5 2 78 A Wr
UVC R b I RLRE . A& PR 75 ] W ik ey FAR 2

UVC & AW E Tk —BHUCRfFEZ M, H
T PR 1R A9 7 35 40 45 Dunn 3% . Shukla-Ferrara 2
3, Verheij 243204, 1966 4F, Dunn 3% T fift i) 24 K088
MG T — Rl TE AR L UVC 8B BE Y R 88 07 12
RBP4 A L S-U K EEZERLG 9 43R 1 X I B4 IR
S O R EOW S5 AT . RAE I PR B v
HIRZ.ATHSH UVC B AR EA K K255,
1986 4, Shukla fll Ferrara 7€ % 41 [0] o i) FE mb 42 H
THHZETF BW 1 UVC & ARE AR A e
SEME ATEZMAE R 20 T MALES Dunn 5B
U, Bl Shukla-Ferrara 24201, SR 100 76 5 20 58 % FHL
ZARE S FH UVC & A, VERHEL G H
EUVTE AL R T IEM AR, WA ARF A
XA 5E T AR T UVC & AR B B PRl s 2 Rl o
EE A ERNE T X LB WL, DR TR
A AL . R E DA W58 Dunn 7% | Shukla-Fer-
rara 2330, Verheij 283 3 Bl 7 i CE — B3 47 LK
TEAWE T E T T H BT 28058 T3 1Y PR 55 4 75 X 5 3
PO EHEAT T B BT Verheij 24 X 0 UVC
BHAREE R AAE NS H RS, I R AL
BB R AR, Verheij A XA 2T
Shukla-Ferrara 220 18 1E . 55 #1109 & K 7E T b e
B AT TR B Ok T G R EGR AT ER KO
T WA K Z TTmk . A58 A Bk Fl g A ik 7wy
T OLAE BW BAR A B A L i R . AR
Ny 2 <28 JH By R L, i T HBEA L F )
JEAS A B2 R R 75 8B A R 0 A e [ T
S Rl R AL T UVC B AR I 5
AT BRI RUR — e = L e . R FEHE, % 1E 3] LGA
BILM B K 5LFBAF A, gt H BW {1t
UVC B ABREE, JUHE X T A 5K 098 A= LR Ui
U H A EIE . RAARVRAE LM 3 FoARE 5
EH UVC B ARE Z BB 2 5 0 A LR g1t
B, XA R SR A RN K,

UVC HUE A, ] G 5 | 45 05 F1 3R 58 | 4 1
T i s R L R AR PR O R L LEEAL
— 798 —

e RO R O B SR ZE A5 I RE L 7 B I A A A
JLA AT AR AR RYBIFSE o, S A AR DG I K 4 1Y
it UVC 7 B w8, K AR O IR AR 5 T &AE 1Y 191
UVC L& H W AR A 18 JLEE
Ja i BESE L Bl i T 28 Ak HRUE RE IR 2K L AT K
JUEE O AR O I ACE . ASBIT TSI O o HG P B
PURTERCE UVC Ja, R 55 8 /5 AT DL GE ) 548 2%
Ui (o7 FEAT 9 A, OF AR R B 3 2 A4 0 TR AL Y 1
N aE X AR AT IR R T, DT R AR 10 JiE
FRIFRAEM R E . [ UVC B4 1o B A Lol
NICU BEUI{E S5 48 T 40 % B 5 1O F I He 45 22 2L
TLRE B R BRI 45 el L R A . AR AR B
FEH A S BT AR SC Y IF BT o #R AR R 7 A i
FEFR o0 T R SR A, Al A A G AR v R
BHL7 . U s A G o 0 24 AR R AR ik AL e 2
Al AR AR fE R RR IR ATTER KA UVC B e
KR DU T AN ZE N B FE R AN T I B S A
UVC., 75X BTGB e 190 1] v o D AT 26 A
AHEIN CRBST B MR AW A P22 IR A . AHE
FEMEEE] UVC B4 221 09 OB 4 4L 18] O B A 423t
S, A AR IKEE A, UVC WAl fE
B | A I R LA A5 A ARE . AR AR WS P
AR LRI A . AE A BT WL AP 14
d J5 R I K S 2 B O R e XU, AS B
FH TR UVC e R Yok Bt 14 d.

25 LTl A 5T BEA A NICU AE B L AL T
UVC B A A R J7 k. e 05 b % Bl
Verheij AR A1t UVC B AGEEA TR HE A RE 42 3
BB A ARALE L E S 55 A R OJr M L TR e
Sl RET E M- R R RIS B2
Az DL DK A R 0 O B DA A ) A O g
BLE LA L A AR ORI RAE

5% 30K :
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