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ABSTRACT
Objective

Study design
Methods

Results

Conclusion

Key words

: To asscess the cesarean section rate, perinatal mortality rate and trend

in Trat Hospital.

: Retrospective study ‘
: Retrospective study was done by using TRAD HMS Program. Subjects

were women who deliveried their babies at Trat Hospital from
October 1, 2003 to September 30, 2008. The data was analysed by using

the percentage, average and correlation tests using Chi-Square.

: There were 10,367 deliveries in 5-year period. The rate of cesarean

section decreased from 22.75% in 2003 to 19.58% in 2008, with mean
rate was 20.52%. Unprogress of labor, fetal distress (nonreassurering
FHR pattern) and previous cesarean section were the three most
common indications for cesarean section. The average perinatal
mortality rate was 5.69 per 1,000 births, ranging from 3.82 to 7.63
per 1,000 births. There were not correlation at 95% level of significance

between cesarean section rate with perinatal mortality rate. (p = 0.22).

: The trend of cesarean section rate in Trat Hospital and perinatal

mortality rate were decreasing but there were not correlation at 95%
level of significance between cesarean section rate with perinatal

mortality rate. (p = 0.22)

: Cesarean section rate, pernatal mortality rate
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