Nsnsundivn < I bl 2R b BLE. - Ro. baed Reg 4 Med J Vol.22 No.2 Apr. - Jun. 2003

ANUS AU Y Original Article

dJd
msﬂszaﬁuqmnmmsn‘luﬂsﬁmzﬂzﬁauﬂnm
Tﬂﬂnnnizéj’umsnﬁ’wﬁﬂ

® Antepartum Screening in High Risk Pregnancy with
Manual Fetal Manipulation

qwsszﬂ ﬂs:ﬁﬁﬁamqaﬁ Supannee Praditsathawong M.D.
NGUINUGA - UTATNTIN 1. W.UsERILATTUE Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology,

Prachuab-khirikhan General Hospital,

Prachuab-khirikhan Province, Thailand

%4 1
UNANED
< 1 o a '3 1 v v = a
Anerpawiud lunsdssiiuguawmisnluassdszaznaunsen laanisnseiusonie Tunddl
o o L ; 4 - A
arsd M0 AU egasss 34 duavidll dunnssiemssdimen AnnziAeeg AndunismseR 2N AFY Nvied
thnasssl Teamentnaulszanididus widinssiuiacauadlifunismees 2 38 5usnAe mansziunisnianile
u@:'ﬁmﬁmmstﬁ'uﬁq‘lw'ﬁnn'@uu@:uﬁans:ﬁju 3%% 2 AeN1smIaasael NST (Nonstress test) wufiqmsns:ﬁumsn
[ v v v o aeg X o a o ¢ [ (%

. saada fildnismudialanasniielu 10 afweund Wwnug azldatmandlaresnisneaeuiesas 8o
ATNAUNIZTREAZ 89 ANNATNNTOLUNINUNEanan svaRaLLiuLaniaaas 4324 ANA NNTaluNAs
° P v a TR & q v P
funaiienanisnageiiuauiesas 9770 uasiaouusiugniatas 8815 wald Nonstress test 1u Gold

= ar o 1] or y A’
Standard n1sRAREsTlanIsnRladeazaNLaslANaLEH Lﬁmm‘lw']snﬁﬁqmumnnﬂsns:é’umsnﬁwﬁ@
[ o A v yy 4 a ° [ A2y 1o ¢ a
aunsolfifunisnseadanseadewuls deatafununvilunisauald Tuanuindsidiigunsainismsaadianiu
] d. =y - 3 ac 1] 4 A. a A
nsn winsdifmanisnegeuiiluion @aUni) Andusiewmseasaeifetrsauiasin \BIANEALIANGDGS

ABSTRACT

A Study about accuracy of antepartum screening test with manual fetal manipulation. One hundred
and ten high risk singleton pregnancies (211 occasion) attending High Risk Clinic at Prachuab-khirikhan
Hospital with at least 34 weeks gestation were recruited in this study. Using two techniques in each case,
first with manual fetal manipulation and record fetal heart sound before and after, second with Nonstress
test. The study found that fetal heart rate acceleration from manual fetal manipulation test, using 10 bpm

cut off point, had sensitivity 80%, specificity 89%, positive predictive value 43.24%, negative predictive value
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97.70% and accuracy 88.15% when using Nonstress test as a Gold Standard. The finding suggested that

fetal heart rate acceleration along with manual fetal manipulation may be used as a screening test in ante-

partum clinic. This test is simple and rapid method can be used in antenatal clinic where fetal monitoring is not

available. But when test is positive, further investigation is recommended.
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