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Result of Risk Scoring to Evaluate Pregnant Women
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ABSTRACT
Forty nine hundreds and seventy four women that had deliveried at Nakhonpathom Hospital during
. 1 January 2002 - 31 December 2002 were evaluated by risk scoring. Forty hundreds and sixty eight women
(81.79%) were found to be in low risk pregnancy group while 906 (18.21%) women were in high risk
pregnancy group. From this study, high risk pregnancy group was 1.57 times and 2.28 times riskier to
conduct operative obstetrics and cesarean section respectively with statistical significance. The risk to low
birth weight, death fetus and birth asphyxia were high as 6.46 times, 4.88 times and 4.61 times respectively
with statistical significance. The risk scoring was therefore beneficial to find high risk pregnancy for proper

plan of treatment.
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History Associated conditions Present pregnancy

Age <16 1 Previous Gyn Surg 1 Bleeding < 28 wks. 1
> 35 1 | DMclass At 1 APH > 28 wks. 3
Parity 0 1 DM class A2, B 3 Prolong Pregnancy Certain 2
>5 2 Heart disease 3 Uncertain 1
Height < 145 cms. 1 Asthma 1 PROM < 34 wks. 3
NO ANC 1 Hypothyroid 1 > 34 wks. 1
Infertile/Habitual abortion 1 Hyperthyroid Hx 2 Preterm with LP 3
PPH or 3" stage prob. 1 On Med 3 Chronic HT 2
Baby > 4 kg. 1 Collagen Vas. Dis. Pre-Eclampsia mild 1
<2.5kg. 1 Remission 1 Pre-Eclampsia severe 3
Pre-eclampsia/HT 1 Control 2 Polyhydramnios 2
Difficult delivery 1 Active 3 Oligohydramnios 3
SB/NND 3 | Epilepsy Hx. 1 IUGR 3
Congenital Malformation 1 On Med. 2 Multiple Pregnancy 3
Chromosome abn. 1 B-thal/Hb E disease 2 Breech/Mal. Present > 36 wk. 3
Rh isoimmune 3

Anemia < 10 gm% 1

Cong Mal (need intensive care) 2

Previous C/S with LP 3

Previous C/S without LP 1

Thick meconirm stained 3

wanemg  Azuwu 0-2 dailu LOW RISK

AzuUU > 3 dautlu HIGH RISK
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n =4,072 n =954
AsanLing 2,888 (70.92%) 345 (36.16%) 0.51
(0.47 - 0.56)
gAmamsvinanns 147 (3.61%) 54 (5.66%) 157
(B/A, VIE, FIE) (116 - 2.12)
HFRARBANIINLNYIEY 1037 (25.47%) 555 (58.18%) 2.28
(cesarean section) (2.12 - 2.46)
primary 764 (18.76%) 341 (35.74%) 191
(171 - 2.12)
repeated 273 (6.71%) 214 (22.44%) 3.35
(2.84 - 3.94)
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