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Mode of Delivery and Its Outcomes in 368 Women with Breech
Presentation

WANG Yan - jie, PENG Hong - ying
(Qujing Medical College, Qujing Yunnan 655000, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To investigate mode of delivery and its outcomes in 368 women with singleton breech

presentation. Method Maternal and neonatal outcomes were measured in women with breech presentation who

accepted caesarean section and who accepted vaginal delivery. Results The incidence rate of low Apgar score,

neonatal asphyxia, fracture, brachial plexus injury, intracranial hemorrhage and mortality in caesarean section

group were significantly lower than vaginal delivery group (P <0.01) , while the incidence rate of postpartum

hemorrhage and puerperal infection was significantly higher than vaginal delivery group (P<0.01). Conclusion

Mode of delivery should be chosen according to individual condition of women with breech presentation.

[ Key words] Breech presentation; Mode of delivery; Caesarean section; Vaginal delivery
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Tab. 1 The relationship between breech presentation and mode of delivery [n( %) ]
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Tab. 2 The relationship between mode of delivery and Apgar score [n(%) ]
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Tab. 3 The relationship between mode of delivery and prognosis of fetus [n( %) ]
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Tab. 4 The relationship between mode of delivery and

the incidence of complications
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