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[Abstract] Objective To observe the clinical value of fetal system ultrasound screening in prenatal diag-
nosis. Method Retrospectively analyzing the data of Pregnant women at 11 ~40 gestational weeks who
received prenatal ultrasound examination during 1995~ 2011 in Hubei Maternal and children’s hospital.
Analyzing the change in the number of delivery,the number of Pregnant women receiving prenatal ultra-
sound screening.the number of fetal malformation detected by prenatal ultrasound,the detection rate of fe-
tal malformation by ultrasound,the gestation weeks of fetal malformation and the ranking of fetal malfor-
mation, after carrying out the fetal system ultrasound screening in our hospital. Results As carrying out
the fetal system ultrasound screening in our hospital. D the number of delivery and the number of preg-
nant women receiving prenatal ultrasound screening both increased, which ensured the smooth delivery of
normal fetus; @ the number of fetal malformation detected by prenatal ultrasound.the detection rate of fe-
tal malformation by ultrasound and the number of anomaly fetus received pathological examination in-
creased year by year; @ the gestation weeks of fetal malformation detected by prenatal ultrasound was ear-
lier, and the ranking of fetal malformation changed; @ the number of fetus receiving chromosome examina-
tion increased, so the detection rate of chromosome disease was improved; ® the number of fetal malfor-
mation referred to our hospital increased. making our hospital being the most prenatal diagnosis center in
Hubei. Conclusions Standardized fetal system ultrasound screening could improve the detection rate of fe-
tal malformation, reduce the incidence of birth defects, improve the quality of prenatal diagnosis compre-
hensively and ensure medical safety.
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