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[Abstract]  Objective To investigate the occurrence of abnormal chromosome and the relationship
between the types of abnormal chromosome by the analysis on abnormal chromosome of aminotic cell.
Method Chromosome analysis on 6358 case of amniocentesis for high risk pregnant women in second
trimester prenatal screening from 2010 to 2014 Qingdao Women and Children’ s Hospital. Results

Among 6358 cases of amniotic chromosome analysis, 247 abnormal case (detection rate up to 3. 85%)
were found, which included 126 cases of trisomy 21(51.01%), 35 cases of trisomy 18(14.17%) , one case

of trisomy 13(0.4%), 26 cases of sex chromosomal abnormality (10. 53 %) and 59 cases of other chromo-

somal abnormality(23. 89% ). Conclusions Presently among the group of high risk pregnant women, am-

niotic chromosome analysis is the gold standard.,and it can reduce the birth rate of defective infants.
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