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Ao A7 B A= el P e o 1 18 A R 28 vh R RE RS L
A RE I A O WP A7 78 (5 2R B & BL . ] 40 B R Jay BR
PE AN 22 A N8 B SR AL ANE s @O A LE IR LI (9 3 24
AR e H A AR 2 W JE A AR BRI
RN ARG ALY W IR AT E . P& R G
(central nervous system, CNS) Fl.0 Il , i & &K 43
I 23 75 28 W 91 A9 A B Js R A i K B AN R A
STEP W R T
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RCT(n=38) Ltk TAS F1 TVS 2 Wi i & i & 1925
A, &A% TVS 12 Wi & G £ 09 BH 2 5008
99 %, BH 4 1 H A 98 %6, B BH Rk 2. 3%,
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H T AT A AR B CREURR M Sy 83005 S
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Bt A Ak BB AP O A B L B L Y S R I 2L iR
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ANHL N B I b
i : placenta 4y ii 8% . bladder 5 ik .
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B AR () B A7 7 LAt XU IR R A5 ) A7 7E PPk
PAS [ 8 & A 5 Z A A W W iR L N A K AT
I PEAL L A IR L E A K Z R (fetal growth re-
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B .

(5) BRAR [ B 7 A6 Al 5 B R 2, 5 U OA 7 22

X PP a3 PAS Z2 1A iR JLE N AE K 3E 47 9\ 1) PEAl (K
WEY . O,
5.4 BT E f 4 (vasa previa) BB I 5 K 5%
PR 0 6 L A8 (3l ik a5 ko 28 35 B0 E A iR g
AR oK AR A B 2 W, B A BE T % 8
(56 Y0 T B 7= iy B 32 W, 181 7 B0 A 90 R 4 0
100 %6 6 1 Fi J5 R4 BB A K A L H O TVS
B 0 2235 )y 02 12 W7 O 1 A 8 T BB (AR
PE,100 % s 4% 55,99, 0% ~99. 8 %),

RS 0L R A B P 23 ) S R
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ARG KL 9), ISUOG 7E % Hi 2% h W 48 75 4 2
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BEUR NG PR 50 SR VF G 00 R S HERR A TVS #E 47
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Ul SCRFAE AT R G B0 T X B A — A s 2 A fa
PR 27 0 B PR A T S A B0 O R TEA

X 2 v S 22 0 B T IS G SO RS
ICO>20mm) G AR AN 2300 |k T GA K
A B I R B 0 B SR A E T R Y A
TG A v D BRI L N A A W R
F1VEAl
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(1) EAFTEFT & R B R W, gl
MR 22 36 FGE PR T TVS BEAT A BE X 1 (0 8 75 46
HGEFFY: B,

(2) Y2 KL IR OGS i E R 42 i

HOF AT IPAL (RS20 .
5.5 /&% % (breech presentation) & H K2
Jo i i L R 09 25 238 0 B T 3 XU 38 A G .
Wastlund“*! %24 5 7€ 2019 4F & 3 T — 0K HURL B
GE R 3879 Z WAL AT IR 36 JE AT A KA, 179
il (4. 6 7012 Wr N Je ik Hh 280 (n=96) 22 i it
RURR 7 O IN RSk A, X 84 9] (46. 920) To Ak B IF
A2 I 22 AT T AMEI R R . AR BB B 5 P e
A R IAERPOS W S8R . I HiRE A A L P
A LASE i ST e o 5 A B T AL E 2
1R 2 283 AR 0. 7901 1. 0%, Ik Ahak 7T LA
o AT 52 R DT AR L R 38 SO AE 8

TE— T30 TE B 9 2 bt W %6 M BA S B 5T
Knights™* 882 F 0T T 3 F [ 50 15 4 19 42 1 01 1
7 K A R 5% 88 75 (point-of-care ultrasound , PO-
CUS) X AR #1210 1 H &AL F0F ™ 0 245 Jmy R AH G 1
WF9E 7R S it 5 3k 0 Ay =2 1A 2 S B R
Bl AR BI2 W B4 B 14 200/ 2. 8%, TE
POCUS 41 5¢ Jifs 7 J& 2 4 4 16. 206 F1 3. 5%,
Bayesian [a] 573 B7 £ 3R 3 B, 76 52 )i 3% ik 6 7 0
JG RIS IE e R ER TR 710, KRBk
B R RS h-m BN R R 45 R BRI G
5 3B AR Apgar PF 43 (<C 7). Bl 4Bk L M B
(hypoxic ischemic encephalopathy , HIE) DA } [l 7=
WIZET 2, % T3k HIIUIE 58 245 15 R ORI 52 i
M EE 40 & A R0 POCUS Sk A I8 G J7 467, X % 1
o T 461 72 T80 AT P A A O 130 P DA AR AR 8 0%
A
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A7 < W 30 4 Bk 5540 0 e X iR L A % AL 1T R
FE R A A AR A i 12 T Sl 8 XU dn R WU AR A L B
FIEHATIR R A (HEFE: B,
5.6 BILAEK K FH F % (fetal growth abnormali-
tes) ML £ S5 B K BB LR
A8 I I K T S
5.6.1 K T R# JL/E K JU (large-for-gestational
age, LGA/macrosomia) H g ISUOG Jig JLA W) %
I A KPP AR 4R R LGA i JLE & 48 45 1T IR
JUIAEE (estimated fetal weight, EFW) 8% Ji§ Fl (ab-
dominal circumference, AC) >90th, & H B K JLH
AR AR AR A I (A R (4000 BF 4500 @), Tl
M) 2 H 82 B E R ILS 2 Fh 23 301 K 5B A %
(EZRFXE .

— TN 41 WY it 112 034 BB &R
S5 [ i 2 meta 2r M 45 P, EFW > 4000 g (8% >
90th) A K AC>>36cm (5 =>90th) Xf F Wl B K JL
CHy 2B PR > 4000g) 1) B8R 8 3 50 %6, FHE B4R
It (positive likelihood ratios) 43 %l 2 8. 74 (95 %
CI,6.84~11.17)F1 7.56(95% CI,5.85~9.77),
EFW>>4000 g(&}=>90th) X F i k7= & 4= 1 UK
Py 2200, BHPEMISR Ll 2. 12959 CI, 1. 34~
3.35) AH B Z 30 1 FCE PEAG EL R LAE 5 1 FoAth
LA R &R

Al-Hafez &2 H09#fE —Tigh A 7 Wi RCT it
5 33t 23 643 A AN R G B A A b L ECE
FIL R PSR A AN T % 2 D e kRS R
(symphysis-fundus height, SFH) %} LGA (EFW >
90th) A H 26, & B AR BF 4 LGA 1 & A &
HEEZEST R 9% H &5 B 75 KA 40 K
HE(30%)H T SFH 4 (11%), [A— Meta 43 #7
oK & IR 2 AL [ 77 LA 38 BB T 8 Z [ AFAE 52
W2 S GRA AL 0.4% vs SFH 41 0. 3%, # X K,
K RR,1.14;95% CI,0. 68~1. 8955 | 7 4H [f] 3%
PAEET A LR TR W B E G 2 S . TR
A JLE I AL AR L AE I 979 5 (neonatal in-
tensive care unit, NICU) FEI & 8 2% &5 fiF (respira-
tory distress syndrome,RDS) .3 g ol 4 ZK =N H
Ifi. (intraventricular hemorrhage, TH) 8 %1 A& JL W IfL
hE SR

— TGN 3866 44 W7 I LR 7R A 45 R
TR ST R M B R R G A R R
Kty %t 4 4 LGA B L 1 8800 2 3 02 27 % Fn

c¥IEmEBEEIN - T

38%0, Wi 7 4t LGA 9 45 5 35 5 3 (4 1
99% F 97%) . H LM A AL AC 4K HE (AC
growth velocity, ACGV) &3 . ACGV ¥ n#) LGA
LB A L & s UK 38 i (RR 2. 0;95% CIL,1.1
~3. 65 P=0.04) F1 ™ 5 M8 A LA R 45 )7 3 fin
(RR.6.5;95% CI,2. 0~21.1; P=0.01), M
ACGV IEH ) LGA Jif JLH XS AR 1S

2B R A LGA MER 2 . — I KA
WL IR 0 25 R R B 4 iR 3570 ~367° Ji] EFW
=>90th 1] DL 43 1 A5 8% W 46 %6 (1) LGA = 90th Al
65% 1 LGA=97th, fifi & PH 2y K 10261, i
B LTE A H A& 10 RN WA, 0 & IR T &
U330 T1% 1 84%)

SR HURR R AT DL B0 AR XU 22 20 ik L S R
9 LGA, H It SFH /3% 22 U 5 35O R 47 fH 77 i 12
W B L2 75 B8 kst BB = W 4 R A A e il . — 0
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