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[Abstract] Objective To evaluate the awareness rate of maternal serum screening in prenatal screening
professionals and provide evidence for the improvement of quality control and professional training in Jiang-
su province. Method Prenatal screening professionals from 32 different grades of hospitals belonging to
13 cities of Jiangsu province were investigated. The questionnaire was designed according to relevant
guidelines including general information, basic theories, clinical operations, quality control, evaluation and
suggestion on current prenatal screening. The data were put into computers and analyzed by SPSS 17. 0
statistic software. Results 162 effective questionnaires were collected in 167 surveys. The average
awareness rates of laboratorians and referring physicians were 68. 8% and 64. 9% respectively with the
higher awareness rates on clinical operation than basic theories or quality control. The awareness rates
were not apparently related to the grade of hospital or professional title; however, professionals from pre-
natal diagnosis centers done better than those from prenatal screening units or sampling sites and the
awareness rates of professionals from clinical units were higher than those from laboratory sections. 128
questionnaires gave evaluations and suggestions on maternal serum screening, of which only 3. 9% were
satisfied with current situations and 96. 1% considered maternal serum screening should be improved in

some aspects, such as standardized management, follow-up, personnel training, propaganda and educa-
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The awareness on clinical operations is relatively better, while basic theories and quali-

ty control knowledge are poor in prenatal screening professionals. Standardized administration and better

training should be enhanced in future work, and the trainees should include all prenatal screening profes-

sionals from different grades of hospitals.
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