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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the awareness of knowledge on prenatal diagnosis among prenatal
ultrasound screening doctors. Method From 17 to 18, September 2013, sonographers from 27 hospitals
which were qualified in prenatal ultrasound diagnosis in Jiangsu Province were surveyed. Questionnaire
(including basic information, first trimester screening for chromosomal abnormalities and ultrasound
screening for structural abnormalities in the second trimester of pregnancy) were distributed to each doctor
and required to be finished independently in 20 minutes. The results were packed up for statistical analy-
sis. Results 130 questionnaires were distributed and 127 were valid (97%). The overall correct rate for
answers related to first trimester screening for chromosomal abnormalities was 90. 45% , while the differ-
ences in subordinated departments, technical titles and experience on involving in related studies had posi-
tive influence on the results. The overall correct rate for answers related to ultrasound screening for struc-
tural abnormalities in the second trimester was 86. 09% , and their knowledge of MI (mechanical index)
and the best gestational age for ultrasound screening was insufficient. Conclusions The monographers’
awareness on the knowledge of prenatal ultrasound screening was not satisfying enough. In some aspects,
especially special requirements on gestational age for ultrasound screening and security awareness on fetus ul-

trasound screening. Great attention should be paid on the training of related knowledge among these doctors.
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