I S R 25 2R 5 2023 4 4 H 4525 555481 J Clin Ultrasound in Med, April 2023, Vol.25,No.4 - 299 -

- I SR 5L -

FERNEREFERNE-LE 35 X8 E S 5p
Zia—- IR B ETIRE B IG RN E
o adlE AAR W %

i E BN FITTENELTEABE-PUZE R X (EMD S SN2 R -IRIE R (IVE-ET) B3 T Uk
ZERBEIAMNE . 5% PRI T R BT AT IVE-ET (A Z2 B 112 45), TR AR S B AT 75 Ky, AR By
PRSI EMITJREJE 28 R R I S 40, WA EMITE A, AR I 2 75 0 UReKs 43 S iR A1 (46 161)) FIAC A WR 2 (66 141 ) , B3 M 4
FiRSEN 2R . RIAIZHE Logistic mIH 53 HT IVE-ET 835 LIRSS Ry A S 520 KR 48 4 IV E-ET 2R URES Jmy A5 2
I Piane. &R WA EMIT-RE A JEESH & LR BN HE B (VD) BRI G4 2 (FD L B i 454k
MRS E(VED) R, 22 R34 G245 L (35 P<0.05) . £ F Logistic M 4347 7R, PURS F1LEMIF- 352 B2 Fi EMITE
YA YR ES R b S7 52 [ R (OR=1.254.4.992,0.348, 4 P<0.05) , B 57 AR BN : Logit (P)=0.227x PN [ F1+1.608x
EMIF-3J5 8 -1.056XEMITE &5 -8.315, HLIZAE B U 4T R 45 5 0 405 B B0 (x*=11.875, P=0.157) , I 4 T TR K 0.772
(95% AT {5 X [7] : 0.685~0.858) . Z&iE T B/ NI S EMIHE A 2500 IVE-ET H 5 4T UR 45 Ji A — & B TEm a4 .

KR WA, R, =4 TR - UZ A IX s RN - IR Rl 5 TR UR 45 Jo) s T Ak

[hE%5 25 1R445.1;R711.6 [ CRFRIZAD ]A

Clinical value of ultrasound parameters of endometrium and endometrial-
myometrial interface in predicting pregnancy outcome of in vitro
fertilization—embryo transfer

LU Jia,XIANG Xiaowei,HU Lili, HU Bing
Department of Ultrasound Imaging , Affiliated Renhe Hospital of China Three Gorges University , Hubei 443001, China

ABSTRACT Objective To explore the value of ultrasound parameters of endometrium and endometrial-myometrial
interface (EMI) in predicting pregnancy outcome of patients who received in vitro fertilization—embryo transfer (IVF-ET).
Methods One hundred and twelve infertile women who received IVF=ET in the department of reproductive medicine in our
hospital were selected. The endometrium, EMI thickness volume, morphology and blood flow parameters were obtained by
ultrasound on the day of embryo transfer. They were divided into pregnancy group (n=46) and non—pregnancy group (n=66)
according to pregnancy, the differences of the above parameters between the two groups were compared. Multivariate Logistic
regression was used to analyze the independent influencing factors of pregnancy outcome in patients received [IVF-ET,a predictive
model was constructed and its efficacy in predicting pregnancy outcome in [IVF-ET was analyzed.Results There were significant
differences in the average thickness, proportion of abnormal morphology and volume of EMI, the vascularization index (VI) , flow
index(FI) and vascularization flow index(VFI) of endometrium between the two groups(all P<0.05).Multivariate Logistic regression
showed that the FI of endometrium, the average thickness of EMI and the morphology of EMI were independent influencing factors of
pregnancy outcome(OR=1.254,4.992,0.348, all P<0.05).The model established was: Logit(?)=0.227XF1 of endometrium+1.608%
average thickness of EMI-1.056xmorphology of EMI-8.315.The model predicted pregnancy outcomes with a good fit(*=11.875,
P=0.157) ,and area under the curve was 0.772(95% confidence interval :0.685~0.858).Conclusion The ultrasound parameters
of endometrium and EMI have a certain predictive value for pregnancy outcome in patients who received [IVF-ET.

KEY WORDS Ultrasonography, transvaginal , three—dimensional ; Endometrial-myometrial interface;In vitro fertilization—

embryo transfer; Pregnancy outcome ; Predictive efficacy
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Ultrasonic diagnosis of perineal Paget’s disease:a case report
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