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Application value of Sonazoid in hysterosalpingo—contrast sonography
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ABSTRACT Objective To explore the clinical application value of Sonazoid in hysterosalpingo—contrast sonography
(HyCoSy).Methods A total of 235 infertility patients who underwent HyCoSy with Sonazoid in our hospital were selected.The
patency of fallopian tube was evaluated by HyCoSy. The consistency between of HyCoSy and laparoscopic fluid patency was
analyzed.The adverse reactions, hypersensitivity to contrast media and postoperative infection were observed , and the pregnancy
status was recorded after 3 months of follow—up.Results HyCoSy showed that there were 122 patients with bilateral patency,28
patients with bilateral obstruction, including 10 patients with proximal obstruction and 18 patients with distal obstruction.There
were 85 patients with unilateral obstruction, including 26 patients with proximal obstruction and 59 patients with distal
obstruction. The consistency between HyCoSy and laparoscopic fluid patency was good (Kappa=0.891).Among the 235 patients,
there were 123 cases with grade O adverse reaction,73 cases with grade I and 39 cases with grade 1II ,all of them
improved within 30 min after examination. No grade Il and IV adverse reactions occurred. No cases of hypersensitivity and
postoperative infection were found.The follow—up showed that there were 25 cases of pregnancy within 3 months after
operation.Conclusion The application of Sonazoid in HyCoSy is effective and safe , which has high clinical application value.
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