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MpoueHa ucxopa nHAyKLuMje nopohaja y 3aBMCHOCTH
04 Pa3sNUUTMX KAUHUYKUX NapameTapa

»KaknuHa Tatuh Crynap', Anekcangpa Hosakos Mukuh', MupjaHa borasau,

CreBaH Munatosuh', CnobopaH Cekynuh?

'KnuHmMKa 3a rMHeKonorujy u akylwepctso, KnuHuukm uentap BojsoguHe, Hosu Cap, Cpbuja;
2KnuHuka 3a Heyponorujy, KnuHuuku ueHTap BojsoguHe, Hosu Cag, Cpbuja

KPATAK CAAPXAJ

YBop MHayKuwmja nopohaja je jenHa of Hajuellhinx akyLwepCKX MHTEPBEHLMja y CaBPEMEHOM aKyLLIEpPCTBY.
Linms paga Linb paga 610 je aa ce nprikaxe UCXOR MHAYKUMje nopohaja y 3aBUCHOCTU Of PasnymnTX
KJIMHUYKNX 1 YATPa3BYYHKX NapameTtapa.

MeTope papa [pocnekTnBHa cTyauja 0byxsaTuna je 422 xeHe Koje cy nopoheHe UHAyKuujom Ha KnuHu-
LM 33 FTMHEKOMOr1jy 1 aKyLLepcTBO KnuHmYKor LieHTpa BojsogvHe. AHanusnpanu cy cnegehu napametpu:
TenecHa BUCUHA, TefleCHa Maca, MHAEKC TefleCHe Mace 1 CTapoCT »eHa, NapuTeT, recTaloHa CTapocT,
Buwonos ckop n ayxuHa rpnavha matepuLe 3MepeHa ynTpasByKom. YCNEeWHOM HAYKLMjOM CMaTpao
Ce BarvHasnHu nopohaj Tokom 24 Yaca of noyeTka MHAYKLMje, @ HeYyCMewWwHOM XPYpPLUKO 3aBpLUaBatbe
TpyAHoMe, 04HOCHO NPEKNA NHAYKLYje.

Pesyntatm Of 422 TpyaHuUe, Kog 356 nHayKumja nopohaja 6una je ycnewHa (84,4%). BpegHocTy buwo-
MOBOT CKOpa 1 AyXWHe rpnvha matepuie NO3UTUBHO Cy KOpenupare C yCrexom NHAyKLuje.
3aKsbyuak buiionos ckop 1 ynTpassy4Ho n3mepeHa AyXvHa rparha matepuue cy ce nokasanu Kao no-
y3A4aHWU KNMHWYKU NapameTpu y npeasuharby ycnewHocTy MHAYKumMje nopohaja, Kao 1 MHAEKC TenecHe
mace 1 naputet. OBM napameTpu cy 61U NPBEHCTBEHO KOMMIEMEHTAPHM, @ HE KOHKYPEHTHU.
KmbyuHe peun: nHaykuuja nopohaja; buwonos ckop; ay»viHa rpnuha matepuLe; MHAEKC TenecHe mace

yBoa

Mupykumja mopobaja je sanounmare mopobaja
IIpe HEroBOT CIIOHTAHOT ITOYeTKa. Y4ecTamoCT
OBe II0jaBe ce NOCTeNBIX AelleHrja noBehara,
LITO 3aXTeBa U MPOLeHy ITapaMeTapa BayKHUX
3a IeH yCIex, I0CceOHO KoJ| IOCTTEpMIHCKe
TpynHohe [1].

[Tpouemyje ce pa 61 5-10% >keHa y CIIOH-
TaHUM OKOJIHOCTMMa IIpeHeNIo TpyaHohy fyxe
oft 294 maHa, OHOCHO HaBpIleHe 42 Hefebe re-
cranyje [2]. VIHIMaeHnMja oBe MojaBe HIDKa je
y semibama Tpeher cBeta (y Hurepuju je mHiip.
6%), IOK je y pasBUjeHUM Ap>KaBaMa BUIIA U
poctivke 20% (y Benukoj bpuranujn) [2]. To
je YMHM jefHOM of HajuemrhuX MHTepBeHIUja
y CaBpeMeHOM aKyLIepCTBY, C YKYITHOM MHIIN-
meHuujoM 13-20% op cBux nopobaja [3, 4, 5].

Mako ce yecTo npuMemyje y aKkyluepcTBY,
MHAYKIMja mopohaja Hocu 3HaYajHe PUSHUKE Off
MHCTPYMEHTA/IHOT 3aBpleTKa opobaja (15%)
M XUTHOT LapcKor pesa (20%) [2, 6], nHTepBeH-
LIMja KOje HOCe PU3MK KAaKO II0 MajKy, TaKO U
TIO TIJIOfI, T€ CaBpeMeHa aKyIllepcKa Ipakca MMa
3aJlaTak Jja ce MHAYKIMjI Topohaja He mpucry-
I1a o71ako, Beh ce 3a Wy ofIyuyje HaKOH Ia-
JKJbYBE NIPOIieHe CBUX PeNeBaHTHUX KIMHNUY-
KMX IlapaMeTapa Koju 6M MOI/IM [ia yTUYY Ha
JCXOJ, OBe IpoLiefiype.

Ycnex MHAYKIVje 3aBUCH O MHOTUX (aKTo-
Pa KOju CY y Be3U C MajKOM U IJIOKOM, aJli Cy ce
IIApUTET ¥ CTame rpauha MaTepuiie IOKasamm
Kao HajoutHuju Meby muma (7, 8]. Y mpouenn

YCIIEIHOCTY MHAYKI[Nje MOTY Ce KOPUCTUTI
OpojHM KIMHWYKM MapameTpu. Tpaguuuo-
HaJIHO Ce Kao CTaHjapy, IpolieHe CTawba IPu-
ha marepuue xopucty bumonos (Bishop) ckop,
KOjU IIPeACTaB/ba 30Mp OlleHa PA3IMINUTUX
ocob6yHa rpamnha koju ce fo6uja KIMHIIKIM
IIperiefioM, a MOXe ia Oyzie y pactioHy of 0 1o
10 (Tabena 1) [9, 10].

CaBpeMeHa KIMHMYKA [TPAKCA OJpa3yMeBa
¥ IIPYMEHY YITPA3BYYHIX apaMeTapa, OSHO-
CHO Mepembe Ay>KuHe rpanha Marepuie TpaH-
CBAarvHAIHUM YITPa3ByIHMM IIPerefoM Ha
yobuyajen HauuH [11-14], u gpyre aHTpOIIO-
MeTpujcKe 1 1abopaTopujcke mapameTpe, Kao
ITO ¢y eTanuy GpuOPOHEKTUH, IIPOTreCTePOH
U FbeTOBY MeTabO/INTI, KOPTU3OII, MHAEKC Te-
necHe Mace (eHI1. Body Mass Index — BMI) .
[15, 16]. CBu oBu mapameTpu ¢ Behom niu ma-
HOM CUTYPHOLINY ZOIpPUHOCE MTOY3/aHMjeM
penBubamy MCXO[A MHAYKIMje U CIIEfCTBe-
HOM CMamehy yIeCTaIoCTy KOMIUIMKALja I
IIepMHATaHOT MOpOUguTeTa C 063UPOM Ha
npupony TpyaHoha u nopobaja [17].

LW PAJA

Llwb cTynuje 610 je fa ce MpUKaXke MCXON VH-
LyKuyje mopobaja y 3aBIMCHOCTH Off pas3imdn-
TUX KJIMHWYKYX ¥ YITPA3BYYHUX TapaMeTapa,
Te yKa)ke Ha OHe IlapaMeTpe Koju 6u 6vn Haj-
KOPVCHM)! Y YCIEIIHO]j IPOLeHN MCXOAA VH-
mykuyje nopobaja.
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Ta6ena 1. buwonos ckop
Table 1. Bishop score

OueHa
lpnvh maTepuue Points assigned
Cervix
0 1 2
Awvnatauwja (cm) _
Dilatation (cm) <15 15-3 >3
OyxuHa (cm) ~
Effacement (cm) >1:5 1:5-05 <05
CnywTeHocT
npegrayeher 2 P >0
[enannoga -
Baby’s station
KoH3ucreHumja Yspct Ocpepmun PasmekwaH
Consistency Firm Medium Soft
Monoxaj Petporonnpax | LeHTpupaH | AHTenoHupaH
Position Posterior Midposition Anterior
METOJE PAOA

ITpocnekTVBHa cTyAMja 00yXBaTIIa je 422 XKeHe Koje Cy
of 26. okTo6pa 2006. no 10. Maja 2009. rogyHe nHopoheHe
MHAYKIYjoM Ha KiHMIIM 3a TMHEKONIOTHjY U aKyIIEePCTBO
Kmmunakor nenrtpa Bojsopuue. Tpynuume cy npe mHAyK-
Ije 6Mle XOCIIUTAI30BaHe Y 3aBOMY 3 IIATONIOTH}Y TPYA-
Hohe. VcTpaxxuBame je 00yXBaTIIO CBe TPYHULIE KOje CY
MMaJle MHAVKALMjy 3a 3aBpLIeTaK TpyaHohe 6e3 063upa Ha
TeCTallMIOHY CTapOCT, Koje Cy fiafie X CBOj IIMICAaH! MPIUCTa-
HaK fla ce YK/byue y CTyfujy. 7KeHe ¢ TpeTXOOHMM LapCKUM
pe3oM Hucy 6uie obyxBaheHe CIIMTUBabEM.

YcnemHoM MHAYKIMjOM CMaTpao ce BarvHaIHYU MOpo-
baj Toxom 24 yaca o moyeTka MHAYKILMje, @ HEYCIEIHOM
XMPYPIIKO 3aBpllaBame TpygHohe, OTHOCHO IIPeKU MH-
RyKIyje 300r HeHanpenoBamwa nopobaja.

Anamusupanu cy cnefehu mapamerpu: bumonos ckop,
HeJlerba TecTallyje, CTapoCT, TelleCHa BUCHHA, TeleCHa Ma-
cay BMI tpypuuna, ny>xuna rpavha Marepuiie u3MepeHa
TPaHCBaryHaTHUM YITPa3ByKoM (M3paKeHa y MUIIMe-
TpUMa) U Te/lleCHa Maca IUIOfia IIPOLielbeHa YITPa3ByKOM
U M3MepeHa HakKoH mopobaja. [ly>xuua rpmrha marepure
MepeHa je mpeMa crefiehem nporokony @onpanuje 3a de-
tanHy Meguuuny (Fetal Medicine Foundation) [18]:

a) TpaHCBaryHa/lIHa YITPa3By4YHa cOHJia PpeKBeHIje
Behe on 5 MHz no3unyonupa ce y npenmsy GOpHMUKC Ba-
ruHe 63 UpPeKTHOT IPUTHCKA Ha Irpiuh;

6) yTBp/ie ce YHYTpalllibe U CIIo/balllbe yirhe IepByKca
yTepyca, LiepBUKaTHM KaHaj U eHJollepBMKaTHA MyKO3a;

B) C/IVKa Ce YBelm4aBa Kako 61 LepBUKC 3ay3uMao 75%
MOBPILINHE eKPaHa;

T) Mepy ce pasfa/buHa M3MeDy criojpaliiber ¥ YHY Tpalliber
yirha y Tpy y3acToIHa Meperba U y3uMa IPOCcedHa BPETHOCT;

I) HOTMpa ce IIOCTOjalbe TyHeNnm3alyje ¥ JUHAMUYHUX
mpoMena rpiuha marepute.

YKONUKO je BarMHa/IHUM aKyLIepCKUM IpeTefoM Ipo-
LielbeHO f1a je buionos ckop HajMame 6, MHAYKIIMja IIOPO-
baja sanmounmara je MHTpaBeHCKOM IIPMMEHOM OKCUTOLIU-
Ha, 5 IU y 500 ml usoroHor pactBOpa, 6p3MHOM 0ff 0caM
Kany y MUHYTU. YKOIUKO je buironos ckop 6o HajBuie
5, MIHAVIKaIyja je 3alloYNIbaHa eHOlepBYKAaTHOM IIpyMe-
HoOM npenupui rena (Dinoprostone y gosu og, 0,5 mg/3 g;

2,5 mli rena; Pfizer). HakoH mocTusama aunaranuje og 3 cm
VI/WIM IpaBUIHUX KOHTpakuyja pabeHa je aMHMoOTOMUjA.

Pesynraty cy yHOIeHM y HoceOHO AMU3ajHUpaHy Oa-
3y mogaraka y mporpamy MS Excel v cTaTUCTMYKY aHa-
nusupanu y nporpamy SPSS 17.0. PagyHare cy cpefbe
BPeHOCTH ¥ CTaHApAHa feBMjalyja 3a KOHTMHYPaHe
HyMepudke Bapujabne y3 kopunthewe ANOVA ananuse
3a JICHUTUBAIbe CTATUCTUYKe 3HaYajHOCTH u3Meby cpep-
BVIX BPEIHOCTH, JOK je CTATMCTIYKA 3HAYajHOCT pasiiKe
y4ecTasIoCTy KaTeropujcKux Bapujabmu onpebusana ITup-
coHOBUM (Pearson) x*-TecToM.

PE3VNITATU

Op 422 tpynuuie o6yxsaheHe CTyaMjoM, MHAYKIIMja IIO-
pobaja 6mna je ycmemna xop 356 >xeHa (84,4%), a Hey-
crienrHa Ko 66 (15,6%) (Tabena 2). Meby ucnmrannnama
6w1o je 270 npBopoTku (64,0%) u 152 Bummepotku (36,0%)
(Tabena 3).

AHanusa geMorpadCKux ¥ KIMHNYKIX OfIVKa XXeHa C
YCIIEIHOM ¥ HEYCIIEIHOM MH/YKIMjOM II0Ka3aJIa je BICO-
KO CTaTUCTUYKY 3HAYajHY Pas3MKy CaMo y BpeHOCTUMA
Bumionoor ckopa, I'ie je cpenba BPeFHOCT KOJ, YCIIeLHIX
MHAYKIUja 61Ia 6,92, a Ko HeycremHux 5,97 (p<0,001),
¥ Ay>KuHe rpimha Matepuie n3MepeHe TPaHCBAIMHATHYM
YATPa3BYKOM, IZie je Cpefiba BPeHOCT KO YCIIEIIHIX WH-
myknuja 6mma 20,18 mm, a Kop HeyclemHux 25,34 mm
(p<0,001), y3 sHauajuy pasnuxy u'y BMI (Tabena 4).

Ta6ena 2. CTpyKTypa XeHa NpemMa recTaLyoHoj CTapoCTy U ycrnexy
NHAYKUnje

Table 2. Duration of pregnancy in gestational weeks and success of
induction

Bpoj eHa (%) YcneuwHa
Heperba rectauuje pl\{umber MHAYyKumja (%)
Gestational weeks e Successful

4 induction (%)

<38 11 (2.6) 9(2.5)
38 23(5.4) 21(5.9)
39 62 (14.7) 56 (15.7)
40 136 (32.2) 115(32.3)
>40 190 (45.0) 155 (43.5)
YKynHo
Total 422 (100.0) 356 (100.0)

x>-Tect, p=0,55
Chi square test, p=0.55

Ta6ena 3. CTpyKTypa »eHa Nnpema reCTalMoHoj CTapoCTyh 1 NapuTeTy
Table 3. Duration of pregnancy in gestational weeks and parity

tenenarecraune | TP | BT O e

Gestational weeks Primipara (%) | Multipara (%) | women (%)

<38 8(3.0) 3(2.0) 11 (2.6)

38 15(5.6) 8(5.3) 23 (5.4)

39 41052 | 21038 62 (14.7)

40 86 (31.8) 50 (32.9) 136 32.2)

>40 120 (44.4) 70 (46.0) 190 (45.0)

%{;Ho 270(100.0) | 152(100.0) | 422(100.0)
X?-tecr, p=0,32

Chi square test, p=0.32
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BoraBau M. u cap. lMpoueHa ncxoaa nHayKumnje nopohaja y 3aBUCHOCTU O Pa3nnUUTHX KIMHUYKUX NapameTapa

Ta6ena 4. lNpoceyHa BpeaHOCT KNMHMYKUX NapameTapa Koa UcnmutaHuua npema ycnexy VIH,D,yKLl,VIje

Table 4. Average value of clinical parameters by success of induction

WHaykumja CrapocT (roguHe) P TM (g) TMY3 (g) Buwonos ckop
Induction Age (years) BMI (kg/nv) Ol BW (g) USBW (g) Bishop score
yenewna 27.77 28.79 2134 3489.18 3430.74 6.75
Successful

Heycnewna 27.57 29.56 25.64 3587.0 3568.67 598
Unsuccessful

p 0.981 0.025 <0.001 0.251 0.023 <0.001

CraTnCTUYKa 3HaYajHOCT pauyHaTa je metogom ANOVA.

BMI - nHpekc TenecHe mace; Cx — gyxuHa rpanha maTtepuue npouereHa yntpassykom; TM - TenecHa maca nnopga; TMY3 - TenecHa maca nnoga npouereHa

yNTpasByKom

Statistical significance determined by ANOVA analysis.

BMI - Body Mass Index; Cx — cervical length determined by transvaginal ultrasonography; BW - newborn body weight; USBW - newborn body weight estimated

by ultrasound

Ta6ena 5. YcnewHoOCT MHAYKUWje npema pasinynTim BpeaHOCTMMA
Buwonosor ckopa
Table 5. Success of induction by different values of Bishop score

Buwonos ckop YcnewHa nHaykumja
Bishop score Successful induction

2 0.0%
80.0%
81.8%
59.5%
69.9%
851%
91.4%

100.0%

W (N Ovu | |Ww

X>-TecT, p<0,001
Chi square test, p<0.001

Ta6ena 6. YcnewHOCT MHAYKUVWje Npema pasnnyuTim BpeaHOCTMMa
ayxuHe rpnvha matepuue (Cx)
Table 6. Success of induction by different values of cervical length (Cx)

S e

<10 83.3%
10-15 90.0%
15-20 85.5%
20-25 81.9%
25-30 68.3%
30-35 70.0%

>35 50.0%

x2-TecT, p<0,001
Chi square test, p<0.001

Kop Bunrepotku yrBpheH je Behn ImpolieHat ycrermHnx
MHAYKIja y nopebemy ¢ mpoporkaMa — 88,6% mpema
78,2% (p<0,001). TexxuHa nereTa Ha pohemwy Huje 6ua
CTaTUCTUYKM 3HAYajHO PasNMYNTA IPU YCIIENIHOj U HEY-
CTIENTHOj MHAYKIUjHU, JOK ce off (aKTopa y Be3u C MajKOM
Kao Haj3Ha4ajHuju PaKTop yclexa MHAYKIIMje UIaK ITOoKa-
3ao mapurer (Tabena 4).

Bpennocty bumonosor ckopa u fy>xuHe rpivha Mare-
pHulie TOSUTUBHO Cy KOpeMpare ¢ yCrIexoM MHAYKIuje U ca
CTaTUCTUYKM 3HA4ajHMM TpeHoM npema [InpconoBoM Koe-
¢dunyjenty muHeapHe Kopenauuje (p<0,01) (Taberne 4, 51 6).

ANCKYCUIA

Hajsehn npobnem unayknyje nopobaja je y npaBuiHom
Ofabypy TPYLHMUIIA KOJ, KOj/X IIOCTOj| BeMKa MOryhHOCT

ma he vHAYKIMja 6MTH yCITelHa. Y HaIloj CTY/Vjy KIVHIY-
KU TTapaMeTpy oIy T buionosor ckopa u fy>xuHe rpmha
Marepulie Cy ca 3Ha4ajHOM TayHOIIhy IpefBU/IeN UCXOT,
UHIYKIINje, a )KeHe KOJI KOjUX je OHa YCIEIIHO U3Be/IeHa TO-
KOM 24 Jaca MMaJle Cy CTaTUMCTUYKM 3Ha4ajHO Behe Bpep-
HOCTM OBOT cKopa 1 Kpahu rpmuh Martepuiie y ofHOCY Ha
TPYyHHMLE KOJ, KOjUX je MHAYKIMja mopobaja 6y1a HeycIe-
IIHa. Pesynrary Haler McuTUBama y CKIafly Cy C Hajla3uMa
ToOMjeHNM Y ApyTUM CTYAMjaMa U OfroBapajy CTaHapAuMa
caBpeMeHe eBpOIICKe aKyllepcke Ipakce [6, 19, 20]. Mnak,
BpegHoCcTy buionosor ckopa Koje Cy y Halloj CTyauju fia-
Basie Behy ImaHCy 3a ycrex MHAYKIUje 6ute cy 7 ¥ BUIIe
(ycnex), a He 5 u Bu1Ie (YcIIex), Kao LITO je ocaj HaBoheHo
y moparyMa 13 reparype [19]. OBo je jour jenan moxasa-
TeJb CYOjeKTMBHOCTY Meperba BPeHOCTY OBOra ckopa [21].
Mapa ce Kao METOIOMOIIKY HelOCTaTaK OBe CTYZMje MOXKe
HaBECTH TO IITO Cy pas/ININTI KIVHNYKI TeKapy BPILIVIIA
Iper/iefie ICOUTYBAHVX TPYSHULIA, Y PYTMHCKOM K/IMHIY-
KOM pajly YIIPaBo je TO CBaKOJHEBHA I10jaBa, I1a ¥ MeTo/a
KOja ce IIpUMerbyje MOpa MIMaTy Maly T3B. MHTPAOIICEPBEp-
CKY M MHTepOIICepBEPCKY BapujabuiHocT [22].

V360p upeanHor napameTpa 3a MpoOLeHY yclexa MH-
AYKLMje je MUTame Koje OyAM pacipaBe y caBpeMeHOj
aKylepckoj nmpakcu. [ly>xuHa rpanha Matepuiie MepeHa
TpaHCBarMHaIHUM YITPa3ByKOM JJOHEKTIe UCKIby4yje Cy-
6jeKTMBHOCT Y IIPOLIEHN, I1a je HeKM ayTOpy HaBOJie Kao
HajBaXXHUjU pakTop y npegBubamy ncxona MHAyKLuje [23,
24], KoK [pyTy IpegHOCT fajy buionoBoM ckopy ¢ 063u-
POM Ha KBaJMTaTMBHe NapaMeTpe MOMyT KOH3MCTeHIIMje
¥ aHTQXXKOBAaHOCTH Ipenmadeher fena miona, Koju ce MOTy
IPOLIEHNUTH jelMHO OBOM MeTofoM [25, 26]. Hekn ayTo-
P¥ cMaTpajy fa Koj, TPyAHMLIA II0cie 41 Hefe/be recTanuje
(oHe cy uMHMIe 3HaYajaH yAeO U Hallle MCIIMTHBAHe HOIIy-
nalyje), y cnydajy ,,3arBopeHor” rpiuha, u3ocTaHaK Ipo-
IleHe aHTKOBaHOCTY Npefbadeher fena mioga OHeMOory-
hapa BanupHy nponeHy ycrnexa MHAyKLuje mopobaja [27].

AHany3oM yTulaja BpegHOCTI Ky>viHe rpha MaTepy-
1ie, TPAaHNYHA BPEJHOCT KOja JOBOJY [0 YCIEIIHe MHAYK-
IVje 611 ce Ha OCHOBY HalllMX pe3y/ITaTa MOIJIa IIOCTaBUTH
Ha 25 mm, a He Ha 30 mm, KaKo HaBOJe lOCaJialllbe CTYAuje
[19], onHocHO 27 mm y crynuju Jackanakuca (Daskalakis)
u capafHuKa [23]. OBaj mapamMeTap ce y BJXOBOj CTYAVjH
MI0Ka3a0 MOY3JaHUjUM Off BpeJHOCTH buionosor ckopa.
Taxo 6u ce, IpeMa pe3ynTaTuMa CTyfAuje IPUKIX ayTopa,
KIVHUYKM €HTUTET ,,I0BOJ/baH Ipinh“ Morao KopucTutu
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TeK YKOMUKo je buiornos ckop Behu of 6, a gy>kuHa rpim-
ha mMarepuiie MepeHa yITpasByKOM Matba off, 25 mm.

buionos ckop, Koju ce IpuMemYje Kao OCHOBHU K-
HIYKM [TOKa3aTe/b TPYAHNUIIA C MHANKAIVOM 33 MHYKIIU-
jy mopobaja, 1 fa/be ocTaje BeoMa BajkaH ImapameTap 36or
TOTa LITO fIaje ¥ BPeIHOCTH KBa/IMTAaTUBHUX ITapaMeTapa
cTama rpnnha Marepune (KoHsucTeHnyja). [Junema oko
CYIepMOPHOCTH OBUX ITapaMeTapa TeMa je OpojHUX cTy-
nuja. Tako cy Pajc (Reis) u capaguuny [9] mokasamu ga cy
BuIonos ckop ¥ My/ITUIIAPUTET >KeHe CyBepeHUjI Iapa-
MeTpU Y IpefiBuhary yCIelHOT MCXOfia MHAYKIVje ITOpo-
baja op py>xune rpmha marepune yrephene ynrpassykom,
Majja MMa I CTY[Mja KOje IPeJHOCT /1ajy TPaHCBaruHal-
HOM yNnTpasByKy [23, 24]. lInmp Hatue cTynuje Huje 6mo ma
yIIOpenu IPOTHOCTUYKY BPEHOCT OBUX IIapaMeTapa, Te
OHa HUje HM [U3ajHMpaHa Y TOM IIpaBIy.

[Topen mapuTera, Kao no3Haror ¢axTopa ycuexa [7, 8],
u BMI ce u3pBojMo Kao NOy3faH YiMHMIAL, y Ipeasubamwy
ycneuHe nHAykuuje nopobaja. Ilpempa Mana, mocrojana
je CTaTMCTMYKM 3HayajHa pasnuka y BpegHoctu BMI us-
Meby TpynHMIIA KOje Cy MHAYKIMjOM IOpobheHe YCIelHOo
Y MICOUTaHNIIA KOJ, KOjUX je IpMMeHa MHAYKIje O1Ia He-
ycnemina. OBu pesynratu noTBphyjy 3anaxama apyrux
ayTopa 0 r0ja3HOCTY Kao GaKTOpy pU3MKa 3a HeyCIleX UH-
mykuuje mopobaja [28, 29], maza je mpo6em oxroBapajyhe
aHa/M3e HeKOH3VMCTEHTHOCT KIVMHIYKe IIPaKce ¥ OfTyKa O
XMpPYPLIKOM 3aBplllaBarby TpyAHOhe 360r Apyrux pakropa
PU3MKa KOje T0jasHOCT Kao 60JIeCT HOCH, KOju1 OU YTULIa/IN
Ha OJIYKYy O HauJHY 3aBplleTka nopobaja.

Kao mpo6eM y 0BakBOj BpCTI MCTpaXKiBarba HaBOAY
ce feduHMCambe ycIexa MHAYKIYje ¥ UMIUIMKaLje J10-
Ka/THe K/IMHMYKe IIpaKce Ha ibeH ToK. Hepocrarak jacHnx
CMepHMIIA O MHAMKAIIV)Y 32 XMPYPILIKO 3aBpIIaBarbe TPYH-
HoRhe npe ucTeka 24 yaca MHAYKLUje, Y3 YMIbEHNUIY Ja Ce U
Y OBOj CTYZUjJ TTOKA3aJI0 Jja Ce 3a LAPCKI pes3, IO IIPaBIUITY,
OITy4YMBAaJIO MHOTO IIpe MICTeKa OBOT BPeMEHa, I0CTAB/bajy
Jajbe LM/beBe UCTPAXMBaba 1 CTaH/IapAN30Bama pasa,
Kako 61 ce nmoBehao ycrex MHAyKLMje 1 61aroBpeMeHO
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SUMMARY

Introduction Induction of labor is one of the most common
obstetric interventions in contemporary obstetrics.
Objective The aim of the study was to evaluate the clinical
and sonographic parameters in prediction of success of labor
induction.

Methods TThe prospective study included 422 women in
whom induction of labor was carried out at the Department
of Obstetrics and Gynecology of Clinical Centre of Vojvodina.
The role of body mass index and age of women, parity Bishop
score, cervical length measured by transvaginal ultrasound
was evaluated in regard of the success of induction, which
was considered successful if a vaginal delivery occurred within
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24 hours after the onset of induction. Data were statistically
analyzed by univariate statistical analysis and Pearson’s 2 test.
Results Out of 422 women, induction of labor was successful
in 356 (84.4%), and it failed in 66 (15.6%) cases. The values of
Bishop score and cervical length had positive correlation with
the success of induction.

Conclusion Bishop score and transvaginal cervical length were
both reliable predictors in determining the success of labor
induction, as well as parity and BMI. These parameters are
mostly complementary, not competitive in prediction of labor
induction success.

Keywords: induction of labour; Bishop score; cervical length
measurement; Body Mass Index
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