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ﬂ'nuwznmuﬁaz’lﬁmﬁmqummﬂamumqn (Symphysis fundal height,SFH)
Tumaszananiwineaamnsnluasss (Fetal weight FW) LLazmqﬂﬁﬁﬁ'u ituluaenms
unnginuundt 30 3 uds Tealull 1957 McDonald @ T#aSeaan1sia W=(F-18)x155
u Toedl w il wineasmanmizadiuniuuer F (fusugrisesanungnviaendy
\auRms B98n 7 Usiaun (w.A.2507) Ande Buna uas ala Usdissmzu @ linaas
Taumasinanludsznnslng wasnudlimanzaslumsiranldussaaminuas
manluassdidiamnianaianaslumseuruiunit 500 niwannds 28 %

agnalsfimu lusetsamaginiinsAnwidafianiinisian sFH anl#lums
pdtinagaananan @450 1asnniiuisfliing adr uaslssndanmsinwluug
s UsznaudtAdauinsuaaedas Uttrasound fantihty Selmminedasdiadian
tlumBauasrilimGudlarnaianeasng gfinatusnmadn SFH 6789 4
maisudnlng exjslflunitasmmiszanaangasss #0209 gnandiasussnim
winuaimanluassd w1981 walin wazane ATenufanudunuteas SFH uas
ArBIMINlUATIA " Woo uazane Seldivnisinsnindadeanudunuduns SFH
wazswminuasmsnluassd ufl 1985

Taenmluud madssnaniminuammsnluasssiauraaaiu unnduaswenuna
fauanisrransznssiiuagudniuund miiiadumtssnaumsRansanuassiiu
anudesfiansssdstufumsnuazanaluswinnsaaan uimsnssvindinanadag
TudnuasAilidnginaeiuvivauuasliimsin wisdtszaunmsolausazaulunsyse
yanminzamsn

AMNuEIEIMTUsE i minzaimsnluAsIAFaeA3es Uttrasound Taeld
Aaus (Variable) Y § Aa Biparietal diameter (BPD), Abdominal circumference (AC)
wazr Femur length (FL) Isumsuaasufulaemaludn Samausiudfisawadmiunis
Tinndiin 0semem yiaqsfaninainiasindanlfadiiniendlulsanafin
dowaun vuhdlimnssniasmnieiadasindnihgtudiiinaune waedlisiog
Hanutngmialdsunsilnausaiiufirwinse

AonuiidedoliwenaaflazAnmanudiniuiuns FW waz SFH fanuduiug
Auntilsuazanntioaiesla peandiniAnunsudstugfdierdineghe Moflieaie
aunsfavanihsnlilumsusanadmineemsnluassdlusnseninaatnefindnno
sall
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NNWUNNEY LU Placenta previa, Abruptio placentae, Polyhydramnios, Oligo-
hydramnios, mman‘l.ummnﬁu Wusu
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myinTuaLaaNagn (SFH) nasvhlagldauinmesanm (Non-elastic meas-
ure tape) esnuniledl Scale WhimuAwas dandindunidlidl Scale a9

myiansarinlurinflanssuaunneuuiusy Waedalauaeuid Scale
& IANNTTALTBULNLINTEANHAMIN (Symphysis pubis) wmmm‘lﬂmwaﬂsumm
uuu‘lﬂmumw‘[ﬂwmwmnm ma“lﬂmﬂamman (Fundus) wneRugnuen SFH (fiu
mummm meANazian 0.5 9. n’mmnsmﬂmN’JﬂmwmﬂummLwaammmﬂmm
\AAnY uaswanidssmTinlunnERina§uasss (Uterine contraction) uananiitiada
wilvinnsalifiifaanzadelunsswslasnsdmatuamarilfidannaia
waelums3als @ lusewinsmsiamussuauay eddifinnsnamadin udsznaung
wvuaguuRaminanIauiniy. diminzasmanndirsasrufiligniviinlihaeana
azfian 50 NI

d8ANl¥AD Correlation and regression analysis MIANMIANENNUSTENI
FW uaz SFH ‘lu'auuiﬂmfmﬂm'aauauuﬂnm‘lu Scattergram mamuwﬂuuua £HFAN9
ansANENALS adanld Model ﬂmaumsﬂmm-au 'luﬁm'lufh'a Model Y =
+ bx MIAnANNENRNSIHIN FW wasiulsiug 1§ Multiple correlation analy—
sis Wae Multivariated regression analysis 1% Model Y = a + bx + cx, + dx+ ex
mimu’m‘n’laﬁnm‘lﬁﬂauwmmmmﬂuﬂ Goodness of fit ADITNNTT Regressmn aAe
AswWSEuiguA Correlation coefficient (R). Accuracy U84 FW prediction 1938w Per-
centage error (Percentage error = 100 AMAIEAIAINANIYEY Predicted weight U
Actual weight "13678 Actual weight)
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fayafirumulinmuen 177 518 eanBeauasiayaduansluned 1 SFH
A¥nlingluda 25 wuRns & 50 wudns Tnafduale 34 wuRams uasiidudes
WIUNIATgIU (SD) 2.85 wwudims @ FW HA1szwine 1500 3N 69 5100 n3v lag
fifodn 3082 n¥u uaslAufaauuATIIL (SD) 405 ndN WavdulsEeg AB
FW, SFH, Obesity (OB) (dsl#An Bouchard's index An twindiudlansy visehaana
gutluaBiums), Station (ST) uaznA1IzUaI Membrane (ME) ’lunsﬁﬁqofﬁummmﬂumﬁ
figuundsliumn anAnwdae Correlation Matrix Tinadn FW HAwduwudiu SFH
anflgadaer R = 0.72 uasliAudWAUSAU Variables lug Aa OB, ST waz ME
fEAT R AU 0.32, 0.11 uaz 0.06 ANAIAL

nnmirdayanimuannaady Scattergram wudnANANWUSTENING SFH
waz FW JAnudunusiuuuumdunss (Linear correlation) wazitluuuy Positive corre-
lation Taefimandnwusiuswalignud R = 0.72 lumsd 2 uamlfiiudinsiEeu
\fituen R 284 Linear equations sin9 9AlHlunmsAtuau FW faasnuds (Variables) 699
fu oaewudnaums FW = 101.798 (SFH)- 384.978 fiAMaAmARABUANATY 290
A%y 51 R = 0.716 Fhiumnanaiunsld Variables nane g (R = 0.718)

atnlsfimuaumsfigesnniianansorilfinefuuazazainlunmsassni gl
Jugums FW = (SFH-3)x100 aanavinlidamumanandaulumsmusufisanniu
ualiiAY 40 A3 el BB HUTEUAMNULANGNITBINNSAUALSLENMITIESY AILER
Tumeft 3 dndlumsed 4 TBeudsulfifumisuansing aesmaussnanimin
22913 UATIATENINMSIENNTIA SFH TaNALMIANUIUMEENATTAINATIIUAZATT
Tlssaunaaisaaiunaauasadmifiadaslifinigia uansndduandfiiunny
AansLAABUIIAM ST A neaeanluasss Tudaaiminena gy Seesiuls
dimindfanuamandautiasiigadn 2500 ndu 3 3500 N3N uazAINAMIA
ranuRAETRIM TSN A nTamsnlupssAlaelEinsia SFH uazAuIufuaums
FW = (SFH-3)x100 SAnAnumansnaauadarity 7.5 % lusasililinisinuasnns
muusliussaunaniasiimaumaamdaulumsUsznaniminmaniuasfiadari
fiu 10.5 %
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Table 1. Anthropometric and obstetric characteristics of 177 cases.

Characteristic Mean (SD)
Height (cm) 154.80 5.56
Weight (kg) 57.60 9.22
Obesity (Bouchard's index) 3.50 0.50
Gestational age (wk) 39.40 1.87
SFH (cm) 34.00 2.85
Fetal birthweight (gm) 3082.00 405.00
(n) (%)

Parity: Nulliparous 99 55.93
Parous 78 44.07

Station: Minus 106 59.89
Zero 50 28.25

Plus 21 11.86

Membrane: Intact 91 51.41
Ruptured 86 48.59

Table 2. Regression equation relating fetal birthweight with SFH and
other variables.(Their respective R values are also shown.)

Regression equation R value

FW=101.13(SFH)+20.65(0B)-19.60(ST)~-11.71(ME)-417.14 0.718261
FW=100.91(SFH)+23.69(0OB)-23.04(ST)-424.72 0.718160
FW=100.09(SFH)+9.08(0OB)-359.22 0.715679
FW=103.01(SFH)+14.90(ST)-415.53 0.717962

FW=101.798(SFH)-384.978 0.716776
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Table 3. Comparison of two equations for difference values of SFH.
Equation 1. FW=101.798(SFH)-384.978
Equation 2. FW=(SFH-3)X100

Fetal weight calculated(gm)
SFH(cm) Difference(gm)
Equation 1. Equation 2.
25 2160 2200 40
30 2669 2700 31
35 3178 3200 22
40 3687 3700 13

Table 4. Mean percentage error(MPE) and standard deviation(SD) in
different groups of birthweight predicted by SFH measurement
compared with those predicted by no measurement.

MPE(SD)%
FW(gm) n
Measurement No measurement
<2500 8 29.4 (19.5) 31.6(21.1)
2500 - 2999 58 7.5 ( 5.8) 9.6( 6.4)
3000 - 3500 ‘93 5.7 ( 4.1) 8.9( 7.1)
>3500 18 79 ( 5.2 11.8( 6.2)
Total 177 75 (7.8) 10.5(14.2)
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m3AnwEes Mmasussnaimineamsnluesisainmsin SFH lurhuanien
il 1refimsAnulag Joseph S.K. Woo (1985) @3l Independent variables &4
2 A7 A SFH uaz MTATAUTiaY (Abdominal girth, AG) lmafiannisin FW = -1.515
+ 0.092(SFH) + 0.016(AG) wireMfifiuauiwns uazAlansy mamsausnaawy
41 AG # Correlation AU SFH anAnd1 FW freiA1 R AU 0.59 Waz 0.55 AINAIAL
uannilumsl¥ SFH waz AG (lu Variables TumsAuauluanmstuwudiAduse
Andandunuduasauns (Multiple correlation coefficient) %38 R=0.73 WasAIAMNAAIA
\pABwRAE (Mean percentage error, MPE=7.4%) Liumnsindluannaastfidelusesy
i (R=0.72 uaz MPE=7.5%) sﬁ%’ﬂﬁoﬁmmLﬁu'jﬂlﬁﬁﬂtﬂuﬁazﬁ'\ AG anlilunismuau
1 FW AIEMANEAINEI U

nnmMsAnBaufiaumnudunusTaIRIulIs9 9a2E Correlation matrix Wu
1 FW Hanudunudnu SFH mnﬁqmﬁwﬁh R=0.72 @uinfinuduwusiusina
U doumnuduwudiusmudsiiug Aa oB dulenuduiusiution (R=0.32) uaslinu
Funusnudaanin Ay ST war ME auldintanuaula (R<0.2) wazannmsAnwnlu
sesniinuinmsld SFH Jusuys (Independent variable) Wisadadeafiiiunaiies
wadlasnndsuBeaudiaudumsliimulsaaiasaluams danlddn R laiuansng
M AR 0.716 waz 0.718 mNaiAu lumsSauiaudunis FW = (SFH-3)x100 Au
ANATSAN FW = 101.798(SFH) -384.978 IsvAiusing 9189 SFH WU wamImuau
FaaaumImaasiiauuanaetuliiy 40 nin Fedaandmnuaniuntasnteily
upnNTANanEATaIN I ARlEluMTAe An 0.5 wuRas Tomanadniminues
Fw Aaaxldirmardauld 334 nuainmsdafdannnii 40 ninagatnann danudng
IKiFudnaums FW =(SFH-3)x100 ifluannmsfianansaaliunuannadials uns
Uszananihwmintasmsnluasssroursassadszaunseiiuwutiaindanadn dhwin
lszanafanudunudiu SFH annBindranadanudiiise FW launse (R=0.49 uas
0.43 mudey) soumssznnalasliuszaunmsaiisliinzianuuiugnnlundn
myuszanalaglinisin SFH uaznarasnsAnwBaufisulusenuidmuinns
AU FW 31An1598 SFH fpnaududnanitnsussainalasandedseaunisalfioni
ANAAALAAARAE (MPE) 7.5% iguiu 10.5% madiau soumnaniingmalse
aaniminzamisnluassdlagnsin SFH uwasAuINAEaNATT FW=(SFH-3)x100 &1
linweAdiin Adanssfianuwiiwinnimatssanaladlilssaunseiesidenme
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mAuAasiala uanInMIATIIRINLNANMIMIUNNSuas AaUsraumIaivnty A
fasanTzldfurmuaaardsualy (MPE) wihdu 10.5% ﬁaff%ﬂuussﬁ'mpu
Fmsumainisesa gl mnnidsmmariadels gunliusanatminuamin
Tupsss wineflavSeiimalug msesiianueaardautiosnin 10.5%
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wajugingety
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Abstract

Estimation of Fetal Weight from
Symphysis-Fundal Height Measurement

V.Tangnoi,M.D.

Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology,
Maharat Nakhonratchasima Hospital,
Nakhonratchasima.

A prospective study of fetal birth weight (FW) estimation from symphysis-
fundal height ( SFH ) tape measurement was made on 177 women within 48
hours of delivery. The SFH measurements were between 25 and 50 cm with
the mean of 34 cm (SD=2.85). The FW were between 1500 and 5100 g with
the mean of 3082g (SD=405). Correlation and regression analysis were used
by computer. The linea regression equation FW=101.798(SFH)-384.978 yielded
a good correlation coefficient of 0.72 with a standard error of 289.74g. The
simplified equation FW=(SFH-3)x100 could possibly increase the mean error
of 23.85¢g. Using this equation the mean percentage prediction error were 5.7%
(SD=4.1) in fetuses between 3000 and 35009 (n=93), 7.5%(SD=5.8) in fetuses
between 2500 and 2999g (n=58), 7.9%(SD=5.2) in those larger than 3500g
(n=18) and 29.4%(SD=19.5) in those smaller than 2500g (n=8).None of low
birth weight baby was found in the group of SFH more than 34cm (n=78),
1.45% in the group between 32 and 34 cm (n=70), 21 weight may be rea-
sonably estimated with favourable accuracy using this equation, but the error
is too great to be clinically useful for those babies smaller than 2500 g. How-
ever it seemed that obstetrician should be alert low birth weight baby when-
ever the SFH measurement is under 32 cm.




