





[tcan beseen that Hadlock method predicted the birth
welght 1 853%0 ol cases wathing + 10% of actual birth

werght

Fable VEshow s the resalts of Wilconon s signed ranks

test

Table VI : Significance of Difference Between
Predicted and Actual Weight

Model ‘2 values Two tailed Significance
Significance test
(p value)
Birnhols, 5869 ~1.01 S
Deter? 4.700" ~0.01 S
Hadlock S3NTS <0.01 S
Handlock - 18440 (101 NS
Jordaan ST < (10T S
shepard™ -SA80 <001 S
Warsol NN 001 S

Based onnegative ranks o Based on positive ranks.,

Itis evident trom Table NV that the ditference between
the predicted tetalw eight and the actual observed birth
weightis highlv sigmticant except by the Hadlock - and
Al methods under estimate bivth weight except that of
Birnhols's .

Disc¢  sion

From this study it van be concluded that Hadlnck's]
method using FIand AC is more accurate in predicting
the birth weight in term fetuses. This mav be due to
the fact that towards term. the head has the tendencey
to fin or engage resulling in error in measuring head
size The moulding of head toward the term may also
contribute to this phenomenon.

I the present studv. afl methods except that of
Birnhol/ underestimated the tfetal weight Even though

Hadlock method usimyg FILoand AC shightly

N 1 ! i [ 1 . '
Potrcnating bovan bo b s Lo

underestimated e fetab werghe, s as close wo the an taal
observed birthoweight compared to othor i ethods
also could predict birth weightinemasimum number ol
caseswithin 106 of actual birthhweight

The tmproved werght estimate obtanod astag tae
method of Hadlock s based oo the fac thar L ogs
refated nearlv to crovwn heel fength and cocardimg to

Jordaan , crown heet length atiects bavth voerghit mone

significantly than the head sizes Also s casy
reproduce correct FL measurements, swwhereas head
measurements mav be atfocted Dy vanation ot the
shape of the head and moulding. Ditriculty - also
expericnced inobtaining v alid measurenents wlen the
head is deeplyv engaged i the pelvis
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