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Clinical observation of Rivanol combined wih mifepristone on mid-term induction

FENG Shu-xiang, YANG Li-li, WANG Hai-xia
Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Second Affiliated Hospital of Mudanjiang Medical College, Mudanjiang 157011, China

Abstract: Objective To observe the effect of Rivanol combined with mifepristone on mid-term induction. Methods Patients (120
cases) who accepted mid-term induction in Second Affiliated Hospital of Mudanjiang Medical College from June 2011 to June 2012
were randomly divided into control group and observation group, and 60 cases in each group. The patients in the control group were iv
administered with 100 mg Rivanol from amniotic cavity directly. The patients in the observation group were po administered with
mifepristone, and the first dosage was 50 mg. Then the patients took orally 25 mg every 12 h, and the total dosage was 150 mg. Results
The time of uterine contraction, placenta expulsion maternal, and total production process in the observation group were shorter than
that in the control group (P < 0.05). At the same time, the amount of bleeding and pain scores were significantly lower than those in
the control group (P < 0.05). The incidences of the complications in the observation and control groups were 6.67% and 30.00% with
significant difference (P < 0.05). Conclusion Rivanol combined with mifepristone on the mid-term induction has a better effect with
fewer complications. It could not only shorten the production process of induction, but also reduce pain of patients, which is worth the
clinical promotion.
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