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Preset balloon occlusion-assisted cesarean section for delivery women with pernicious placenta previa:
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[ Abstract] Objective By using meta analysis method to compare the safety and effectiveness of distal
abdominal aorta balloon occlusion with those of bilateral internal iliac artery balloon occlusion in performing
cesarean section for delivery women with pernicious placenta previa(PPP). Methods Computer retrieval
of CNKI, Wanfang and VIP databases was conducted to collect the eligible clinical research documents
concerning the preset balloon occlusion-assisted cesarean section for delivery women with PPP. The retrieval
time was from the establishment of database to August 30, 2018. Two independent physicians evaluated the
quality of the included literature. Review Manager 5.0 for Mac software was used to perform meta-analysis.
Results A total of 11 documents were included in the meta-analysis. The results showed that intraoperative
radiation exposure dose to fetus, the time spent for operation, the amount of bleeding and the hysterectomy
rate in the abdominal aortic balloon occlusion group were superior to those in the bilateral common iliac
artery balloon occlusion group, the statistical results were (OR=-2.57, 95%CI: -2.85 to -2.29, P<0.01),
(OR=-13.28, 95%CTI:--16.56 to —10.00), P<0.01), (OR=-0.35, 95%CI: -0.53 to —0.17, P<0.01) and (OR=0.70,
95%CI:0.50-0.78, P=0.04), respectively. Conclusion For the performance of cesarean section in delivery
women with PPP, balloon occlusion of distal abdominal aorta is superior to bilateral common iliac artery

balloon occlusion in intraoperative radiation exposure dose to fetus, the time spent for operation and the amount
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of bleeding and the hysterectomy rate. This study provides the basis for the selection of clinical treatment

methods. (J Intervent Radiol, 2020, 29: 169-174)
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AA occlusion  llA occlusion Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
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