N3 1931IM3 19150 2
Un ooy UM ¢ MULBU - ARIAN LECS

Original Arficle

NI UIBUUI S NSHanN I gNINIAUATIN

904n17ld Misoprostol niidoinaon
nun1nuwlun1adniinistlivATinlvAIan

A9 UNNUA

=3 (=3 L=
NAR  SULAA
Tﬁ\?WEI’IU’Iﬂ NAINTE v\?Z/?’]?IE?\?ﬁﬁ 17 B. Bdﬁﬁﬂd qWﬁ?ﬂqul?

UNAREa

a1 1y

MIAnEIFIIATNEULY randomized controlled iFourisuilss “nEnmlumadmiliiaa
msSuassfly aimnsstasuimuade misoprostol vna 50 Winsniy miumvesnaen M
Augnuina 100 Wlasnsu Taw 'y a3daasssasummuas i u 150 11 Tdutseanithy eangu
nquaz 75 119 laonguillfoumiiumateananaldsi misoprostol v 50 lulasnsi o 6 . uas
8nnduldAu misoprostol 1na 100 Wlasniu n 6 . awEunssd (uagnuasad 3 asalu 10
wit) Tagldeoliifu s a3 naammiunzgaia sl oxytocin mudotisdme_Gm afaunaen
Tngguaiideamsfinumdndo sseznmaudEulisauaaen Jnnsidoyans dAdIe unpaired
student’s t-test, Fisher’s exact test uazln uarf wuhdnuasiallveadszmnnia 9INgNil
dnuazhivand sy sseznalumsinihmanaen 15vlunguillfimiivemeresnasa uningu

'
N

fiNueN (909.19 SD 36.81 WgUNU 1,283.34 SD 69.38 1171) 'ﬁ’wmuﬂ%iumﬂﬁm (2.38 SD 0.41
{fioudl 3.85 SD 0.81 A31) uazifiuae1INIUAADA (120.24 SD 15.33 ALY 361.71 SD 31.21
Tulasnsu) Tunqumiiunmaresnaeatiosninguiiauem sananu Salumssmihl¥aasadie
sWREanilansd (40.00% Ll 24.009%) wazszoznmnaeAMelu 24 wu. (62.67% HsURL 37.33%)
“luﬂa;umﬁummqsﬁmﬂaaﬂmﬂﬂjmdmﬁjmﬁﬁu e mnaq'u"bjﬁmmummshaﬁu‘luﬁawm oA
oxytocin H18159naA I3MIAADA SATIAML BadEMINUIAAADA SATINIANIADANAINADA
uazlaiwunaez hyperstimulation Tuma 99NGN WUIEINIIUATA tachysystole Tungw
wmiiugmeresnasnuInnIInguiusisudntiooud ifite 1Ay hiinadrufseguuslaq ves
misoprostol Tua eandu dariumslifen misoprostol wina 50 ulnsnsumiiuvesnasa yn 6 wu.
flsz “nsamlumasnihliiSuassdaaealu asmassdasumvua _andinmslior misoprostrol ving
100 Tulnsnsudunn 6 wu. mnedszoznalumnasandsulion und Saundilumshin
nashinaniitesndt Tasdishnany 15vludmihnisnaoaii and dnfl misoprostol w1NA 50
Tulasnsy wiumetosnasann 6 vu. 39 nseldifumadenwillumsdninnsnaeai
sz nEnw 39 aeass uazaign

& ' a ¢ °
ll?li‘]ﬂ:‘ﬂ‘i T‘}‘Iﬂ, UV BN, NUE1, FSATIAINAAA, ATINATUNHUA

792

Journal of Health Science
Vol. 17 No. 5 September - October 2008

TRUUSTUILRT




mawBpuiiisuyss “nsnamstmihnsiuassfuasnisld Misoprostol nisdasaasn fumsiulunisimimsiduassiluassiasuimun

Ui
Tuilayunsdmiliianaduassiaaanlay
Tnfaudniiu wae fevsduniuly_fm a3
Tastawmzlunsdifinsdiiunssenssituazing
Cusiannaan wie man anzesiinuagnaziiu
fdhemilalunshuneieddnig steznanluns

v
[ YY)

AReA wazlam uSalunistniiniseaen sty
fUanfiflunnuagnla nd Gaduluilade W
nilefivh lin1stni ivians§uassiaaeniissey
NawUINaY Seazdaliifianal aauness
WNIMuazIIntd Jeledinswens s dinoprostone
(prostaglandin E2) fupg19nineeang iieziie
elinuegn 0 uaziesmhi¥iianisiiuassd

) Fadafinalnnig

1652 7unteiis: “ninn?
aanqw%ﬁnﬁw‘[ﬁﬁmmsﬁumsﬁmm prostaglandin
E2 analogs ﬁiamsﬁﬂﬁmnmgm}‘ima: qnmnﬁu
Taefimswasuutasi 13 peRUsznoy Uas WALB

@ yeifiaean

899 19 proteoglycan
misoprostol ‘ﬁaLﬂu prostaglandin E1 analogs
Tsalddnildiansiiuasssaaanldiuii
fesafignndnann fiudnwde wiadu u g
Tusunaties 9 ey Wawfisuiu dinoprostone 7
L Lﬁu%’nmmnﬁqmwgﬁﬁm £9¥i 1% misoprostol
HunaRennilsfidenldunniuiden 4 Tutlgii
Tuszazusn q ledns@nenii1 misoprostol an
T#unu dinoprostone Tun1sFnilFiAan5.§u
assfinnen  Fefif uladnwruSeudfisunisld
misoprostol 7wUiU dinoprostone fun1Iwnily
nerasnapanInTulutInaIsTEiEuN®® g
Turaren1sfnm i aeldiiudedss “ndnwaeg
misoprostol ﬁ”an'j'm%'al,vhﬁ’uﬁ’un'ﬁ“lﬁ dinopro-
stone Teafinatnadeslivansreiy wazaanndodl
N3ANYT misoprostol LENFILABITIUAUAIN
Yasafuuaryse “n3nw suefiviane Nateuws

YIANY LWDAAAINL BNANN 9 N1D1ALNATUFADNITAN

LARZNNIN 15U NNFLINANTIE hyperstimulation, tachy-
systole 8RTINIHIAAARDAYAT NAYNLAN WARD

620 Ty5vpendléiany ulalu

MINUDULARDA
15a9naL "By liiinnraniAnaranann
A g =l ‘l 1(6) ~ I ﬂ v Av 'y 1

wWinduniald® wludeqiuiideya 1y yust

A v @ R v a a

Inuefl alriuteanulanastuazlss “nanw
299M3Ld misoprostol ey l#Unuagn nuas
U FLAANISIEUATIARADALALAATLULLIIAINT
AanAldA LuANYSaaRSAIINITHIGAARDA LNANE

(BS7-810131718) |\ Qe 6l9 1W190LH UL

™

Vusianian
oligohydramnios léatinstasads” wsdasldotineg
el Yelitunngu wnld misoprostol Tuzuadi
I 50 lalasnsumazasaasa'®
Tdfin1sAnsfududerinuiaaniove
misoprostol lagiUSsutiisuivenanasguiaels
Fninsiuassdldetetaendeanney wu Anns
Wasuiey misoprostol U dinoprostone WU N3
1% misoprostol MzpvAaaafidss “nSanuay
Usaaduwiiy dinoprostone Tunisviniitnuagn
nuaznihliiianisiduassdaase  Taawudn
NINRATEUEIAINTARDA LASNITRANITIE oxy-
tocin Haeiienanna®® Taglaifindninissnda

(35-6)

ARDA LLAZNTILUNINTDUADNITANLALNIIN 934

fomsSeuiisuszvinensid misoprostol iU oxy-
tocin Tun1sEniLazisenanm Wy misoprostol Léi

16-18

wamuiea " wazfisann1sld epidural ana-

(16)

esthesia a¥@e'"” LANNA=HANNIL hyperstimulation

FIDNANNAFDNITANLALNITNTINAILN ﬂTﬁTumum

“s1819 giuluifaqiiu

f RS gy R RLE
= 4 1 v . o o v @ 6
Fefiainnsld misoprostol Tunsdnil#duasss
a ' @ & G A A o a
n3asvannnld daduntiienfivasasiuuasd
AR REIRTTIN

NM5U5¥13 misoprostol tatnil¥iduassd
Aann AaNtuNlfNfeiu 2 NvABIVTUNITaY

papalazn1Inu Sadunisuinsenidienianig

s 1STIMS WIS Y WEEs T o il &

el



A Comparison of the Efficacies of Intravaginal and Oral Misoprostol for Induction of Labor in Term Pregnancy : a Randomized Controlled Trial

v metesaase lifaserdbyasnsfituna
wialdsunsiindunndufiies uazlunmgeiudi
misoprostol laan1siuasfisziueluden v ald
a9 war ASEAai undnsldndung
Hogannn Gy 50L%@1ﬁ'jﬂﬂwsﬁuﬂ1azaaﬂqw§
Fninsiiuassflsisininnsmiunietasaaan®
flaqiiuFaisuinis@nwSouiisuszninensiu

18 | AWAang

wazindiugdosrasaninduiiey qf
ﬁnmwudﬁmiﬁuﬁwaﬁianﬂswﬂ%’ﬂﬁaumgnlﬁﬁﬁLﬂu
Wieszezom U q TusaeEnldengaousn q winiu
wzilavandsesuenluiian ua\lﬁl,%'; wiA39%3n
209817 udona  usAorafudesiiiaziinniaz
hyperstimulation Hasninlaifisuiunisiniven

681516 gFyrTunIngaan1TLi L&

N19tvAanR’
15z “nEnwlunistnininisi§uassisienisiu dae

TH¥antioaniin1TMiuNINt0IAaen  LETEIAWY

© finnsAnsIwuIn

AMzunsnFouintumEaEe
misoprostol 2UA 50 lulasnsy wilunmezasnasn
N 6 v, fsz “nEnmwiniu 200 lalasndu ity
nn 6 o LLﬁiIuniiuﬁﬁuﬁnﬂﬁz hyperstimulation
mnﬂdﬂnz\juﬁmﬁumoﬁmmam Tunsfnuniials
Ysz1luyse " nBawase misoprostol 2uU1A 50
Taulasnsn wilumegesasen 0 6 Bu. Wiy 100
lalasnsn fiu vn 6 v, lawanzuiaiuasain 200
Tulasnsu aenfu 100 lulasnsy iieananw
89209017 hyperstimulation a3 WasiaL
wan1sAned L Ll dunadanTuntstinials§u
As3AARRAT IF Lid sy “nEnw wazfiaiy

Uanasy ”arfiaﬁamim uaznsnsaly

A5n13finv

N19ANBILUY randomized controlled trial
(comparative study) Iﬂﬂﬁﬂm‘[uﬁa\‘maaﬂﬂdu
NTU ﬁ-u%'n‘m Iwwmma NLﬁ‘W\Ii: v\‘i‘&li’]“ﬁﬂ\iﬁﬁ
17 Tu s3densasATuivuaAaen (32739 38-40

“Uah) $7uU 150 518 AAaARILA 1 LuEBL
- 30 figuipu 2551 lasudaifunguas 75 578 ngx
wsna ¥y misoprostol 2uNe 50 lulAsnSN witiy
NMIZBIARDATILIIN posterior fornix )N 6 BX. LA
ngui 899zléi$y misoprostol 7u1a 100 lalasnsu
fuyn 6 o WiesmilKiAan3uAssARaen Tay
gaInMavaadzasungnateiios 3 afelu 10 uni
waglvigionualiiiu 8 assluudazngy Tanlésy
aqﬁﬁmniiowmma

Inclusion criteria : ﬁﬁﬂ?ﬂﬂ@i‘%’um’milﬁm
fun1slésuen  wianduldduludusanlvsunis
Snwuazdndinns@inen Wuassdidien 21yATIN
W9 38-40 Ui Bufulasnisiinasssasy
mnt IdsunsvheauL“sernad_sednstionn
flonda Lﬁaﬁuﬁ’umqﬂﬁﬁ wazlsiwuanuRaUsnd
wiadavehala q 8 uindudsue qaﬁwm"’ﬂ{fa
laik@n reactive nonstress test LHAME fetal dis-
tress I ¥ “BAMemsnlaild m udensu uau
msnapaluiu 4 ad

Exclusion criteria : Qﬂ’aﬂﬁﬁm?:ﬁ\‘lﬁ’mmi
ARDANNTDIARDA qoﬁmfwmndauﬁmum mMsn
Tupssfiasaiivledn theddos weidnasen 3
Wuassdudy fnnzunandeuniveyinisn uas
LA af JuseiRuwdienngy prostagladins Use R
Tsaviaviin lsaviala

nnaeldsuudusigassflasdinassdiu
seozlasun wsn dvsesndeulduwiueu ldnsae
FauARUL " B9AND ”aﬁmqﬂﬁﬁ 24-32 “Uai pg e
Yow 1 a3

nsfnunil Lavhlustosaasn Nnaeldsunis
asadszifiudnuagnuazldiazuuy Bishop neau
Buldenlay Aunnd uazihitewalansnidurm
pevtiny 60 u1? LH1TE e Twoudw nnag
unsnFauaneatglndBdn wazyin Non-stress test
1 a¥srioudalden waznnelaldeguszesiuasad

794

Journal of [Health Science 2008 Vol 17 No. 5



mawBpuiiisuyss “nsnamstmihnsiuassfuasnisld Misoprostol nisdasaasn fumsiulunisimimsiduassiluassiasuimun

wdoamiuidangihelasns iy andngu s
Buldnliueunaeaguszanu 2 luuaziin
ﬁmmuﬁﬂﬁvmiﬂLLa:msm%’ﬂﬁwmmgﬂaah\ﬂnﬁ
B LLazwﬁoaﬂnﬁuTﬁnnigLLamummgm T
W aangunn 6 wu. wdsreziuATIAATe (&
MInasafINagnatvtioy 3 asdlu 10 U9l) riae
miuizthasusiotnuegniia 3-4 su. wn
Lififevenlas funwnd ({onl# oxytocin e
ANNE NifleRdetvd warnsrasnliinaaon
muﬁaﬂa’f‘?ﬁlmﬁm 78]

omsihaidesiiings So fie ioe "o 14 g adul”
DALY LATINHIDINNIAINE1IAE diphenoxylate
HCI 5 mg BiaNUNnINETindl "8 acetaminophen fiu
wiadadngamnilliRegungfinie _sndh 38 aeen
[ BalBY WAy metoclopamide HCl 10mg A
Vuleam wsusefindul “aiduu

\fa93nen misoprostol (cytotec) Folulse-
WENLIA JLHINTE IR T09RT 17 A3vuuuiu
Wazuna 200 lalasniu Fedaeviniiu 1/, iauile
THviiunwtonaen uas 1/, Waie iy uaznsl
oxytocin tateLeAaanarldaua 10 unit Tu iso-
tonic solution 1AELSNVEANIIVIRDALEEARN [LUZUIA
1-2 mU/min uaztfiaiy 1-2 mU/min 90 15-20 w1

] ¥
Ay a

Tusnenfidioviet

AuusiiAnILasAITIATIZINY AR

Tuwsaznguazifivdn §fse 9 A nedihe
818ATIA U9 ddng S1uaunsWnasss
Fuudinsst TuauasnmIssen SwaunIui
AT AZLUY Bishop Fuuedeiilden wazusunm
ENINT (F 32:&1::L’Jﬂﬁ(;?\‘iLLGiL%NIﬁEI’WN‘]JWﬂNﬂQﬂLﬂﬂ
VNALAZAREA (SBzLIAuMIARER) §efTH oxy-
tocin USinaudenil“sauzasen Hiefiian1i:
hyperstimulation LWaE tachysystole ﬁéﬂwﬂfﬂwﬁﬂﬁ
ARDA Apgar score manfiinn1ne fetal distress

AMrnITneendauzesnan (aeUssiiui 1 uid
Apgar < 7) ULarisn1Inann
AFLUsiINa1N ATz BRlee T
Aady AndsauunnIzIu vie $euaz ATz
wWisuiieulae unpaired student’s t-test, Fisher's
exact test laz Mne aula wads laalden p-value

1w

ndAY ANy fentaanidn 0.05

Han1SANYN

Tuﬁﬁﬂaﬂﬁv’\igu 150 710 uniu sengy o az
75 978 ﬁé’num:ﬁ’ﬂﬂmoﬂizmnsmmmjuéﬁaﬂw
samsed 1 Taefdaiszasdiudssne ¢ Liuan
Afuateiily dy Fou aeidnuusUsEIng
W a\‘majuﬁﬁnmﬁﬁﬂwmma”ﬁmﬁaﬁ’u A1 Bishop
score p9UlsEBININe BengulndiABeiy fo 3.11
SD 0.93 uay 3.93 SD 0.46 'auﬁagamaﬂﬁﬁnﬁu
fiaruanaeiuagrefite Wy A Swuaded
iU mMTasAaentiaENINTIUIUASI LN ALEN
(238 SD 041 A3y iwufy 3.85 SD 081 A%
p 0.048) waztiarurnuduysunuensniiHniy
s NtavaanaNlINusanIBtianyg (120.24 SD
15.33 lulasn$u Weudu 361.71 SD 31.21 lulasniu
p 0.026) srazafsulfuaurasasianivtes
ARBALTIIATBENTN (909.19 SD 36.81 U1t Wiy
ffu 1283.34 SD 69.38 417l p 0.038) N15L BLABA
navAaaaliuanANiu A IUMIHASAFILLY ta-
chysystole Liiuansieiu uay “a wudwiudie
figioald oxytocin TEL Sun13Aanaliuansneiy
(157991 2) Dusuuasenensldenlunday
nﬁjuu,a::izﬂ::Lmﬂumiﬂaamﬁ"’aLwil,%ﬂ%mﬁ'iw
aziBuadonsnil 3 Feaziiuldindsnisuivngen
nTovRann wazAufnadesuiuass uar sroe
nalunseanaeeiltiy 1@ (p < 0.05) ANEIRY
fo winaiwa 1S lunsrasaioliviios 1 ads
Tunq’uﬁmﬁumma‘*ﬁamaamwudwﬁ'«ﬁmumnndﬂ

s 1STIMS WIS Y WEEs T o il &

(4 [\cd



A Comparison of the Efficacies of Intravaginal and Oral Misoprostol for Induction of Labor in Term Pregnancy : a Randomized Controlled Trial

(40.00% fiBuiy 24.00%, p 0.036) uaz ulna
qzaseamulu 24 1. slunguiutiuemtesaana
(62.67%) 'auiumg'uﬁﬁum%ﬂaamwé’amnﬁum
TUugr 3 ade (1wl ¢ w 72.00%) wazasenlu
4NN 25-36 BN, (52.00%) Wazaziiulei

M3 1 anwueni hneldsznnsveanguaiedia

fthevie snguazaaanlasldinniads 2.38, 041 afe
uaz 3.85, 081 A%Y uazszBrLIAIARRAIziiTT:
La1dpundn 36 By, AeAnud ¢ u iy Jewaz
97.34 uaz 3ewaz 89.33 Tunguiildvmiums
ADIARDA LL@:ﬁﬂ@;Nﬁﬁu ANNAIAY

ﬁ“ﬂéﬂ, 'mﬁjmmummgm
sutsfianin ﬂtjuﬁ 1 nzjuﬁ' 2 p-value
(ilugnvedInasn) (7u)

n=75 n=75
019 €)) 25.33, 3.43 27.18, 4.12 0.868
mqmiﬁﬁﬂaaﬂ (weeks) 39.10, 1.88 38.38, 1.08 0.759
W L () 158.41, 3.28 154.29, 4.88 0.889
1hwing (nn.) 60.12, 5.46 63.71, 6.19 0.623
Sunudinasss (a%) 8.39, 1.49 9.87, 2.87 0.729
ii’mamﬁy'aﬂﬁﬁ (ﬂ%y’q) 1.98, 0.63 2.12, 0.84 0.148
NUIUATAADA (ﬂ%y’a) 1.20, 0.43 1.19, 0.22 0.423
Suumsuia (a%) 0.18, 0.06 0.08, 0.02 0.158
Bishop score (0-13) 3.11, 0.93 3.93, 0.46 0.678
na avlagy unpaired student’s t-test
il 2 Foyanendinvosnguianss

ﬂ'naﬁ'ﬂ, 'aunﬁmmummgm

suilsfianin na;uﬁ 1 ﬂtjuﬁ 2 p-value
(wHveseInasn) (")

n=75 n=75
Suuadildo (afa) 2.38, 0.41 3.85, 0.81 0.048
Wananswdld (ulasndin* 120.24, 15.33 361.71, 31.21 0.026
szeznaiuldenaunaen (i) 909.19, 36.81 1,283.34, 69.38 0.038
Pinaudeait svanaon (§5.)* 437.25, 55.93 572.83, 31.48 0.639
W:ﬂitlﬁlﬁﬂ tachysystole 119 (Fouaz)** 6 (7.99) 2 (2.68) 0.968
;3’1]3817’1'161?' oxytocin 918 (Jowaz)’ 18 (23.99) 24 (34.67) 0.275

“na ovlag unpaired student’s t-test
“na aulay fisher’s exact test
#na oulae chi-square test

796

Journal of [Health Science 2008 Vol 17 No. 5



mawBpuiiisuyss “nsnamstmihnsiuassfuasnisld Misoprostol nisdasaasn fumsiulunisimimsiduassiluassiasuimun

men 3 ulisuidisumsldiuazszeznanasnszninngy

ntjuﬁ 1 ntjuﬁ 2
Mslwen (miuegNseInasn) (hu) p-value
n=75 98 (508a2) n=75 98 (508a2)

51u3uﬂ%’;dﬁ‘l‘ﬁlﬂ1(ﬂ‘?ﬁ)

1 30 (40.00) 18 (24.00) 0.036*

2 17 (22.67) 16 (21.33)

3 16 (21.33) 20 (26.67)

4 10 (13.33) 15 (20.00)

>5 2 (2.67) 6 (8.00)
szgznal (¥N.)

< 24 47 (62.67) 28 (37.33) 0.025*

25-36 26 (34.67) 39 (52.00)

37-48 2 (2.66) 8 (10.67)

“na oulay Chi-square test (p < 0.05)

ﬂ1§1\1ﬁ 4 WANINADARDMIIN

e, udsununagiv

sutlsfianin n'sjnﬁ 1 ﬂtjuﬁ 2 p-value
(ilugvedInaon) (7u)
n=75 n=75
ULMInuINAaen (NiN)* 2943.83, 201.38 2858.29, 378.24 0.618
Apgarﬁ 1 ni* 8.33, 0.61 9.11, 0.39 0.425
Apgarﬁ 5 UN* 9.89, 0.12 9.94, 0.41 0.512
maniinne fetal distress 318 (5o8az)** 2 (2.67) 1 (1.33) 0.877
MINVIAVONFIIU (apgar<7) 18 (Fo8az)** 3 (3.99) 1 (1.33) 0.940

“ne oulag unpaired student’s t-test
“na oulag Fisher’s exact test

HARBNIARDANLTN TNMATINFIMIINLINARDA ’3%‘7’1’]56’1@8@114@13’)817]‘;\1 ONQEY Feaviiuldann
ATUUY Apgar 7l 1 ez 5 Wil Nz fetal distress 914U A uzesIBserenluLsaznguindABeiy
LAZN1IZTIADBNSIIUTDINIINUINARDA 2897 Lilane sulaeld chi-square test §9AN197 5 Uay

aan@uwudﬂﬂumnﬁwﬁu (15799 4) warnis \Aouamunraaanetasaaan iaalainanizae
U5 ezaeRanaLasiuf Lifiae “uWusiy  eaan NnndnTHndR

s 1STIMS WIS Y WEEs T o il & asa



A Comparison of the Efficacies of Intravaginal and Oral Misoprostol for Induction of Labor in Term Pregnancy : a Randomized Controlled Trial

Maed 5 I5nsnaeaveriheny sangu

| voA
naun 1 naun 2
adg < v a2
25N15Aa00 (1uverveInaen ) (nu) p-value
n=75 918 (508a2) n=75 98 (508a2)

naoalsnd 44 (58.67) 40 (53.33) 0.639
ANTITAADA/ Juanmd 27 (36.00) 30 (40.00)
N1AAAADA 4 (5.33) 5 (6.67)

na oulasly Chi-square test

Tumsﬁﬂmﬁwmwﬁ@’ﬂfmmLﬁaﬂwé’aﬂaamﬁm
1 swlunguiildounivdosrasn wdlifinnne
wnsndeuguusila 4 e fan afdeansniuas
mM3nlue Bungw

331501

Tuni1sfnertdansuziiluaasnandntig

9
aa v a

THFANLANANAUNTY  BRGIANTIT

v
o '

VSERNGGH
11 agii penguadneaderiuds Nansodailade
nufifinadanisfneeenlUld wazwareedinig
vinispnluts aedfdemaint eede 9 Tu
NILUIUNNSEUATIALALNTARDA LN ANLANGATY
il Ap dr9 M5t BLleaA A5N19ARDA BRIINIE fetal
distress AZLLUN Apgar IDNINITINLINARDA LAY
8m3N13A0 tachysystole finuinlaifinuuansng
ffu Twdednnislien oxytocin 1 3xlungaiiiu
WA LTy My ukasansEnua Y
avfAanAtL wu'jﬁn@"uﬁmﬁummaﬁamaaﬂ i\
U5z “niamlunsinih diien1siduasssnaaale
ﬁn'j'majuﬁﬁu WzMIFnEinudn Suiuess
Padnsidenditiandn Usunuensani ldsuaunaen
dounin sreziIanreInsidu1aunaaniiaanin
8m51N15A800 WSandaldeies 1 ﬂ%\‘)ﬁydﬂ’jﬁ
waz wnsaesanldnelu 24 s, sisionar 62.67

WWapuiunaninuen ﬁuﬁuﬁmﬂaﬁ STRTITTRE

q

b A9 IHIHANIINNSUSHNSE1 misoprostol lapnng
WTUN19TBIAREA 1N1T0Y IHRINNTRSAG 709
uagniguussuazsisiiasniinisiiu Seiliinns
AaaALALSINgN foudnfideya Wy yudr n1s
s lasnisiufisesuanlunszu Lﬁaﬂﬁma“ﬁu
WNNI108NTIAEITINAILETEY Favin TSN
finsnasasldfuaiieelussasisn 9 209n9Au
wsinglé laiunuiiiesanadedinsesenlasnsiu “u

n91020

fnavhldeaaaininguitldemtunie
ADIARDA LLazu"flum@waﬁLﬁmma: tachysystole Tu
mﬁuﬁﬁumﬁaﬂmhmimﬁumma‘ﬁaoﬂaamﬁﬂu
VRIINIANINTINEINSANENTA liwanduadeiu
uslsifhde Wy (@9eft 2) sefumsldenlasnis
ﬁuﬁmﬁﬁmmmmﬁ”and'\m{[ﬂﬁm‘[ﬂsm'rﬁmﬁuma
Ho9AaAfRAIN  WARANISANEITANLIINIAUT
U3z “ndnmlunsi g uasssiiainianislsien
wilunetesaaen wavnnTuIRiuTusn 19y
Auzuia 200 lulasnsy Awudnezfszuziianiu
NIIARDARARILANNIIY hyperstimulation i

g

ol
©

NIANHINLIINTUIVNTI N NEDIARDAY
msiu fina"sgla g demsn waz laifinase
nsAaaafLAnAiulu 29Ny (A5799 5)

Apgar score 91 1 LAz 5 W AIzP1ARDNBIAU
(apgar < 7) vI9dnIINN9LIAA fetal distress 3

798

Journal of [Health Science 2008 Vol 17 No. 5



mawBpuiiisuyss “nsnamstmihnsiuassfuasnisld Misoprostol nisdasaasn fumsiulunisimimsiduassiluassiasuimun

fednanisrndaaasaynsh lifianuuanseiuly
9 aenguine Feiiadiinsuivmissnaunads
naaluns@nend Lifiwa “asansisuasss n3
ARDA WATHAL BAIVNINLINARDA TINA DAAEEY
funsfnsnflseudisuseninldenetesaasn

09718 Faushnnninazidain misoprostol

4,19

waziu'
vhlifidnnsrdnaseayasi_siu®'® Tagoa
Wasananluszezusninatsmsfnewuindinnag
hyperstimulation auanavI¥iianal “ssanian
Tuassfundudeg auiy ﬂtquﬁﬁaawwﬁmﬂaam
qmmﬂ"ﬁumu‘lﬂﬁ'w saufaaedainaaiona
Vadanisnlunisih idiinn1izanneandiaunsn

11919 ygittagufiseeunsin e

ARDATINNTL
INNAYNIIANBILUY meta-analysis WALNIT
NUMIU 5EUNTINBEINN ddayatiy U YU uay
anadiaorunan1sAnni Aelas 31 wlnajwui
misoprostol 1% Tun13tni i uasssinasenis
Wuasafiduifizoud tachysystole vzlaiquusvily
hyperstimulation 33xalufiau “sesiamanluasss
wotifasdusgiuruaree  3Bnsuimsenitls
(3zninswiiuneziosnaen wariy) warANd
2a9ms i luzuafimane i ©

NN5AUEN misoprostol azisEiuelunsziL
iden sldinasuaziszozadedind “undnsld
wHuneasraaasInandluumin Sedadinisiu
Unasfisy “ninwidninsldamiumezasaasn
walun1s@nsindunwudnismivemetesaaen
ganauaiitiosndt flwdse “n3nwil LInnsnu
LLﬁiﬁﬁﬂ’)’mLdﬂdﬁiﬂﬂﬂiﬁﬂ%’ﬂﬁ’mﬂgﬂﬁﬁﬂ tachysys-
tole WinTuLEN oo 13Ty Aty Femuysninng
tachycystole Laifluat“sla 9 foiuiensld
misoprostol wilunetasmaenly a1uusn1INNg
ARpARATiNuNSaN  flasfaalnsrsings Toate
Tﬂé’%mﬂ%msm%’mﬁwmgﬂ ULaTNIHIAARINNY
Wlamsnegelndda sandenisiedoandanlunng

UATAN T smAN1InuInApafitinn12z 210
sandlaudie Soudfiveanuinintutosiiony
‘(umsﬁnmﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬂmLﬁﬂmiﬂaamﬁ
guuluseesit 1 2a9n198uasiiraan 14n1s
L1INARDAAIE oxytocin LHNTINGY LazrIndn1IEa
Tusepedl avpa9nisnann AldWRonIsfimue o
e 1wy 1eSeega wamMe vise Antiuaaen
wia AT 5 wudmsuSvsednia lAans
BUATIMN 89 WU anadaesnisrasan1eTad
ARDA N1STILARDA NTHIFRAREALNTAINLAN
sinoiiulusis pongn  wipranwudnsielasnis
Audaalin1stismaanninninantias 51891UNNT
Ane ulnainudn aunezeseniliinezesasen
HUasninauiafi iy @szuim 25-50 lulAsns
nreIAann Wisudyu 50-100 laulasniniu) Feay
Tdse “nEnmdilndideeiurdausenionishiu 6
ﬁ’uﬁﬂﬁvzﬁaa’lﬁm?ﬁ'sﬂﬂaaﬂTumjuﬁﬁumnﬂ'jw“1'15)
umMIndaaasalun1s@nend wuidtessnly

SN 919RITBNINUIAUNNITNLINARDA

D SSee

(%

fidonluiy sengu (Uszanns 2,800-2900 niv) J9
qulddrmsTden misoprostol lailéifindnsnnas
H1dnAaanTiil UAAIINNIE fetal distress IWIe
Tunsfnenfinuini aanguiln1e fetal distress
Tnfideiu Ao wvaisdarasalunguiilden
witlunetesaaen U fetal distress 1 578 CPD 2
510 uazlunguiiiu 1y fetal distress 1 318
1199101 misoprostol i'fol,ﬂuﬁﬁﬂuya%uaaho
nlunsihanlgsninlfiianisiduasssaaaniu
swiinaagnlal nTaefidBnsusmsensuiu 2 33
fn USMsemetaenann waz tean1siulusuin
AN 9 warzuiaefiwusilildegrslasadelu
wiazds Ao 1) 2u1m 25-50 LlAsnsu (@uAsn)
waz 100 lulasnin (auin _3) n9gesnasn 1N 4-6
B3, 2) 2U1 50-100 lulasndu fiu yn 3-6 Ba. 6,
10-16 fetfudeuuztirin wsald misoprostol Tu

s 1STIMS WIS Y WEEs T o il &

el



A Comparison of the Efficacies of Intravaginal and Oral Misoprostol for Induction of Labor in Term Pregnancy : a Randomized Controlled Trial

218 50 Lulasnsn wilunetesaasann 6 ou. 1u
naiannilaiiadnihdiian1siiuassseasalu

AaRInTIsATLRMUAlFaEeUsE “nEnw Jouae
Tiv“pernmsiuassivionina “seramsniingu
lasufunisld misoprostol Tuauim 100
lalasnsn fiunn 6 ow. uarlinwunadiodsezasen
misoprostol 1 19 “u paul “a 13U 1hadiey “u u
)

anueularae Tun1sAnetilas® Feunaziiu

URNVNTE NiazUanasiy

54

3
nstnilvi§uassiaannly A3sIRIINATY
AvuAGIEN misoprostol 2u1a 50 lulasnsn wity
NNTNARDA NN 6 BU. sz “nEnwlunsdniiy
Wifuassinanaldinin Tawlaifaanue“sse
ATAUATININNINATINS IFenzum 100 lulasnsu
Aunn 6 aw. Tusieivnuegnla nfl udAds
'izail’mzi’\iL%'aam'im%’mﬁ'mmgnﬁmnLﬁulﬂ LAY
amzareesndaulunisnusniin fwuldundu
Wdntippus Lide 8ty wae misoprostol SAREX
gued WlFAN 12z fetal distress eglsRay
A13ld8n misoprostol Tu anulvusnisfisiaiu
W%auﬁaﬁiﬁu‘%nﬁi fmaihseuazidnuninly
MITNHINNLUNINTDUAINAIAY

@ 15971989

1. Mellows HJ, Sims CD, Craft 1. Prostagladin E2 in
Tylose for induction of labor in patients with favor-
able cervix. Proc R Soc Med 1977; 70(8):537-8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Norman M, Ekman G, Malstrom A. Prostaglandin
E2-induced ripening of the human cervix involves
changes in proteoglycan metabolism. Obstet Gynecol
1993; 82:1013-20.

Danielian P, Porter B, Ferri N, Summers J, Templeton
A. Misoprostol for induction of labor at term: a more
effective agent than dinoprostone vaginal gel. BJOG
2000; 107(4):576-17.

Buser D, Mora G, Arias F. A randomized comparison
between misoprostol and dinoprostone for cervical rip-
ening and labor induction in patients with unfavorable
cervices. Obstet Gynecol 1997; 89(4):581-5.

Wing DA, Ortiz-Omphroy G, Paul RH. A compari-
son of intermittent vaginal administration of misoprostol
with continuous dinoprostone for cervical ripening and
labor induction. Am J Obstet Gynecol 1997,
177(3):612-8.

Hofmeyr GJ. Induction of labour with misoprostol.
Review Atrticle. Current Opinion in Obstetrics & Gy-
necology 2001; 13(6):577-81.

Dede FS, Haberal A, Dede H, Sivaslioglu A,
Arslanpence 1. Misoprostol for cervical ripening and
labor induction in pregnancies with oligohydramnios.
Gynecol Obstet Invest 2004; 57:139-43.
Sanchez-Romos L, Kaunitz AM, Wears RL, Delkel,
Gaudier FL. Misoprostol for cervical ripening and la-
bor induction : a meta-analysis. Obstet Gynecol 1997;
89(4):633-42.

Danielsson KG, Marions L, Rodriguez A, Spur BW,
Wong PY, Bygdeman M. Comparison between oral
and vaginal administration of misoprostol on uterine
contractility. Obstet Gynecol 1999; 92:275-80.
Bennett KA, Butt K, Crane JM, Hutchens D, Young
DC. A masked randomised comparison of oral and
vaginal administration of misoprostol for labor induc-
tion. Obstet Gynecol 1998; 92:481-86.

Adair CD, Weeks JW, Barrilleaux S, Edwards M,
Burlison K, Lewis DF. Oral or vaginal misoprostol
administration for induction of labor : a randomized,
double-blind trial. Obstet Gynecol 1998; 92: 810-13.
Wing DA, Ham D, Paul RH. A comparison of orally
administered misoprostol with vaginally administered
misoprostol for cervical ripening and labor induction.
Am J Obstet Gynecol 1999; 180:1155-60.

Wing DA, Park MR, Paul RH. A randomised com-
parison of oral and intravaginal misoprostol for labor
induction. Obstet Gynecol 2000; 95:905-8.

Kwon JS, Davies GAL, Mackenzie V. A comparison
of oral and vaginal misoprostol for induction of labor
at term: a randomized trial. Br J Obstet Gynaecol 2001;
108:23-6.

800

Journal of [Health Science 2008 Vol 17 No. 5



mawBpuiiisuyss “nsnamstmihnsiuassfuasnisld Misoprostol nisdasaasn fumsiulunisimimsiduassiluassiasuimun

15. Fisher SA, Mackenzie V, Davies GAL. Oral versus bor induction with misoprostol versus oxytocin. Int J
vaginal misoprostol for induction of labor: a double- Gynaecol-Obstet 1997;57(2):139-43.
blinded randomized controlled trial. Am J Obstet 19. de la Torre S, Gilson GJ, Flores S, Curet LB, Qualls
Gynecol 2001; 184:906-10. CE, Rayburn WF. Is high-dose misoprostol able to

16. Toppozada MK, Anwar MY, Hassan HA, El Gazaerly lower the incidence of cesarean section? A random-
WS. Oral or vaginal misoprostol for induction of la- ized controlled trial. J Matern Fetal Med 2001;
bor. Int J Gynaecol Obstet 1997; 56(2):135-9. 10(2):85-90.

17. Kramer RL, Gilson GJ, Morrison DS, Martin D, 20. Zieman M, Fong SK, Benowitz NL, Banskter D,
Gonzales JL, Qualls CR. A randomized trial of Darney PD. Absorption kinetics of misoprostol with
misoprostol and oxytocin for induction of labor: safety oral or vaginal administration. Obstet Gynecol 1997;
and efficacy. Obstet Gynecol 1997; 89(3):387-91. 90:88-92.

18. Escudero F, Contreras H. A comparative trial of la-

Abstract

Key words:

A Comparison of the Efficacies of Intravaginal and Oral Misoprostol for Induction of
Labor in Term Pregnancy : a Randomized Controlled Trial

Somkid Suriyalert

Somdejprasangkharaj 17th Hospital, Songphinong District, Suphan Buri

Journal of Health Science 2008; 17:792-801.

The objective of this randomized controlled analytical study was to compare the efficag
50 micrograms intravaginal and 100 micrograms oral misoprostol for induction of labor in
pregnancy. One hundred and fifty term pregnant women were divided into two groups. THh
was administered with 50 micrograms intravaginally every 6 hours and the second 100 micr
orally every 6 hours as needed for induction of labor but not over 8 doses. Repeated dos
given until adequate contraction (3 times in 10 minutes) then continued with amniotomy and
cin as appropiate. The main outcome measured was time from induction to vaginal delivery.
tical analysis was performed by unpaired student’s t-test, Fisher’s exact test, and Chi squz
Demographic characteristics of the two groups showed no significant differrences. The ind
time to vaginal delivery was shorter in the intravaginal group than that of the oral group (909.

ies of
term

e first
hgrams
es were
pXxyto-
Statis-
are test.
uction
19 SD

36.81VS 1,283.34 SD 69.38 minutes). The number and total doses were also less in the intr

vaginal

group than those in the oral group (2.38 SD 0.41 VS 3.85 SD 0.81 times and 120.24 SD 15.33 VS
361.71 SD 31.21 micrograms). The successful rates of induction with single dose and lessthan 24
hours in the intravaginal group were more than those of the oral group (40.00% VS 24.00% and
62.67% VS 37.33%). There were no differences between the groups with respect to the usage of
oxytocin rate, delivery method, neonatal outcomes and amounts of postpartum blood loss,| There
were no episodes of uterine hyperstimulation in both groups but just only tachysystole in intrjavagi-
nal group was more than in the oral group without statistical significance. No serious side effects of

misoprostol could be observed in both groups.
misoprostol administered intravaginally every 6 hours was higher than that of 100 microgra
ministered orally every 6 hours for induction of labor in term pregnancy with shorter time to

ery, requiring less doses and yielding the high successful rate. Fifty micrograms of intray
misoprostol every 6 hours can be used as an alternative for induction of labor safely at low

misoprostol, vaginal administration, oral administration, induction of labor, term pregnancy

In conclusion, the efficacy of 50 micrograms

ms ad-
deliv-
aginal
cost.
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