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Prenatal ultrasound screening in early
diagnosis of body stalk anomaly
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[Abstract] Objective To explore the value of prenatal ultrasound in early diagnosis of fetuses with body stalk anomaly
(BSA). Methods A retrospective study was performed in 13 fetuses with BSA, including the first diagnostic time, ultra-
sound images and follow-up results. The ultrasonic features of BSA were analyzed. Results Thirteen fetuses with BSA
were diagnosed by prenatal ultrasound in the first ultrasound screening and confirmed with induced labor. Ten (10/13,
76.92%) of these fetuses were diagnosed before 16 weeks of gestation. The accuracy of prenatal ultrasonic diagnosis was
100%. All the fetuses were characterized by the presence of abdominal wall defect and umbilical cord abnormality. Twelve
of the 13 fetuses were found with demonstrated scoliosis, 9 presented with limb deformities and 3 with craniofacial defects.
Conclusion It is reliable and valuable to diagnose BSA with prenatal ultrasound in early stage.
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