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Comparative Analysis of Reflux of Contrast Agents in Improved
and Conventional Treatment of Hysterosalpingography

CHEN Mingjiang
( Department of Imaging, Xingyi People$ Hospital, Xingyt 562400, Guizhou, China)

[ Abstract] Objective: To observe the difference between conventional hysterosalpingography ( HSG)
and the improved method of hysterosalpingography in contrast agent reflux. Methods: 2 143 cases of
hysterosalpingography were analyzed, 71 cases were treated with conventional HSG, 2 072 cases with
improved HSG. The number of cases and the degree of contrast characteristics of countercurrent reflux
of two methods were compared. Results: Conventional HSG occurred refluzx in 8 cases (11.27% ),
significant reflux in 7 cases (9.86% ), mild reflux in 1 case (1.41% ), improved HSG occurred re-
flux in 68 cases (3.28% ), significant reflux in 18 cases (0. 87% ), mild reflux in 50 cases
(2.41% ). Conclusion; The improved HSG can significantly reduce the incidence rate of contrast a-
gent reflux, and the significant reflux incidence rate is low.
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