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Clinical analysis of ring rings in postmenopausal women

YuXiaoping

Dehui Maternal and Child Health Care and Family Planning Service Center, Changchun city, Jilin Province, Changchun 130300

Abstract: Objective To analyze the ring removal method of postmenopausal women. Methods 70 postmenopausal patients admitted from July 2020 to July

2022 were divided into two groups, 35 patients each, control group ( mifepristone combined with misoprostol) and test group ( neol was added to the control

group ) to compare the relevant indexes of the two groups. Results The cervical softening and ring removal success rate of the test group were higher than

the control group, and the difference was significant (P <0.05) . Conclusion The application of mifepristone combined with neestrol and the placement of

misoprostol in the cervical position can effectively improve the success rate of ring removal in postmenopausal women, which is worth popularizing in clinical

practice.
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