Table 1 Reporting Practices for Additional Doppler Measures

Obstetric Obstetric Radiology Radiology TOTAL
Practice AU'  Practice NZ! Practice AU Practice NZ N (%)
N N N N

DVS Doppler performed: 123/123
In all third trimester US 3 0 6 0 9(7)
All third trimester US <32w 1 0 0 0 1(1)
All third trimester US <34w 5 0 0 0 5 (4)
Never performed 26 3 2 0 31 (25)
When EFW' <51 percentile 3 0 0 0 3
When EFW<10™ percentile 5 2 0 0 5 (4)
When UA! Doppler abnormal 5 3 0 1 8 (7)
When MCA* Doppler abnormal 4 2 0 4 10 (8)
When UA & MCA Doppler abnormal 9 3 0 2 14 (11)
EFW<10™ percentile & abnormal UA 14 1 0 0 15 (12)
Doppler, MCA Doppler, or both
EFW<5™ percentile & abnormal UA 11 2 0 0 13 (11)
& MCA Doppler
For other conditions 8 1 0 0 9 (7)
Doppler index/indices reported: 92/93 (31 never performed DV Doppler)
SDS¢ 5 0 0 0 5 (5
PITt 10 10 1 4 25 (27)
RI 2 0 0 0 2 (2
PVIVH 18 1 0 1 20 (22)
Pl & A-wave 4 1 0 1 6 (7)
PVIV & A-wave 5 0 0 0 5(5)
A-wave 16 1 2 0 19 (21)
Other 6 1 3 1 10 (11)
DV Doppler chart: 93/93
Unsure 34 11 4 2 51 (55)
Kessler? 7 2 0 5 14 (15)
Hecher? 6 1 0 0 7 (8)
Turan® 2 0 0 0 2 (2
Baschat* 1 0 0 0 1)
No chart — A-wave only 14 2 2 0 18 (19)
UtASSDoppler performed: 122/123
In all third trimester scans 4 0 0 0 4 (3)
Never performed in third trimester 51 7 6 3 67 (55)
When EFW<5t percentile 4 1 0 0 5(4)
When EFW<10™ percentile 9 4 1 1 14 (11)
Risk of FGRT 8 2 1 0 11 (9)
Other 14 3 0 3 20 (16)
Doppler index/indices reported: 60/63 (60 never performed UtA Doppler)
PI 24 9 1 5 39 (65)
RI 4 0 0 0 4 (7)
SD 4 0 0 0 4 (7)
Presence of diastolic notch 3 0 0 0 3 (5
Co-reporting of indices 5 1 1 2 10 (17)
UtA Doppler chart: 61/63
Unsure 25 4 0 2 31 (51)
Gomez® 7 5 2 5 18 (30)
Achayra 6 1 0 0 7 (11)
Geipel® 1 0 0 0 1)
Kaminopetros’ 1 0 0 0 1)
Merz® 1 0 0 0 1)
Schaffer (unpublished) 1 0 0 0 1 (1)
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