[ Downloaded from tumj.tums.ac.ir on 2024-05-21 ]

o] Wl Yo L5 ¥o- olatnicn £ olach VT 6,00 NPV i3 5l (S posle oSitil o Sid sy 0uSutily alao Il ”V”

o5 Sl Slels ;5 gloaly W1 ;5 U5 5 Sj 25 Jgimgaiee sl (Sl

WAV ST T TRV ENT B YAV E hls ATRVIT/TY sl s 04&
(83l A Cl;- Slsluc 5o
Ll cai g1y Sy ppdee oy a)ls Jaide cale 5l dlie e Il (gl J st e Al g i A ge 0y 2

£ .
s ol 3 amb e 3l Ol 3l e 632 5s Oles 5 el Sl Lt oS e lesle] Ol Gl =t

RUIEHE 6);,,\4(..:;4@15 ff dl}:ﬂb)) Olesly Wl s @l{)‘fl)’_gdls}-: J}:.,«}ﬁ_gj_.njjl S lie
St pale ol gl 5 S 0g S

Obslogy ay odiSans o 5layl 03 Yoo 3 5 S ewss hlad 2l ol G rassy nl iy A
Ol g8 (e

sl 058 il s 03,8 53y ol sltsl S 31 oalined L ATAT pagy B AT40 ikl b 53 g3 58
3 e 258 e 5 505 S8l IS g gty e 00 ME 53 05,5 5 U35 Jgies s 00 Mg
L 09, 95 53 Oleal3 B OF (sekols 5 ol g5 5 Sl Sl 5 (555l

G335 ol O35 eoata oI A (G 038 (el (lsl e o Jold SRa s sl e claasdl
Sl 48 5l 0L i iz Olauls £55 5 (5 (ST & 5L Vsl Sl Ol ) sl Sl Ol
055 (P=2/V) iy ool sldss (P=2/Y) S0s o355 Lastls (P=2/V 0 A) (golssl gaia (P=2/VY) o
53 (P= /) el 5 Sl Ol 5 (=2 /M) ) sl Sl Ol d(P=2/0A) 555 JU 55 ((P=+/8%) 5135
aS il b Olasly 8 () NE U ey 03 5 (MEY) Y JLS 5 By 55 5 Olean 03 5 55 ,a
S5 5 IS e, S 53 55 i 5 $ale (5 Ul e (P=0/0)) izl (g labine (el BMe]
25 0L flesS

03 Obaly G 53 IS ss 5 SUs 5 Jsimsmaiee Ghay 95 Om S0 & sl L2 Jaass o @L:J (oS A .
SKl5 S Ol sl ¢ 5 1 shame 0kinns 5
Sleals 5 005 0n S cppaP Sz psle
SYAYS PYYTUVE ;o
._;L,j,ij Sl ‘Jj:-"ﬁji)):‘ EJ\S){ d"l"b/ lods”  E-mail: raziehakbari9@gmail.com

I sz i 5 S0k 2l 5 ol B L 5l e s gle Sl

il gl Lot e bapp iy, 5l eslial e
NS s can Sl ey SalaS 6 50 bl (0SS ks
El il bools b J5 S8 4 5 (O 595) E2
WJUS5 (S5 o S b 3l o8 Sose 4 (Uses )
26 eSSt SOl 5 T, 5 4 il b S
S OhdeS g b 5 IS e G ey oLl
WLz Olasly Wl sl s sl ba g il y il

PRV

S0l Sl s 4 &S ol ol Ll Sl Slayly (W

Slaysis 5o e Ol W 5,8 s e S5 L el b
Sl ls a5 - s L;La)}..i.s)sv_n}wliw):
Olagly W@l 5 Gus 5,8 o s Jlasl 0U3 (gl &S el

b Olals ot st g3 5l Sy ey SloLEN S o

FOF b PO« oF o)las VF 0,50 PV i o5 led (o psle olCiils (35 0aSCails alono


https://tumj.tums.ac.ir/article-1-8892-en.html

[ Downloaded from tumj.tums.ac.ir on 2024-05-21 ]

Yoy olels &l o S5 5 (Slis Jsinsnsme 250 tanlis

St ol (e oS i A 58 Sl e
Shesliial dlgh ez Sl aman 5 das LAl |y ey A 5l s
5 b i 3T O e oslar sy S5 5 Jgis s e
Olas 3 IS5 slas el 5 Se Wl Slolee 4 S 5L
Sy e Bl mow Ol w6 cal B0 gla
sl S50 Sl Olaly Gl g IS 5 It 5 me 51 ol
o313 (2alS 1 OF 1 eslinal bl o305 i ¢ 065 = Js
S eslil g Obleaw ady Ol Aoy o B (Js oo
Tl iy sl 4 Comd SL5 25 5 IS b

22 S s e s s A sawlie 4 G ()l
sy oSl LA e 5 sl Sl 5 ol Wl

wron u‘%ﬁ)

A bl S s Il LD e 4 ol s
G opos) oo 55 Ohwlan @ skiSanrle Obley ples
Loosle k¥ w0 Olals Gl OpnlSul &5 (IFAT olotidn]
(2 BSG) adlls 4 gy lolee bla 5 Ll ) e
L %S (Bishop Score) wlin (ge e cazia YV 51 5V Sl
839 ki3 o NST reactive (Sl Osenlily o & (g5l
(2 3 At Ol mlo Sl 5 0 S5LS Jlex 5l a8 i
ol b o S Al JalE) s sl S L
S i Ll Q::ij:) Ll (Preeclamsia)  wodSTo 5 ¢y
SAS el N Ve 1 NG g sLis X mg/dl
23my wpomy SOLALED sy 0 3l 2he el (ke
Cussdme ol GamS Sk S 5 S (B slassle
02 JeoSS Sl oy 2Bl 1) (e ol 4 S 5 e S
Ll axdlas 5,05 SLET culs,
©rb 4 s e et aebcols, 8L Sl ey
S s sk slasl Jadr Sl eslinad b esle islas &y 50
ol b ol G sl 5w S O1E(AB) 5 es S s
Sldlls bl s oS 55 glaaliin s 5as Sl Bkd 5S s
5 bl 5 Olawasas baw g O loy 45 A sl 5 4 nde

Y

g ek aul et Slalllas 3 0T UL

Tehran Univ Med J (TUMJ) 2018 July; 76(4):250-6

http://tumj.tums.ac.ir

Ol oSs e S35 2 oo Jl b Sope 4 S
oy Lol bl 5 O O peelidus 5 Olenslsl Esl 5 s 0
RS

El ooty olaly Wl sl ol Ole |
2 sl g Gaols Ol e biode S (U o)
3L GBI gles 5o 5 sl 4,0l 5 O3 Sl 5 0052 (o 2
5 856 il Wl Jals VU slagss s OF e 5050
Pl e 1538 Sy 0 O Sl g3 il

W ly ) Bl dsse Sl
e S Bl ARk s (SOL s e Rl e
o She 5 Ll oo oslizal 5l e 4lBs YE STy St e
S e
ez lp O a5 il o oalial 51 ey 4dds V=Ar JUeSls
Jsiwspasme Sl ol eslizad 353 b 3L ol el
Ll e el Sl a3 Yo pg JWls

i s Wl Gaas sy s okt Sl
¢85 oo SLALEl Ol (gslon 533 53 (ol odd st s 5y 5500
s Oy Sde b Oadeli S Zol 5 ol 2 JWS
Al e b SaS Sl G cle 4 LSl 8 re Ul
sbueslel (sl s 3 W3l g 45 ol 0l Ol 4z S
22 Sl S jesdad 4 ax g b (S 3o Js )b o) sailas
VATl e ey SlbLal J xS

G ol SUSS sty ppe Saslol ol
31 ai33 V0 51 g OF (o poe rae 0 5VL @0 Oy 5 OF ST 55
o Shog 9 Sel (/70 pg/l ol tmax cbale) (ST b me
w0 Ol o chle 5 St Gime Sl e akds Yeogr O
DR Eas5 Sl (s r 43 VY0l g See o o 508
A sl g s pde e w1y Jllly pie b ok
Ml e (S

Shs s S Sl o Blesls Ol iy Sl
B Y s S T
Ui Loy 5o bl B W1 Ol Sote 5 dislad e sbasl I3
G Gmed el Jsesnage e S gl Sl S

G ooy S oS Sobel s dlly Sras dsbes 5L 25


https://tumj.tums.ac.ir/article-1-8892-en.html

[ Downloaded from tumj.tums.ac.ir on 2024-05-21 ]

OLKas 4 s nST s, Yoy

g s 35 Do 53 NBL (Ol b S S 5)
aids Yoo bt g Osen gl JF e TP =
S g
SPSS software, version 21 5l laesls o 5 432 5hte o
ol O5a31 gll ladssasl 5 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA)
P<:/+0 5 A5L . Chi-square test 5 Student’s t-test eslazul 3 50

A a S L s lslas

Laasl

S S s S 15 Sl s p 2 lew Yoo walg 2
225 Ak b addlles Sl (ole s 2l es S 55 Olles
ISl a4 5L e 5 Olaly Ol by S s s
5 S slasias O e 3 5 Sl @bl Ui e
El o )l k4 s pab Bl e JS s
P=2/V A ool sazin (P=o/VY) o S0Le &S sl QLIS
D3 (P=2 /W) i (6ol slbad ((P=/WY) s o355 Lanls
S cele Kl Clin dP=4/0A) 553 JU g (P=+/8T) sl 5
sbias sl P=2/0V) i cela Sl Ol 5 (P=2/M)
OV dsde) A5 edus 08 53 o

© G5 s I8 g s S L3 Olals Wl 5 sols,l o e
L pal 00 5 W L (Postdate) Olely de go 51 2308 i 5
ST 5O sl calis IYY 5 AL Slals sys A 5 \Y
s A ST YL g Lis

Aresie Gbins s I8 oS 5 55 b Olal g
Cils 3y 05 S 93w (Sulslime (golel OVl &S 5 g UE 5 £Y
(P<a/eeY)

Mol oo SLips s JSs 055 93 53 cpulie e
SIRVARSPI R RN G PPN S VAT IPI AT RS
03,5 55 25 1Y 5 WL Olaly Wl & ol pde o (a2
O 5 St 4 5l sy 05ls B 5 TE SU 5
S oy XY 5T Sy e Glies s IS5 e S s
Oley (P=2/0\Y) 3l 0L 05 S 53w Golsbas (ool Dt

SB BV g o35 53 cele YE 3 S s Olaly 4 Odees

Slin S 5 3l S e el (Kl o 3le
Eob AT ey (Sl e s 8 sl Cuns 53 4l
e A3l odd Aol Sl blsl 3185w by oS Sacls
S W iy el o allas 4 o 3l ik 065 plas T
DB e B0kl Supssle Cow OF 5 ol S
s s 4 Olely b ey SLSLEN g5, 5l e 5 B S
Jswsposee 00 ng Jol 055 55 s S 515 Kuyjsuile Co
0r pg ps3 058 55 5 el VE U cele 22 e Jbins
YEU ol i o (0,5 bl 5 01y n) JS 5 Jgtes s 5me
S 05 Jams 4l eslitad Olesly Wl 4 csle
Olasl3 5 0U3 iy Jam s o sl el 0 penliDs 5 o
b o SlBlEl g S 3 058 53 s 3 Al el
osbay adds Y=o a4l b gk 4 DLl sy ) se
L oSl Gl ooy 5o 5 aida Ve (b g SLEl 4w Lo s
Gl G 53 553 AT Sl e ol e e 5 S
53 Shaals olaie DLoLEl ¢ 585) Jlad 5L 4 Oy pde 50 &
oA el Rl e (om0 g
s S S 9 5

53 dled 5B oas SVsb LW s eSS Dy 5 )l
Olarls Soope 4 adsl gamts A3 4B S 5 55 Ohley ples
o 5S35 o Olaly Wl g s sl el YE (B s Wl
s 0L it e el Ol ol 56 s s
ot olial (a5 3l «opm 5 oeS] 2 S5 Olagls S S &y
R L L UT-\ N SRR S Pt PR
(SYsk il adaze j..&:A sl (oS sl Jols &8 I dsb s
sl e B Ol wl adiei A 5 e SU
RECY

53 S 3 Ol 3l s S i ST s S ws
s S el > 33 4 OBl ey glac3l e iy

g SE Faal 56 G s Jold gosle 55050
T B T S B L e B P .
Sl agds Ve b alal s fels Jseee SU
Lo oSS dgb aids 5o 5l e 8 Sl i el ole

Ao el 5 apd e B el el & Jsn SU

FOF L1+ oF o)las VE 0,30 PV 1 5o K psle olils o iy 0uCiils dlimo


https://tumj.tums.ac.ir/article-1-8892-en.html

[ Downloaded from tumj.tums.ac.ir on 2024-05-21 ]

Yoy olels &l o S5 5 (Slis Jsinsnsme 250 tanlis

andllas 3590 098 53 53 83055 p2ulse GIsl A s Y doser

P SbiR5 JS s s 2l

i At AR At \D Ol e el (S

s

VTS A VUowWr YTY poisSe b
can 5l S KT
Jal aads

53 oda ) RS KT

T s

_ Voo . Yo .

S 33 (e

iy gl e

s as S ks jlslias P<e/00 (L3l e Chi-square test sslizal 350 (g lel O30

DT sl aids can 5l S ST 50 olss Loslse aes
03 o Gl Sle Jio o3 e 5 gy 4a85 3 s ) xS
colial (6 SIS sdalie axllles 5500 (glaos S r\.,&;,.:.a
33 Al ea S 53 a3 SreleS s sSe @y 5 I 0L,
P=2/7Y) 155 edalin 555 55 o (Solsbins oslis 5 (P=4/1V)
5 8 058 53 s BB Ol il sl STl sla Syl
SV, 05,5 33 2 53 IXY 5 Y0 L 63,8 SU ey S e
1O/ Gbs 3 05,8 55 5 IYNA 5 VWY L e XYY 50 L

(Y dsd) 25 ey 2o

Jsiwspose 5 ediSeslital 058 53 Jstee SU Ol e

O, Kea 4 Carlan zk e &S 3y S5 5 i S5
oy s b OLKes 5 Carlan Loy oS gladlas ;5 Mo
03 V0V 53 Slealy Wl L3 Jdls JS 5 dsiws e S sl
e 53 JB3ls 05,8 SITAY sl OLE mls (Al plasil o 5 510
Al cws Cele YE s b Olaly 4 IS5 65 8 51 AV L
e VG N L aglie 53 FA JS 5 05,8 55 Jsie SU Ol

S5 01, Ken 5 Bartusevicius _ow s s« ia 5 ol el b e Ll

Tehran Univ Med J (TUMJ) 2018 July; 76(4):250-6

http://tumj.tums.ac.ir

Golsbas sl oS 55 (A0) LB N L35 es S 4o s (JAAY)
(O dsder) (P> /AY) Cill 345055 55 oy

05,5 53 2 3 Ell 5 g O e bl gl (Blse
S Gl T s e dpeen SE s e e Sl
Ad o edalie S e Srae Slins Jswsgse
055 2 5 om Al oS 30 00 GeleS o) i seal e
(Y Jade) i odalis 788 5 QMY i S SU 5 5 JS 5

andllas 5590 098 53 53 SIS ges (sba e Sl w55 1) g

P Slredl oSl 05,5 e
%% o/YY Yo/Yo JS 5 (JL) gy
0/84 Yo/ Y S
VA V/44 £4/09 JS, aan

\/Yo Y4/As Sbi Sk

(azis)

YaN% Y/\V YAN Js, el

£/YY YA/ EL35S) PERTYY

(kg/m?)

Va\% /oY oYY JS sldas

r/eet /M SRS $alaub

i Y4V YA/ JS, 338 058

TAVA] MVA S ©

</OA 1/EY0 Ve J 595 by

YA VA Sl (ng)

Win C/VYY /08 JS 5 olis

VACA Al Sbis 55l

& csle

AN \/A £/vY Js s ol

/X 0/0¢ S 35!

S sl

oY +/84 A\ JS s 45k

o/E) \/VYA Sl s 5 S|

e £Y(/4Y) b JS Oleals g
(/L) b S

3L Student’s t-test _als 5 Chi-square test™ oslizal 5 50 (g bl & 5031


https://tumj.tums.ac.ir/article-1-8892-en.html

[ Downloaded from tumj.tums.ac.ir on 2024-05-21 ]

Haj-seyed Javadi E.S, et al. Yot

e P Sl 3l S SU5 w5 sl Ol 5 (B e 5500
Zahran Giss mlS ooees ©35d blas olal Bl 5l Wlazils
sk g3l Olals & Oy O3 oy S5 03l DL O, en
5 Schaff .ol sy g3s 5 @b 2ol s Ol
33 ol mr ($5S Mo b JS s paes a8 Lol Ol oL
Pl e Glr (S8 el S s a5 s )
A RAARP.STS 05,5 53 5 YW U85 63,8 o Vel g rie
TAYIA sls Olis 0L 5 Zahran Guiso C’t" Ledls rxjjiﬁ
Jusls 058 53 TAWY L awslie 5 S35 05 L5 Olles
YE 3l S s Olasls 4 Oy Olo3 sy 63,8 w3 p sl S
LS o A Glinses S 0o 5 TMV 85 65 S 55 cela
oy Sslin O,Kes 5 Bartusevicius ool andlas o]
53 IV alie 53 L35 e S 53 AT S sl 0L Lol mls
Oloals & Oy Oloy 5 bl s I3l Oleals & JluSly o35
ol s My Jel S pasiia juboa U5 es S 53 Wil
3 S st s s 30 m SO oS B 0L ey
5ol ml Bl e s gle Sl s olels @l s IS,
S gy s s ol 2ol

e o3 abOll Sl iy el s oKl
Colem b a8 Al o (ST ally S @il ) s Olals 5 0G5
Loy ol ot Ll 3 Gl St 5 (Sap e ske JLsls
Sl o &S IRCT20180121038465N1 avls

References

1. Aalami-Harandi R, Karamali M, Moeini A. Safety and
effectiveness of oral misoprostol versus oxytocin for labor
induction in term pregnancy. J North Khorasan Univ Med Sci
2012;4(3):303-9. [Persian]

2. Beigi A, Kazemipour SM, Tabarestani H. Induction of labor in
term pregnancy: sublingual versus vaginal misoprostol. Tehran
Univ Med J 2010;68(3):175-81.

3. Cheng SY, Ming H, Lee JC. Titrated oral compared with vaginal
misoprostol for labor induction: a randomized controlled trial.
Obstet Gynecol 2008;111(1):119-25.

4. Niroomanesh Sh, Talebzadeh Nori Z, Hossain Pour M.
Comparison of oral and sublingual misoprostol in induction of
delivery. J Babol Univ Med Sci 2005;(8)5:20-5. [Persian]

5. Hofmeyr GJ, Giilmezoglu AM, Pileggi C. Vaginal misoprostol for
cervical ripening and induction of labour. Cochrane Database Syst
Rev 2010;(10):CD000941.

Al s e me Gbin 05 55 st SU Ol &S
“.5}9 Slsbiae ngl.J
Jal aids cas 3l S JL<.J g s eulee Gaae o
b}jéu@\fﬁjﬁéﬁ@‘}@d:;))}wj\jw)@:“
ool e 5 A edalin asdlae 5,50 slaes S rlw 33
JJ*S oy cvl;.v R il glsbae sl - REBYY
O oblas Sl oS 5y O,Kes 5 Bartusevicius U alis

3prs OB pidseadmle 5 Olls g8 s 38 AUlse

RROWIRY

SOl g g DSy Sy s a3 ool 2l Olge

OLen 5 Beigi o)z (ol gl b poas AL sdalie (g lokne
Jssnozme 295 5 o s Uil Sliel 5l isls 0L
e Slass shas 5 Oleuls b 0T dhools 5 355 g5 Olej 35 5
A S Sras o3 2 Sl 68 53 53 Jstws e
S ndls b oy (LEY/Y) L5 08 JLlls Lisy s 5 (AY/8)
ol s s 48 s Tl 0lEs |y (golslae g lel Cables

Y e Glins s B es S 55 5o b Olasls g5
sl Ol 058 55 e solslie ol Gdletl &S sy AT

95 53 e 5 sl 2ulse Slols Olge poman (P=+/4\Y)
sls OLis OLKaa 5 Niroomanesh s zk s RIS

Cosl 054 )bbugbls 05,5 55 53 e 5 So3ke ol Csls

sldad ¢ Slasly Soslee Dl g 550 Hlslas ol o) 5 I

6. Tang OS, Gemzell-Danielsson K, Ho PC. Misoprostol:
pharmacokinetic profiles, effects on the uterus and side-effects. Int
J Gynaecol Obstet 2007;99 Suppl 2:S160-7.

7. Vogel JP, West HM, Dowswell T. Titrated oral misoprostol for
augmenting labour to improve maternal and neonatal outcomes.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013;(9):CD010648.

8. Zieman M, Fong SK, Benowitz NL, Banskter D, Darney PD.
Absorption kinetics of misoprostol with oral or vaginal
administration. Obstet Gynecol 1997;90(1):88-92.

9. Weeks A, Alfirevic Z. Oral misoprostol administration for labor
induction. Clin Obstet Gynecol 2006;49(3):658-71.

10. 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;93(2):275-80.

11. Wang X, Yang A, Ma Q, Li X, Qin L, He T. Comparative study of
titrated oral misoprostol solution and vaginal dinoprostone for

FOF L1+ oF o)las VE 0,30 PV 1 5o K psle olils o iy 0uCiils dlimo


https://tumj.tums.ac.ir/article-1-8892-en.html

[ Downloaded from tumj.tums.ac.ir on 2024-05-21 ]

12.

Induction of labor in term pregnancy: Sublingual versus buccal misoprostol

labor induction at term pregnancy. Arch Gynecol Obstet
2016;294(3):495-503.

Cunningham FG, Leveno KJ, Bloom SL, Hauth JC, Gilstrap L,
Wenstrom KD. Williams Obstetrics and Gynecology. 22™ ed. New
York: McGraw-Hill; 2005.

. Carlan SJ, Blust D, O'Brien WF. Buccal versus intravaginal

misoprostol administration for cervical ripening. Am J Obstet
Gynecol 2002;186(2):229-33.

. Zahran KM, Shahin AY, Abdellah MS, Elsayh KI. Sublingual

versus vaginal misoprostol for induction of labor at term: a

Tehran Univ Med J (TUMJ) 2018 July;76(4):250-6

http://tumj.tums.ac.ir

randomized prospective placebo-controlled study. J Obstet
Gynaecol Res 2009;35(6):1054-60.

. Cheng SY, Chen TC. Pilot study of labor induction with titrated

oral misoprostol. Taiwan J Obstet Gynecol 2006;45(3):225-9.

. Bartusevicius A, Barcaite E, Krikstolaitis R, Gintautas V,

Nadisauskiene R. Sublingual compared with vaginal misoprostol
for labour induction at term: a randomised controlled trial. BJOG
2006;113(12):1431-7.

. Schaff EA, DiCenzo R, Fielding SL. Comparison of misoprostol

plasma concentrations following buccal and sublingual
administration. Contraception 2005;71(1):22-5.


https://tumj.tums.ac.ir/article-1-8892-en.html

[ Downloaded from tumj.tums.ac.ir on 2024-05-21 ]

I [ ] ] VI l Tehran University Medical Journal, July 2018, Vol. 76, No. 4: 250-256 Original Article

Induction of labor in term pregnancy: Sublingual

Ezat-Sadat Haj-seyed Javadi
M.D.

Farideh Movahed M.D.
Razieh Akbari M.D."

Department of Obstetrics and
Gynecology, Qazvin University of
Medical Sciences, Qazvin, Iran.

*Con'esponding author: Department of
Obstetrics and Gynecology, Kosar
Hospital, Qazvin University of Medical
Sciences, Qazvin, Iran.

Tel: +98- 283- 33236374

E-mail: raziehakbari9@gmail.com

versus buccal misoprostol

Abstract Received: 13 Mar. 2018  Revised: 03 Apr. 2018  Accepted: 07 Jul. 2018  Available online: 14 Jul. 2018

Background: Labor induction is one of the most public ways carried out global for
delivering mothers. The aim of labor induction is to encourage uterine contractions
before the spontaneous onset of labor, resultant in vaginal delivery misoprostol is used
off-label for a variety of indications in the practice of obstetrics and gynecology,
including medication abortion, medical management of miscarriage, induction of labor,
cervical ripening before surgical procedures, and the treatment of postpartum
hemorrhage. Regarding the importance and lack of similar researches in Iran, this
research was done to compare the efficacy of buccal and sublingual misoprostol for
labor induction in pregnant women.

Methods: This study was conducted as a randomized double-blind clinical trial from
March 2017 to February 2018. In this survey, 200 women were randomly assigned to
receive 50 pg buccal misoprostol and sublingual (100 buccal and 100 sublingual) in
Kosar Hospital, Qazvin University of Medical Sciences, Iran. The maternal and fetal
complications, Bishop score, and time of pain onset and its interval with labor were
monitored in two groups and the findings were analyzed.

Results: Research variables were age, gestational age, BMI, number of previous
pregnancy, neonatal weight, total dose, Bishop score 1, Bishop score 6, oxytocin, and
delivery type. The results showed that there were no differences between Bishop score
6 (P=0.07), and 1 (P=0.36), total dose (P=0.58), neonatal weight (P=0.43), number of
pregnancy (P=0.67), BMI (P=0.67), and pregnancy weak (P=0.108) of sublingual group
and buccal group. About 43 patients (43%) in buccal and 64 (64%) in sublingual group
had vaginal delivery (P=0.05). The frequencies of maternal and fetal complications
were similar between two groups.

Conclusion: 1t can be concluded that there is no difference between efficacy of
sublingual and buccal misoprostol in pregnancy results, maternal, and fetal
complications, however, it seems that the sublingual group is more effective than
buccal group due to the significant amount of vaginal delivery, achieving vaginal

delivery in less than 24 hours, and less need for oxytocin.

Keywords: buccal, misoprostol, pregnancy, sublingual.
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