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Management status and progress of intrauterine adhesions
Duan Hua Gan Lu
Department of Minimally Invasive Gynecologic Center Beijing Obstetrics and Gynecology Hospital
Capital Medical University

[Abstract JAsherman syndrome also know as intrauterine adhesions TUA is a uterine cavity disease seriously affecting the female
reproductive physiology and mental health. [UA is associated with hypomenorrhea oligomenorrhea amenorrhea infertility etc. The
treatment outcome of IUA has improved with the advance of hysterscopic techniques. Under the direct vision hysteroscopy can accu—
rately inspect the presence extent and severity of adhesions. And hysteroscopic adhesiolysis is regarded as the gold standard treat—
ment for [UA to restore the uterine cavity. However because the anatomical structure of endometrium is different from other mucosal
tissue the regeneration of injured endometrium is complex. Therefore here we illustrated the present treatment processes and hot issues
of clinical concern aiming to provide alternative choices for the management of IUA.
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