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Risk factor associated of gestational diabetes mellitus in universal screening.
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Abstract

This research is a retrospective cohort design conducted to investigate risk factors for GDM among pregnant
women who underwent universal screening at Buddhachinaraj Phitsanulok Hospital. Data were collected from 677
pregnant women between January and November 2023, utilizing a two-step screening method for GDM. The results
showed that 45 women (39.13%) in universal screening group and 70 woman (60.87%) in risk base screening group
were diagnosed with GDM. In universal screening, a significant association was found between pre-pregnancy obesity
and the occurrence of (OR 6.55; 95%Cl=1.79-42.2)
Keywords: Gestational diabetes, risk factors, Universal screening, Buddhachinaraj Phitsanulok Hospital
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