Table 21:  Overall cesarean section rates†
	Study


	Induction Group
	Monitoring Group

	Augensen, Bergsjø, Eikeland, et al., 1987


	14/214 (6.5%)
	15/195 (7.7%)

	Bergsjø, Huang, Yu, et al., 1989


	27/94 (28.7%)*
	39/94 (41.5%)*

	Cardozo, Fysh, and Pearce, 1986


	25/195 (13%)
	18/207 (9%)

	Dyson, Miller, and Armstrong, 1987


	22/152 (14.5%)*
	41/150 (27.3%)*

	Egarter, Kofler, Fitz, et al., 1989


	2/180 (1.1%)
	3/165 (1.8%)

	El-Torkey and Grant, 1992 


	5/33 (15%)
	4/32 (12.5%)

	Hannah, Hannah, Hellmann, et al., 1992


	360/1701 (21.2%)*
	418/1706 (24.5%)*

	Heden, Ingemarsson, Ahlstrom, et al., 1991


	10/109 (9.2%)
	9/127 (7.0%)

	Herabutya, Prasertsawat, Tongyai, et al., 1992


	27/57 (47.4%)
	24/51 (47.1%)

	Katz, Yemini, Lancet, et al., 1983


	16/78 (20.5%)*
	7/78 (8.8%)*

	Martin, Sessums, Howard, et al., 1989


	2/12 (17 %)*
	1/10 (10 %)*

	National Institute of Child Health and Human Development Network of Maternal-Fetal Medicine Units, 1994

 
	55/265 (20.8%)
	32/175 (18.3%)

	Ohel, Rahav, Rothbart, et al., 1996


	4/70 (5.7%)
	6/104 (5.8%)

	Witter and Weitz, 1987


	30/103 (29.1%)
	27/97 (27.8%)


† Rates given represent overall cesarean section rates except in the case of Cardozo, Fysh, and Pearce (1986), which reported only emergency cesarean section rates.

* Statistically significant difference
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