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Table 1 BR{1H & J&] e M4

Parameter Value
SRR RS i () 34 (30.0-38.0)
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Biparietal Diameter (mm)

Table 2a FIRMEE S & O REE A BPD (mm) @ 3, 10, 50, 90, 97 /83—t > ¥ 4 )V B X Rl R

RS GH) 3rd 10 th 50 th 90 th 97 th 1 iefF7: (SD)
11 13.6 14.4 16.2 18.0 18.9 1.4
12 16.7 17.6 19.5 214 222 15
13 19.9 20.9 22.8 248 25.7 1.5
14 232 24.1 26.2 283 29.2 1.6
15 26.4 27.4 29.6 31.8 32.8 1.7
16 29.7 30.7 33.0 35.4 36.4 1.8
17 32.9 34.1 36.5 389 40.1 1.9
18 36.1 37.3 39.9 425 43.7 2.0
19 39.3 40.6 433 46.0 473 2.1
20 05 43.8 46.7 495 50.9 22
21 45.6 47.0 50.0 53.0 54.4 23
22 48.7 50.2 53.3 56.4 57.9 24
23 51.7 53.2 56.5 59.8 61.3 2.6
24 54.6 56.2 59.6 63.1 64.7 2.7
25 57.5 59.1 62.7 66.2 67.9 2.8
26 60.2 62.0 65.6 69.3 71.1 2.9
27 62.9 64.7 68.5 723 74.1 3.0
28 65.5 67.3 713 75.2 77.1 3.1
29 67.9 69.8 73.9 78.0 79.9 32
30 70.3 723 76.4 80.6 82.6 33
31 72.5 74.5 78.8 83.1 85.1 33
32 74.7 76.7 81.1 85.5 87.5 34
33 76.7 78.7 83.2 87.6 89.7 35
34 78.5 80.6 85.2 89.7 91.8 35
35 80.3 82.4 87.0 91.5 93.7 3.6
36 81.9 84.0 88.6 932 95.4 3.6
37 83.3 85.5 90.1 94.7 96.9 3.6
38 84.6 86.8 91.4 96.0 98.2 3.6
39 85.8 87.9 92.5 97.1 99.3 3.6
40 86.8 88.9 93.5 98.0 100.1 3.6
41 87.6 89.7 94.2 98.7 100.8 35
4 88.3 90.4 94.8 99.2 101.2 34

SD, standard deviation
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Fig. 1a JABHKHEFE, Biparietal Diameter



Head Circumfernce (mm)

Table 2b IEMRE% & OB HC (mm) @ 3, 10, 50, 90, 97 /S—+ ¥ ¥ V1 X OH#EfRA
IR (GH) 3rd 10 th 50 th 90 th 97 th R (SD)
16 110.4 114.1 121.9 129.7 133.3 6.1
17 1224 126.2 134.2 1423 146.0 6.3
18 134.2 138.1 146.5 154.9 158.8 6.5
19 145.9 150.0 158.7 167.4 171.5 6.8
20 157.4 161.7 170.8 179.9 184.1 7.1
21 168.6 173.1 182.6 192.2 196.7 7.5
22 179.6 1843 194.3 204.3 209.0 7.8
23 190.3 195.2 205.7 216.2 221.1 8.2
24 200.7 205.9 216.8 227.8 232.9 8.6
25 210.8 216.2 227.6 239.1 244.5 9.0
26 220.5 226.1 238.1 250.0 255.6 9.3
27 229.8 235.7 248.1 260.6 266.4 9.7
28 238.8 244.8 257.8 270.7 276.8 10.1
29 2473 253.6 267.0 280.4 286.7 10.5
30 255.4 261.9 275.7 289.6 296.1 10.8
31 263.0 269.7 284.0 298.2 304.9 11.1
32 270.2 277.0 291.7 306.3 313.2 11.4
33 276.8 283.9 298.8 313.8 320.8 11.7
34 283.0 290.2 305.4 320.7 327.9 11.9
35 288.7 296.0 3115 326.9 334.2 12.1
36 293.9 301.2 316.8 332.5 339.8 12.2
37 298.5 305.9 321.6 3373 344.7 123
38 302.6 309.9 325.7 341.5 348.8 123
39 306.1 313.4 329.1 344.8 352.2 12.3
40 309.0 316.3 331.8 347.4 354.7 12.1
41 311.4 318.5 333.8 349.1 356.3 12.0
42 313.1 320.1 335.1 350.0 357.1 11.7

GA, gestational age; HC, head circumference; SD, standard deviation
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Abdominal Circumference (mm)
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Table 2¢ #HRAK T & DR AC (mm) @3, 10, 50, 90, 97 /S—+t ¥ ¥ £ )1 K IEHE(F=

RS GH) 3rd 10 th 50 th 90 th 97 th 1 iefF7: (SD)
16 92.8 96.9 105.7 114.5 118.6 6.8
17 102.9 107.1 116.1 125.1 129.3 7.0
18 112.9 117.3 126.6 135.9 140.2 73
19 122.8 127.4 137.1 146.7 1513 7.6
20 132.7 1375 147.6 157.7 162.4 7.9
21 1425 1475 158.1 168.6 173.6 83
22 152.2 157.4 168.5 179.6 184.8 8.7
23 161.7 167.2 178.9 190.6 196.1 9.1
24 171.1 176.9 189.2 201.5 207.2 9.6
25 180.4 186.4 199.4 212.3 2183 10.1
26 189.5 195.8 209.4 223.0 2293 10.6
27 198.4 205.0 2193 2335 240.2 11.1
28 207.1 214.1 229.0 243.9 250.9 11.7
29 215.5 222.9 238.5 254.1 261.4 12.2
30 2238 2315 247.8 264.1 271.7 12.7
31 231.9 239.8 256.8 2738 281.8 133
32 239.7 248.0 265.6 2833 291.5 13.8
33 2473 255.9 274.1 292.4 301.0 143
34 254.6 263.5 282.4 301.3 310.1 14.8
35 261.7 270.8 290.3 309.8 3189 15.2
36 268.5 277.9 297.9 317.9 3273 15.6
37 275.1 284.7 305.2 325.7 3353 16.0
38 281.4 291.2 312.1 333.1 3429 16.4
39 287.4 297.4 318.7 340.0 350.0 16.7
40 293.1 303.2 3249 346.5 356.7 16.9
41 298.5 308.8 330.7 352.6 362.8 17.1
42 303.6 314.0 336.1 358.1 368.5 17.3

AC, abdominal circumference; GA, gestational age; SD, standard deviation
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Femur Length (mm)

Table 2d #FIRHEAE T & OKRFEEE FL (mm) @ 3, 10, 50, 90, 97 78—+t > % £ )L 3B K Ok

IiRE% () 3rd 10 th 50 th 90 th 97 th R (SD)
16 15.6 16.6 18.6 20.6 215 1.6
17 18.6 19.6 21.6 237 24.6 1.6
18 21.5 225 24.6 26.7 27.7 1.6
19 243 253 275 29.6 30.6 1.7
20 27.0 28.1 30.3 325 33.5 1.7
21 29.7 30.7 33.0 353 36.4 1.8
22 322 33.3 35.7 38.1 39.2 1.8
23 34.7 35.8 383 40.7 41.9 1.9
24 37.0 38.2 40.8 433 445 2.0
25 39.3 40.6 432 45.8 47.1 2.1
26 415 42.8 45.5 483 49.6 2.1
27 437 45.0 47.8 50.6 52.0 22
28 457 47.1 50.0 529 543 23
29 47.7 49.1 52.1 55.1 56.6 2.4
30 49.6 51.0 542 573 58.7 2.4
31 51.4 52.9 56.1 59.3 60.8 25
32 532 54.7 58.0 613 62.8 26
33 549 56.4 59.8 63.2 64.7 26
34 56.5 58.1 61.5 65.0 66.6 2.7
35 58.0 59.7 63.2 66.7 68.3 2.7
36 59.5 61.2 64.7 68.3 69.9 28
37 60.9 62.6 66.2 69.8 715 28
38 62.3 64.0 67.6 713 73.0 28
39 63.6 65.3 69.0 72.6 743 28
40 64.9 66.6 70.2 73.9 75.6 28
41 66.1 67.8 714 75.0 76.7 28
42 67.2 68.9 725 76.1 778 28

FL, femur length; GA, gestational age; SD, standard deviation
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Table 2e  Shinozuka DX, THE I 72 EFW @4 3, 10, 50, 90, 97 73—t > % 1 Vfii L E#fF# (SD)

SD

IR (GE) 3rd 10 th 50 th 90 th 97 th 5 6 (s
16 85 102 139 176 194 29.0
17 95 111 147 183 200 28.0
18 123 141 178 216 233 29.2
19 167 187 228 269 289 322
20 224 247 294 341 364 37.0
21 292 318 374 430 456 435
22 369 400 466 532 563 51.6
23 453 490 568 646 683 61.1
24 544 587 679 771 814 71.9
25 641 691 799 906 956 83.9
26 743 801 925 1,049 1,107 97.0
27 849 916 1,058 1,200 1,266 111.0
28 960 1,035 1,196 1,357 1,433 125.8
29 1,074 1,159 1,340 1,521 1,605 141.4
30 1,191 1,286 1,487 1,689 1,784 1575
31 1,312 1,417 1,640 1,862 1,967 174.1
32 1,436 1,551 1,795 2,040 2,155 191.1
33 1,563 1,688 1,955 2,221 2,346 208.3
34 1,693 1,828 2,117 2,405 2,541 225.5
35 1,825 1,971 2282 2,593 2,738 242.8
36 1,961 2,117 2,449 2,782 2,938 259.9
37 2,099 2,265 2,620 2,974 3,140 276.7
38 2,240 2,416 2,792 3,167 3,343 293.2
39 2,385 2,570 2,966 3,362 3,547 309.2
40 2,532 2,727 3,142 3,557 3,752 3245
41 2,682 2,886 3,320 3,754 3,957 339.1
42 2,836 3,048 3,499 3,951 4,163 352.8

EFW, estimated fetal weight; SD, standard deviation
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