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[Abstract] Objective

dometriosis. Methods

To compare the effects of surgery and high-intensity focused ultrasound (HIFU) for abdominal wall en-

Retrospective analysis of 54 cases of abdominal wall endometriosis patients,in which 29 cases in surgery

group,25 cases in HIFU group. The clinical effectiveness,complications and recurrence rate were compare between the two groups.

Results

General conditions and clinical features of the two groups were comparable, the effective rate,complication rate and recur-

rent rate were 100% wvs. 92%,13. 8% ws. 4. 0% ,17. 9% ws. 12. 0% respectively, there were no statistically significant difference

(P>>0.05). Conclusion
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