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= The article presents literature data on the peculiarities of diagnosing different types of uterine abnormalities. The main
topic of the publication is the role and effectiveness of three-dimensional ultrasound in the differential diagnosis of the

uterine septum.
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Fig. 1. 3D ultrasound reconstruction of the uterine ca-
vity: subseptate uterus, where III, uterine cavity width;
I, cavity indentation; B, angle of cavity indentation (86°)
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Fig. 2. 3D ultrasound reconstruction of the uterine cavity: arcuate uterus, where III, uterine cavity width; T, cavity in-

dentation; B, angle of cavity indentation (120°)
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Fig. 3. 3D ultrasound reconstruction of the uterine ca-
vity: bicornuate uterus, where III, uterine cavity width;
I, cavity indentation; B, angle of cavity indentation
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Fig. 4. 3D ultrasound reconstruction of the uterine ca-
vity: normal uterus, where III, uterine cavity width; I, ca-
vity indentation; B, angle of cavity indentation
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Fig. 5. Ultrasound criteria for the diagnosis of the uterine septum, where m, uterine wall thickness; I, cavity indenta-
tion; I/m, ratio of cavity indentation to uterine wall thickness; W, uterine cavity width; a, angle of cavity indentation
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