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[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the effective rate of TORCH in the progestation and pregnancy in our hospi-
tal in the past three years to provide laboratory data for maternal and child health care. Methods Serum anti TORCH
specific IgM antibodies in women with progestation and pregnancy were tested by ELISA. The data were grouped ac-
cording to different rules. Results The positive rate of anti-RUV-IgM, anti-CMV-IgM, anti-TOX-IgM, anti-HSV-
IgM was 0.47%,0.12%,0.23% ,0. 17% respectively. There were no difference in different years and different sea-
sons. Conclusion Some infections of TORCH exist in progestation and pregnancy. To improve newborn quality,it is

essential to test anti-TORCH IgM antibodies in progestation and pregnancy.
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