Letters

To the Editors:

Intra-amniotic injection or intrauterine injection of methylene blue? (2)

Ceylon Medical Journal, 2000; 45: 92

I read with interest in your journal a letter written by
Sirisena and Lanerolle (1) on the above subject. I wish to
state that the title is misleading and needs correction. The
letter describes a pregnant woman (diagnosed subse-
quently) undergoing laparoscopy and intrauterine injec-
tion of methylene blue to ascertain tubal patency on the
23rd day of the cycle. Subsequent ultrasound examination
confirmed her dates.

The methylene blue injection was given about the
ninth day after fertilisation (assuming ovulation on the
fourteenth day of the cycle and fertilisation within a day of
ovulation). The embyro and the amniotic cavity at nine
days are still microscopic structures and embedded in the
uterine decidua (2). Therefore intra-amniotic injection of
20 ml of dye is not possible at this stage of gestation and
the dye would have been injected into the uterine cavity
(ie intrauterine injection as mentioned in the text of the
letter). The title should have been intra-uterine injection

and not intra-amniotic injection of methylene blue. The
possible fetal effects from the two procedures are different
BG4).
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