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To compare the prevalence of abnormal findings on consultative
fetal echocardiography between pregnancies referred for
ultrasound soft markers, suspected structural fetal abnormalities,
and maternal/obstetric indications, after excluding referrals
driven solely by abnormal aneuploidy screening.

* After excluding referrals based solely on abnormal
aneuploidy screening, pregnancies referred for soft

markers showed a diagnostic yield comparable to
referrals for suspected structural abnormalities.
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