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Abstract
Background For many women, a late termination of pregnancy (TOP) can be an enormous psychological burden. 
Few studies have investigated the long-term psychological impact of late TOP.

Methods N = 90 women answered a questionnaire containing questions about anxiety, depression and somatization 
(Brief-Symptom Inventory, BSI-18) shortly before (T1) and 2–6 years after (T4) their late termination of pregnancy.

Results Prior to the late TOP, 57.8% of participants showed above-average levels of overall psychological distress 
(66.7% anxiety, 51.1% depression, 37.8% somatization). This number decreased significantly over time for all scales of 
the BSI-18. 2–6 years later, only 10.0% of women still reported above-average levels (17.8% anxiety, 11.1% depression, 
10.0% somatization).

Conclusions Our results support those of previous research showing that late TOP has a substantial psychological 
impact on those experiencing it in the short-term. In the long-term, most women return to normal levels of 
psychological distress, although some still show elevated levels. Limitations of the study include monocentric data 
collection, drop-out between T1 and T4, and the relatively wide range of two to six years after TOP. Further research 
should be conducted in order to identify factors that impact the psychological processing of the experience.
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Introduction
As much as terminations of pregnancy (TOP) are dis-
cussed, often those discussions are not focused on the 
lived experiences of the people in need of one, specifically 
their psychological well-being. A particular case of TOP 
with a different psychological impact are late TOP [1]. 
The term “late termination of pregnancy” or “late-term 
abortion” is usually used in reference to abortions after 
the 12th week or first trimester of pregnancy, although 
there is no clear medical definition [2]. This definition is 
based on the German law, whereby abortions during the 
first twelve weeks of pregnancy are exempt from punish-
ment (albeit being illegal) if certain guidelines are fol-
lowed [3]. After the 12th week, the pregnancy may only 
be terminated if there is a serious danger to the life, phys-
ical or mental health of the pregnant person and there is 
no other reasonable way to prevent it [3]. This encapsu-
lates TOP as a result of lethal fetal anomalies and preg-
nancies that place an insufferable psychological burden 
on the pregnant person, i.e. due to non-lethal anomalies 
in the child or the young age of the mother. In 2022 there 
were 103,927 terminations of pregnancy in Germany, 
3,113 (3.0%) of which were TOP after the 12th week of 
pregnancy [4].

Studies investigating regular TOP could not find a link 
between the TOP and short-term or long-term psycho-
logical distress for most participants [5, 6]. This seems to 
be different for late TOP as the experience is oftentimes 
traumatic and evokes feelings of grief [7, 8]. Coleman et 
al. found that participants reported more posttraumatic 
stress symptoms after a late TOP compared to a TOP in 
the first twelve weeks [1]. Similarly, Davies et al. [9] com-
pared first trimester TOP to second trimester TOP due 
to fetal anomaly. The participants with late TOP showed 
significantly more post-traumatic stress symptoms six 
weeks after TOP. Moreover, they found high levels of 
distress in both groups six weeks, six months and twelve 
months after TOP. These results resemble those of other 
studies that show high levels of psychological distress 
shortly after late TOP [10–14]. However, it is not clear 
how long it takes for the psychological distress and symp-
toms of posttraumatic stress to return to a normal range. 
Iles and Grath [10] report near normal levels of psychi-
atric morbidity six and twelve months after late TOP, 
similar to Güçlü et al. [14], who examined grief at the 
same intervals. Götzmann et al. found normal levels of 
psychological distress just four weeks after late TOP [15]. 
In other studies, 46% of participants showed pathological 
levels of posttraumatic stress four months after TOP, 21% 
16 months after TOP [11] and 17% two to seven years 
after TOP [13]. For depression, the figures were 28% after 
four months and 13% after 16 months [11]. Furthermore, 
Kersting et al. found that 14 months after late TOP par-
ticipants could be diagnosed with psychiatric disorders 

more often than participants who had a preterm birth 
or a regular birth [12]. In a study from 2018, 18.9% of 
women reported above-average levels of posttraumatic 
stress, 17.5% had a so-called complicated grief reaction 
and 10.8% showed elevated levels of depression one to 
seven years after their late TOP [16]. Examining the same 
sample that was used in the present study, Zimmermann 
et al. found that 21% of participants still reported sig-
nificant signs of psychological distress and 28% reported 
significant levels of posttraumatic stress on average 22 
months after late TOP [17].

The studies to date all show a decline of symptoms of 
distress over time but are heterogenous regarding the 
duration of the symptoms. Only very few of them have 
examined the psychological impact over a time span lon-
ger than two years. Therefore, the current study aims to 
contribute to the question of whether levels of psycholog-
ical distress stay elevated two to six years after late TOP. 
It is hypothesized that psychological distress decreases 
over time and only few women still show increased psy-
chological distress two to six years after a late TOP.

Methods
Sample
In this longitudinal study, data was collected at four 
points in time: before a late TOP (T1), six months after 
TOP  (T2), two years after TOP (T3) and approximately 
four years (M = 4.16, SD = 1.22, range = 2–6) after TOP 
(T4). At T4, 11.1% of the participants had terminated 
their pregnancy two years ago, 21.1% three years ago, 
26.7% four years ago, 21.1% five years ago and 20.0% six 
years ago. The surveys T2 and T3 are not the subject of 
the analyses presented here.

The sample for T1 comprised of n = 160 women, n = 90 
(56.3%) of which were still part of the sample at T4, 
resulting in a total sample size of n = 90. The sample was 
recruited from patients who were referred to the Univer-
sity Hospital Carl Gustav Carus in Dresden, Germany for 
a psychological consultation due to a pathological fetal 
finding, as required by German law [3]. Women under 18 
years, women that did not give written consent to partici-
pate in the study, and women who were not fluent in Ger-
man were excluded from the sample. Data collection was 
conducted from June 2013 until July 2017 and from July 
2019 until October 2019 for T1 and T4 respectively. The 
T1 survey was conducted as a paper-and-pencil ques-
tionnaire immediately before the psychological consul-
tation. The follow-up survey T4 took place as an online 
survey using the platform Lime Survey. All participants 
in the first survey T1 were invited by letter to participate 
in the follow-up survey T4 up to three times. No state-
ments can be made about the reasons for non-participa-
tion in T4. Participants did not receive a compensation 
fee.
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The participant’s mean age at the start of data collec-
tion was 32 years (M = 32.31, SD = 5.52, range = 20–43). 
43.3% of participants were married and 55.7% already 
had one or more children at T1. The mean pregnancy 
termination date was during the 18th week of pregnancy 
(M = 18.66, SD = 3.69, range = 12–29). The most common 
reasons for late TOP were chromosomal defects (47.2%) 
as well as complex malformation syndrome and anoma-
lies of the central nervous system (30.3%). Of those fetal 
anomalies, 35.6% were highly likely to be lethal. 93.3% of 
the pregnancies were wanted.

Questionnaire
Patients answered a comprehensive set of questions 
about sociodemographics (e.g. age, length of relationship, 
number of children) and pregnancy (e.g. gestational age, 
lethality of the diagnosis) as well as the Brief Symptom 
Inventory (BSI-18 or Mini-SCL), among others that will 
not be analyzed in this study.

The BSI-18 questionnaire is an abbreviated form of the 
symptom checklist SCL-90-R [18], it includes 18 items 
on psychological distress [19, 20]. Participants are asked 
to report symptoms of anxiety, depression and somati-
zation that they may have experienced in the past seven 
days. Six items each are assigned to the scales Anxiety 
(e.g., “fright or panic attacks”), Depression (e.g., “feel-
ings of loneliness”), and Somatization (e.g., “heart and 
chest pain”). An overall score for psychological distress 
(“Global Severity Index”, GSI) is calculated as the sum 
of all items. The answers are given on a five-point Likert 
scale from “not at all” (0) to “very strongly”  (4). Higher 
values represent greater psychological distress. The range 
of values is 0 to 24 for the subscales and 0 to 72 for the 
total GSI.

Reliability (McDonald’s Omega) in the present study 
was: depression ω = 0.766 (T1), ω = 0.907 (T4), anxiety 
ω = 0.780 (T1), ω = 0.773 (T4), somatization ω = 0.702 
(T1), ω = 0.790 (T4) and overall psychological distress 
(GSI) ω = 0.872 (T1), ω = 0.908 (T4).

Statistical analysis
Statistical analyses were performed using IBM SPSS Sta-
tistics (version 29.0). Paired t-tests as well as independent 
sample t-tests and Pearson correlations were calculated. 
A significance level of α = 0.05 was chosen. Effect sizes 
were calculated as Cohen’s d. Population-representative, 
age- and gender-specific t-score standard values from the 
manual [19] were used to identify above-average scores 
on the BSI-18 scales (t-scores of 60 or higher are consid-
ered above average on all subscales).

The sample size was tested using G*Power 3.1.3 [21]. 
For the comparison of two groups by means of paired 
t-tests, a sample of at least n = 54 participants is necessary 
assuming a significance level of α = 0.05, an effect size of 
Cohen’s d = 0.5, and a power of 95% (1 - β = 0.95).

The present study was conducted in accordance with 
the Declaration of Helsinki. The study was approved 
by the Ethics Committee of the Technische Universität 
Dresden, Germany (EK253072013), and only individuals 
who provided written informed consent were included as 
study participants.

Results
To check whether there was a systematic drop out of 
participants between T1 and T4, t-tests were conducted. 
There was no significant difference in age (t(158) = 
-0.796, p > .05), gestational age (t(158) = -0.716, p > .05) 
and scores on psychological distress scales (anxiety t(158) 
= -0.398, p > .05; depression t(127,670) = 0.943, p > .05; 
somatization t(129,383) = -0.641, p > .05; overall psycho-
logical distress t(158) = 0.469, p > .05) comparing par-
ticipants who answered the questionnaire at both time 
points (n = 90) to participants who did not participate at 
T4 (n = 70).

As shown in Table  1, there was a strong, significant 
decrease in psychological distress over time on all scales 
of the BSI-18. Effect sizes were in the large range. Com-
pared to age- and gender-specific standard values, many 
participants reported above-average scores of anxiety 
(66.7%, n = 60), depression (51.1%, n = 46), somatization 
(37.8%, n = 34) and overall psychological distress (57.8%, 
n = 52) at T1. At T4, these numbers decreased to 17.8% 

Table 1 Anxiety, depression, somatization and overall psychological distress (GSI) before and 2–6 years after TOP (n = 90) (M, SD, paired 
t-tests, effect size Cohens d)

Before TOP 2–6 years after TOP
BSI-18 M SD M SD Test statistics Significance Effect size
Anxiety 6.33 4.49 1.84 2.39 T = 9.624

df = 89
p < .001 d = 1.014

Depression 6.10 4.24 1.91 3.10 T = 9.147
df = 89

p < .001 d = 0.964

Somatization 4.00 3.40 1.39 2.60 T = 7.080
df = 89

p < .001 d = 0.746

Overall Psychological Distress (GSI) 16.43 10.28 5.14 7.03 T = 10.439
df = 89

p < .001 d = 1.100
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(anxiety, n = 16), 11.1% (depression, n = 10), 10.0% (soma-
tization, n = 9) and 10.0% (psychological distress, n = 10).

It was also examined whether there was a connection 
with sociodemographic variables. Pearson correlations 
of overall psychological distress with age (r = .20, p > .05), 
gestational age (r = − .10, p > .05) and length of relation-
ship (r = − .14, p > .05) were not significant. The t-tests 
for lethality of the diagnosis (t(87)= -1.093, p > .05) and 
already having one or more children (t(48,922) = -1,183, 
p > .05) were not significant either.

Discussion
Only few studies have examined the psychological impact 
of a late TOP over a longer time span. This study aims 
to contribute to the research field of how long-lasting the 
resulting psychological distress of a late TOP actually is. 
To this end, we analyzed data collected two to six years 
after a late TOP due to fetal anomalies.

We found a significant decrease in psychological dis-
tress on all scales (anxiety, depression, somatization, 
overall psychological distress) over time. More than half 
of women reported overall psychological distress in the 
above average range before their late TOP. Two to six 
years later, only 10% of women did. For anxiety, depres-
sion and somatization the numbers decreased at a similar 
rate. This confirms our hypothesis that psychological dis-
tress decreases over time and only few women still show 
increased psychological distress in the long-term. There 
were no significant results regarding a potential connec-
tion of psychological distress and sociodemographic fac-
tors (age, gestational age, length of relationship, lethality 
of the diagnosis, prior children).

There could be many reasons for the decline in psycho-
logical stress over time. The first survey was carried out in 
the acute, stressful phase of the decision before the TOP. 
Two to six years after the decision, most women have 
found a way to cope with the stressful event. This could 
be supported by the partner, the family or by professional 
help such as psychotherapy. The importance of the event 
in the women’s lives might simply have decreased over 
time alone. The birth of a healthy child could also help to 
cope with the event.

The results support the well-substantiated assumption 
that a late TOP is a highly stressful situation that can take 
a toll on mental health in the short-term [1, 7–14]. In 
the long-term, psychological distress decreases for most 
participants and only few women still show elevated lev-
els. Korenromp et al. examined participants in a similar 
time span (2–7 years) and found that 17.3% still showed 
above average symptoms of posttraumatic stress [13]. 
Hanschmidt et al. reported that 1–7 years after late TOP 
18.9% of women showed above average levels of post-
traumatic stress, 17.5% had a complicated grief reaction 
and 10.8% showed elevated levels of depression [16]. In 

comparison, our results fit those of Korenromp et al. and 
Hanschmidt et al. [13, 16]. Other studies only looked at 
shorter time spans but also found a decrease in psycho-
logical distress, albeit smaller in size [11, 17]. However, 
some studies found that psychological distress returned 
to normal levels as early as after a few weeks or months 
[10, 14, 15]. This finding is not supported by our study.

In this study, we could not find a significant associa-
tion between any sociodemographic variables and psy-
chological distress. Prior studies in contrast found that 
higher gestational age and non-lethal fetal anomalies 
were associated with higher psychological distress [9, 11, 
13]. Those differing results might be due to some of the 
limitations of our study as seen below. Further research 
is necessary to determine the influence of these factors. 
Maternal age and prior children did not have a significant 
effect on psychological distress [11]. This is supported by 
the results of our study.

Limitations
The following limitations should be considered when 
interpreting the results of this study: The sample was 
recruited monocentrically at one German university hos-
pital. Only 54.2% of the original sample could be included 
in the repeat survey T4. Although we did analyze the data 
for systematic drop out, there could be other factors not 
included in this study that were influencing the decision 
not to participate. Furthermore, no data was collected 
on the participant’s mental health prior to the fetal diag-
nosis, which may influence the processing of the TOP. 
During the long observation period of two to six years, 
other important factors may have influenced the psy-
chological well-being of the participants. These include 
life events such as separation from a partner, the birth 
of children, but also starting psychotherapy. This can-
not be adequately controlled for in a study of this kind. 
Furthermore, the range of two to six years after TOP 
is quite wide and thus does not allow for very specific 
results regarding the duration of distress symptoms. The 
BSI-18 is an internationally used instrument with excel-
lent psychometric criteria. However, it is a relatively 
short screening instrument and not a detailed diagnostic 
interview.

Conclusion
The most severe impact of a late TOP seems to be in the 
short-term, after which it takes months to years to reduce 
feelings of distress for some women. Other factors that 
have not been examined here may contribute to the fact 
whether women experience long-lasting psychological 
distress after a late TOP, e.g. prior psychiatric disorders, 
social support or previous TOPs and miscarriages. Those 
factors should be assessed in further research.
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The psychological distress of women after late TOP 
will continue to be an important area of research, as 
new methods of prenatal diagnosis may also influence 
the decisions of women and couples. This is especially 
important in order to provide adequate support for those 
experiencing long-term mental health effects.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank the women for their participation in the study.

Author contributions
HB and ML constructed the study design. HB, RM, AZ, SD and ML were 
involved in acquisition of data. LI wrote the first draft of the manuscript. RM, LI 
and HB contributed to statistical analysis, data interpretation, and manuscript 
drafting. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
No funding was obtained for this study.
Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt DEAL.

Data availability
The datasets generated and/or analyzed during the current study are available 
from the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The present study was conducted in accordance with the Declaration of 
Helsinki. The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the Technische 
Universität Dresden, Germany (EK253072013), and only individuals who 
provided written informed consent were included as study participants.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
L. Irmscher, R. Marx, M. Linke, A. Zimmermann, S. Drössler and H. Berth declare 
that they have no competing interests.

Received: 27 September 2023 / Accepted: 7 April 2024

References
1. Coleman PK, Coyle CT, Rue VM. Late-term Elective Abortion and suscep-

tibility to posttraumatic stress symptoms. J Pregnancy. 2010. https://doi.
org/10.1155/2010/130519

2. BZgA. familienplanung.de. https://www.familienplanung.de/service/lexikon/
spaetabbruch/ (2023). Accessed 19 Sep 2023.

3. StGB. Strafgesetzbuch § 218 Schwangerschaftsabbruch. https://www.
gesetze-im-internet.de/stgb/__218.html (2023). Accessed 25 Sep 2023.

4. Statistisches Bundesamt. Destatis. https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/
Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Gesundheit/Schwangerschaftsabbrueche/Tabellen/03-
schwangerschaftsabbr-rechtliche-begruendung-schwangerschaftsdauer_
zvab2012.html (2023). Accessed 19 Sep 2023.

5. Charles VE, Polis CB, Sridhara SK, Blum RW. Abortion and long-term mental 
health outcomes: a systematic review of the evidence. Contraception. 
2008;78(6):436–50. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.contraception.2008.07.005

6. Major B, Appelbaum M, Beckman L, Dutton MA, Russo NF, West C. Abortion 
and mental health: evaluating the evidence. Am Psychol. 2009;64(9):863–90. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017497

7. Schütt K, Kersting A, Ohrmann P, Reutemann M, Wesselmann U, Arolt V. 
Schwangerschaftsabbruch aus fetaler indikation - ein traumatisches Ereignis? 
Zentralbl Gynakol. 2001;123(1):37–41. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2001-12024

8. Grussmann M, Naderer A, Tordy K, Alexopoulos J, Feichtinger K, Gipperich 
A, et al. Termination of pregnancy for fetal malformation: a traumatic event? 
A qualitative analysis of women’s perception. Zeitschrift für Psychoso-
matische Medizin Und Psychotherapie. 2023. https://doi.org/10.13109/
zptm.2023.69.1.36

9. Davies V, Gledhill J, McFadyen A, Whitlow B, Economides D. Psychological 
outcome in women undergoing termination of pregnancy for ultrasound-
detected fetal anomaly in the first and second trimesters: a pilot study. Ultra-
sound Obstet Gynecol. 2005;25(4):389–92. https://doi.org/10.1002/uog.1854

10. Iles S, Gath D. Psychiatric outcome of termination of pregnancy for foetal 
abnormality. Psychol Med. 1993;23(2):407–13. https://doi.org/10.1017/
s0033291700028506

11. Korenromp MJ, Page-Christiaens GCML, van den Bout J, Mulder E, Visser 
G. Adjustment to termination of pregnancy for fetal anomaly: a longi-
tudinal study in wo-men at 4, 8, and 16 months. Am J Obstet Gynecol. 
2009;201(2):e1601–7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2009.04.007

12. Kersting A, Kroker K, Steinhard J, Hoernig-Franz I, Wesselmann U, Luedorff 
K, et al. Psychological impact on women after second and third trimester 
termination of pregnancy due to fetal anomalies versus women after 
preterm birth - a 14-month follow up study. Arch Women Ment Health. 
2009;12(4):193–201. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00737-009-0063-8

13. Korenromp MJ, Christiaens GCML, van den Bout J, Mulder EJH, Hunfeld JAM, 
Bilardo CM, et al. Long-term psychological consequences of pregnancy 
termination for fetal abnormality: a cross-sectional study. Prenat Diagn. 
2005;25(3):253–60. https://doi.org/10.1002/pd.1127

14. Güçlü O, Şenormanci G, Tüten A, Gök K, Şenormanci Ö. Perinatal grief and 
related factors after termination of pregnancy for fetal anomaly: one-year fol-
low-up study. Noro Psikiyatr Ars. 2021;58(3):221–7. https://doi.org/10.29399/
npa.25110

15. Götzmann L, Schönholzer SM, Kölble N, Klaghofer R, Scheuer E, Zimmer-
mann R, et al. Die Verdachtsdiagnose Einer Fetalen Entwicklungsstörung in 
Der Ultraschall-Untersuchung: Auswirkungen auf das psychische Befin-
den Schwangerer Frauen. Ultraschall Med. 2002;23(1):33–40. https://doi.
org/10.1055/s-2002-20073

16. Hanschmidt F, Treml J, Klingner J, Stepan H, Kersting A. Stigma in the context 
of pregnancy termination after diagnosis of fetal anomaly: associations with 
grief, trauma, and depression. Arch Womens Ment Health. 2018;21:391–9. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00737-017-0807-9

17. Zimmermann A, Linke M, Drössler S, Berth H. Die psychische Verarbeitung 
eines Schwangerschaftsspätabbruchs. Rep Psychologie. 2019;4:12–20.

18. Franke GH. Die Symptom-Checkliste Von Derogatis (SCL-90-R). 2nd ed. Beltz 
Test; 2002.

19. Franke GH, Mini, -SCL. Mini-symptom-checklist. 1st ed. Hogrefe; 2017.
20. Franke GH, Ankerhold A, Haase M, Jäger S, Tögel C, Ulrich C, et al. Der Einsatz 

Des brief Symptom Inventory 18 (BSI-18) Bei Psychotherapiepatienten. 
Psychother Psychosom Med Psychol. 2011;61:82–6. https://doi.org/10.105
5/s-0030-1270518

21. Erdfelder E, Faul F, Buchner A. GPOWER: a general power analysis program. 
Behav Res Methods Instrum Comput. 1996;28:1–11. https://doi.org/10.3758/
BF03203630

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in 
published maps and institutional affiliations. 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2010/130519
https://doi.org/10.1155/2010/130519
https://www.familienplanung.de/service/lexikon/spaetabbruch
https://www.familienplanung.de/service/lexikon/spaetabbruch
https://www.gesetze-im-internet.de/stgb/__218.html
https://www.gesetze-im-internet.de/stgb/__218.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Gesundheit/Schwangerschaftsabbrueche/Tabellen/03-schwangerschaftsabbr-rechtliche-begruendung-schwangerschaftsdauer_zvab2012.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Gesundheit/Schwangerschaftsabbrueche/Tabellen/03-schwangerschaftsabbr-rechtliche-begruendung-schwangerschaftsdauer_zvab2012.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Gesundheit/Schwangerschaftsabbrueche/Tabellen/03-schwangerschaftsabbr-rechtliche-begruendung-schwangerschaftsdauer_zvab2012.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Gesundheit/Schwangerschaftsabbrueche/Tabellen/03-schwangerschaftsabbr-rechtliche-begruendung-schwangerschaftsdauer_zvab2012.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.contraception.2008.07.005
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017497
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2001-12024
https://doi.org/10.13109/zptm.2023.69.1.36
https://doi.org/10.13109/zptm.2023.69.1.36
https://doi.org/10.1002/uog.1854
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0033291700028506
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0033291700028506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2009.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00737-009-0063-8
https://doi.org/10.1002/pd.1127
https://doi.org/10.29399/npa.25110
https://doi.org/10.29399/npa.25110
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2002-20073
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2002-20073
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00737-017-0807-9
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0030-1270518
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0030-1270518
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03203630
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03203630

	﻿Anxiety, depression, somatization and psychological distress before and 2–6 years after a late termination of pregnancy due to fetal anomalies
	﻿Abstract
	﻿Introduction
	﻿Methods
	﻿Sample
	﻿Questionnaire
	﻿Statistical analysis

	﻿Results
	﻿Discussion
	﻿Limitations

	﻿Conclusion
	﻿References


