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Figure 1: A: Ultrasound scan demonstrating displaced intrauterine copper device (IUCD) at the left adnexa 

(arrows); B: Ultrasound scan demonstrating hemoperitoneum (arrows). 
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Figure 2: A: IUCD removed from the left ovary; B: Terminal-terminal intestinal anastomosis after resection 
(arrows); C and D: Uterine fundal posterior wall perforations after repair (arrows); E: Anterior uterine wall 
perforations (arrow).
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