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A Clinical Study on Infertility Patients after Microsurgical Tubal Reanastomosis

Soo Kyoung Park - Yoon Sook Jho - Han Ki Yu
Department of Obstetrics & Gynecology, College of Medicine, Ewha Womans University

We have studied infertility rate and what factors influence the infertility rate in the effort to
lower infertility rate after the microsurgical reversal of tubal sterilization.

Two-hundred and seventy-three microsurgical reanastomosis were performed during 6 years
between January 1989 and December 1995. Follow-up of postoperative outcomes of 172
patients were identified.

The infertility rate after microsurgical tubal reanastomosis was 24.4%. Mean age of intertile
group was 34.2 years old. The infertility rate according to previous sterilization type was 14.3%
with ring, 45.2% with cauterization, 7.1% with Pomeroy's method and 33.4% with pelvic
adhesion or hydrosalpinx. The infertility rate was higher than pregnacy rate with reconstructive
tubal length less than 4cm.

We have concluded that age of patient, the type of previous sterilization,the interval between
sterilization and tubal reversal,and the reconstructed tubal length after reversal were major
factors influencing infertility after tubal reversal.

KEY WORDS : Tubal reversal - Microsurgical reanastomosis - Continuous infertility.
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Table 1. Characteristics of non-pregnant women compared with pregnant women

Characteristics AT+ IR p-value
No. of patient 42 130
Agelyear) 334 + 4.0 317 + 3.76 0.026
Gravity 272 + 1.56 3.16 + 1.58 0.758
Parity 149 + 0.68 178 £ 073 0.342
Postoperative tubal length{cm) 534 + 1.12 558 + 0.97 0.255
Age at sterilization(year) 27.0 + 394 283 £ 340 0.310
Interval from tubal ligation to reversal(years) 6.07 + 2.87 5.12 + 2.32 0.060
Interval from reversal to pregnancy(months) 6.21 + 5.19
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£ T AR AR, bal status
& UL Winston™, Gomel 0] 7]48 163} Type BA¥  Nedw
s Lap‘jaroscoplc
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Table 4. Infertility rate according to reversal site

Site i H A4l
Cornus-Isthmus 1 (2.3%) 12 (9.2%)
Isthmus-Isthmus 27 (64.3%) 108 (83.2%)
Isthmus-Ampullar 2 ( 4.8%) 2 ( 1.5%)
Ampullar-Ampullar 6 (4.6%)
Fimbrioplasty* 12 (28.6%) 2 { 1.5%)

I:isthmic A :ampullary C: cornual
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