Results

Results

Table 1— Sociodemographic characteristics of the studiedgs .

_ 2ry tubal | 2ry nontubal fertile
Variable _ - _ -
infertility infertility group

Age (yrs) | 32,4+ (5.1)| 32,2+ (5.2) 31,6%(5,3)
(mean D)

Range

Duration of

marriage(yrs)
(Mean = D)

Range

Parity
(Mean = D)

Range

Table 1 shows that there is no statistically significaifference
between cases and both control groups as regarag®y, duration

of marriage and parity by using un-paired t-test.
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Results

Table 2 — History of PID among 2ry tubal infertility grpu
compared to history of PID among 2ry non-tub&brtility and

fertile women groups .

2ry tubal 2ry non tubal
infertility infertility

fertile group
Variable

— 0 = 0
N=50 100%| N =50 100% N=50 100%

PID
history

No PID
history

Tables 2 shows that history of PID is highly signifitammong
women with 2ry tubal infertility compared to hisgoosf PID among
women with 2ry non-tubal infertility and fertile omen groups

using chi-square test.
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Results

Table 3— History of ectopic pregnancy among 2ry tubal
infertility group compared to history of ectogpoegnancy among

2ry non-tubal infertility and fertile women groups

2ry tubal 2ry nontubal fertile group

Variable infertility infertility

N=50 100% | N=50 100% N =50 100%

History of
ectopic

pregnancy

No

history of

ectopic

pregnancy

Table 3 Shows that history of ectopic pregnancy is sigaift
among women with 2ry tubal infertility group comedrto history
of ectopic pregnancy among women with 2ry non-tubgertility

group but it is highly significant when comparedfértiie women

group using chi-square test.
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Results

Table 4— History of IUCDuse among 2ry tubal infertility group
compared to history of [UCDse among 2ry non-tubal infertility

and fertile women groups.

2ry tubal 2ry nontubal fertile group

infertilit infertilit
Variable Y Y

N=50 100% | N=50 100% N=50 100%

History
of
IUCD use

No

history of
IUCD use

Tables 4 Shows that history of [UCD use is significantaag
women with 2ry tubal infertility group comparedhstory of [IUCD
use among women with 2ry non-tubal infertility gpolut is highly
significant when compared to fertile women graspng chi-square

test.
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Results

Table 5— History of pelvic surgery among 2ry tubal nilégy
group compared to history of pelvic surgery ag@ny non-tubal
infertility and fertile women groups.

2ry tubal 2ry non tubal fertile group

infertilit infertilit
Variable Y Y

N=50 100%| N=50 100% N=50 100%

History of
pelvic

surgery

No
history of
pelvic

surgery

Table 5 Shows that history of pelvic surgefsilatation and
curettage (D&C) , ovarian cystectomy , myomectomy and pelvic
abscess) is highly significant among women with 2ry tubal
infertility compared to history of pelvic surgeaynong women with
2ry non-tubal infertility and fertile women groupssing chi-square
test.
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Results

Table 6 — History of appendectomy among 2ry tubal infaytil
group compared to history of appendectomy amaggi@n-tubal
infertility and fertile women groups .

2ry tubal 2ry non tubal fertile group

infertilit Infertilit
Variable 4 y

N=50 100% | N=50 100% N=50 100%

History of
appendectom)

No
history of
appendectom)

Table 6 Shows that history of appendectomy is not sigaiit
among women with 2ry tubal infertility compared history of
appendectomy among women with 2ry non tubal ititgrigroup

but it is significant when compared to fertile wameyroup using
chi-square test.
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Results

Table 7— History of miscarriage among 2ry tubal infigsti
group compared to history of miscarriage among rivn-tubal
infertility and fertile women groups .

2ry tubal 2ry nontubal fertile group

infertilit infertilit
Variable Y Y

N=50 100%| N=50 100% N=50 100%

History of

miscarriage

No
history of

miscarriage

Table 7 Shows that history of miscarriage is significantbyver
among women with 2ry tubal infertility group wheoompared to
history of miscarriage among women with 2ry nobaluinfertility
group but it is significantly higher when compatedertile women

group using chi-square test
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Results

Table 8 — History of termination of pregnancy among 2npdl
infertility group compared to history of termirat of pregnancy

among 2ry non-tubal infertility and fertile womgroups .

2ry tubal 2ry non tubal fertile group
infertility infertility
Variable

N=50 100%| N=50 100% N=50 100%

History of
termination

of pregnancy

NO
history of

termination

of pregnancy

Table 8 Shows that no statistically significant differenlbetween
2ry tubal infertility group and both control grau@ms regarding

history of termination of pregnancy using chi-sautast.
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Results

Table 9— Mode of delivery among 2ry tubal infertility group

compared to mode of delivery among 2ry non-tub8&rtiity and
fertile women groups .

2ry tubal 2ry non tubal fertile group
infertility infertility

Variable

N=50 100%| N=50 100% N=50 100%

Previous
CS

Normal

labour

Table 9 Shows that no statistically significant different the
mode of delivery among 2ry tubal infertility grogpmpared to the

mode of delivery among 2ry non-tubal infertilitynca fertile women
groups using chi-square test.
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