


_ RESULTS
On Studying the prevalence of vaginal infections t(mainly. NeS.V.; trichomoniasis
snd condidissis, with and without IUCD: in the outpatient olinic of Kafer E1 Sheikh

genersl hospitel on & semple of 300 successive women we found the following results i

Table 1 ¢ Symptoms and signs of vaginitis.

_muocﬁ Ing9¥% Group II. n=66 % Group IIIn = 59 X% w..J
__um¢m . No. % No. % No. % value
mwawﬂoam wn
Veginael discharge |69 100% 66 100% 59 100% > 0.05
O0ffensive odor 45 65.2% 42 63.6% 4 32 54,2% % 0405
f
Pruritus vulvae 36 5242% 34 51.2% 31 524 5% ? 0.05
Dysuria 12 17.4% 14 21.2% 18 30. 5% Y 0.05
. Dyspareunia 20 28.9% 18 27. 3% 16 27.1% Y 0405
Signs @
« Vaginal discharge |69 100% - 66 100% 59 100% > 0.05
. Congestion of vulval60 86.9% 55 83.3% 51 86. 4% > 0.05
and vagina

of cases of vaginitis in each group.

e e hen b e —— PRt -

._‘» n = number

— W

Group I = with Lippes loop

Group II = with qnamoo devices Group III=control group

This tabl&® shows that there was no statistically significant difference in the

incidence of symptoms aend signs of vaginitis in the three groups of study (P 0.05).



Pable 23 Shows the incidence of vaginitis in control women without IUCD, (Group III-100) and

those with co pper emoo IUCDs (Group II=100) and those with lippes loop (Group I
= HOOV.

Table 2 : Oversll incidence of vaginitis in control group, Lippes loop and Cu emoo IUCD.

veginitis No vaginitis 4
Groups
No % No %
Lippes loop (100) 69 69% 31 N%
Copper T,nq (100) 66 _mma 34 34%
_ control (100) 59 59% n 0
Lo}
l .
- P. value Vo.om > 0405
Total group (300 ) 194 64 7% 106 35.3%

This table shows that the incidence of vaginitias among the control group was 59%, among
women wearing copper T,,, IUCD was 66% and emong those wearing lippes loop was 69%, a diff-
erence which wes not statistically significant (P [ 0.05), end the incidence of vaginitis
among the total study groups was 64.7%.



Table 3%

Showe the incidence of different *qvmm,oh vaginitis in control women without

IUCD, (Group III = 100), in those with Lippes loop (Group I=100)and in those
with copper T,,, IUCD (Group II = 100).

Teble 3: Incidence of different types of vaginitils in Lippes loop, copper aNQOchu
and control group.

o

NeS.V. T V.V, Moniliasis Miked infestion

Group -

No. % No % No. % No %

Lippes loop (100) I | 32 32% 15 15% 18 18% 4 4%

Copper Thoq (100) IT | 30 30% 14 14% 16 169 3 ¥

N S L
m Control (100) III 26 26% 14 14% 18 18% 4 3

] . j

P. value. D 0405 7 0.05 > 0.05 0405

Total group (300) 88 454 4% 43 22.2% 52 26% 11 5.6

This table shows that N.S5.V.
total group of atudy reapectively.

accounted for 32°6,

0%, 26% and 45.4% in group I, II, 17T o
T.V.V acocounted for 15%, 14%, 14% and 22.,2% in the same

order of groups respectively Moniliasis accounted for 18%, 16%, 18% end 26.8% in the same order

regpectively.
respectively.
' types

Mixed infection accounted for 4%, 3%, 4% and 5.6% in the game order of groups
There was no gtatistically significant difference in the
of vaginitis in the study groups.

incidence of various
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Table 4 shows the effect of IUCD, on vaginal PH in patients without evidence

7 of veginitis in presence and absence of IUCD,.
o
Table. 4 Effect of IUCD, on veginal PH in cases without vaginitis.

Cases Range of PH Mean of FPH Standard deviation
: | s.n. *
Negative cames without +
- . Uom - b.om A.ooq ' - 0004
Hdﬂb@. ﬂH_. = #PU :..“....
Negative cases with 305 = 4.5 - 4.05 * 0.05
IUCD (. n = 65)
P . WQH—N@- V 0.05

This table shows that, the renge of PH was from 3.5 - 4.5 in both groups and the
mean was 4.07 mnn_+.0m in these without and with HcQUa reapectively, which was not
statistically significant (p > 0.05). This means that the presence of IUCD, did not
uwmnnmpombduq alter the vaginal FPH. ,



Table 5: shows PH valuee of the vaginal diacharge in normsl cases and in different

types of veginitis.

Table 5 ¢ PH of vaginal mpmoumamm in normal cases and with vaginal infections.

Normal vaginal N.S.V. T.V.V Candidal veginal

5 PHe discharge vaginal discharge | vaginal dis- discharge _

(n = 43) (n = 88) charge(n=43) (n = 52) m
| ngﬁc Uom.! L.om W - mom m - Qf...m 4 - L.om . %
0 | =

Mean 4.06 5.2 5.7 4.2

8.D. t 0.06 to.27 ¥ 0.05 to.25

This table shows that, the PH of normal veginal discharge ranged from 3.5 to

4.5, with a mean of 4,06 £ 0,06, The PH of N.S.V. vaginal discharge ranged from 5 to 5.5,

with mean of 5.2 ¥ 0,27 The PH of trichomonal vaginal discharge ranged from 5 to 6.5 with

a mean of 5.7 £ 0.05 and the PH of candidal vaginal discharge ranged from 4 to 4.5, with

a awm: of 4.2 * 0,25, There was statistically significant difference regarding PH of

vaginal discharge between the three groups of veginitis and that of the normal vaeginsl
discharge where (P < 0.05).
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Table 6: Shows the relation between Parity and Vaginitis.
Table 6 ¢ Parity and veginitis.

Parity § 4 Parity > 4 .
Groupa. . Ps Value
: Moo . % Nos %
womuﬁudo‘mmmon
| 143 T3e7% 51 26.3% | £ 0.05
ns= 194 _
Negative cases 8 | 73.6% 28 26, 4% W. Q
n « 106

This table shows that the inoldence of vaginitis was higher among
pathints of parity 4 times or less then among those above 4 (P { 0.05).



ey
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Table (7): Shows the relation between the age of patients and the inocidence
of vaginitis.
Table (7): Age and vaginitis.

I II III
20=30 years > 30=40 years Y40 years

Canes
: ) zo. & No. * No. &
Postiive caeses 79 404 7% 94 48, 5% 21 | 10.8%
(n = 194) o o
Negative cases 54 51% 44 4. 4% ‘s 7.6%

(n= 106)

P, value I & II > 0,05
1&IIr £ 0.05
IT&III = £ 0.05

This teble showa that the incidence of vaginitis was higher in patients

. from 20 = 40 years than above 40 yearss



Table 8 : Shows the relation between the duration of drm intrauterine
contraceptive devices and vaginitis.

Table 8 ¢+ Duration of Hcouu and vaginitis.

Duration § 2 years

Duration > 2 years P. value
Groups :
HqOo & Noe mm
Pogitive cases n = 135 110 81. 5% 25 18.5% £ 0.05
Negative cases ns 65 49 75 a&. 16 m»r_ma

| .w.\w....fi:.
i

L

TUCDs

Thts table showa that the inocidence of vaginitis was higher in patients with

for 2 years or less than smong patients more than 2 years (P < 0.05).
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Table (9):

Shows the asymptomatology in different types of vaginitis

Table (9): Symptomatology
Vaginal Offensive Pruritus -
Groups discharge Odor vulvae | Dysuria Dyspareunia

Noe % No. % No. % Noe % No, m 1.
NeSeV, (I) 88 |100% 72 81.8% 12 13.6% | 5 5. 7% 8 9,1% -
n = 88 |
DYV (II) |43 |100% 37 |8 % |32 |14.4% |21 |25.6% | 23
ns= 43 _ _
Monilial (IIX)
vaginitis 62 100% - - 46 88, 5% 24 46 . 2% 22
n= §2

mmm,mw.&nm vaginal discharge

P. value
Regarding offensive odor
P. value I & II > 0,05
Regarding pruritus vulvae:
P. value I & II < 0,05
I & I11£0.05
IT& III > 0.05

I &II & III » 0.05

Regarding dysuria
P, value I & II ¢ 0,01

I& III
II & IIX

Regarding dyspareunia
P, value I & II

I&IIX
II & IIT

< 0,01
& 0401

£ 0,01
£ 0,01
> 0.05.




