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Table 2. Findings of laparoscopic chrmopertubation
| n
= 2 patient Results
A9 ERALS B8 UBAE 7AE AP 1 both spillage with peritubal adhesion(+)
i ) . L . on( 4+
F AT Ao 2440014 334 (H 1 28.84) Ak 2 b.Oth Spl.llage with rlght peritubal adhe.smn( )
3 right spillage, left distal tube obstruction
(Table 1). .
4 both spillage
5 both spillage with peritubal and pelvic adhesion

Table 1. Age distribution, infertility duration, pri-
mary or secondary infertility

Age(years) infertility primary or secon-
duration(years)  dary infertility
24 1 secondary
26 5 secondary
27 2 primary
27 5 secondary
27 2 primary
28 2 primary
28 2 secondary
29 3 secondary
29 1 secondary
30 3 primary
31 2 primary
32 6 secondary
33 6 secondary
33 2 secondary

QA 14 el o] B 4278 Table 29 QE}.
oA v HH 9% 2 dHNYE B AAR
3l
(e}

A7 317] Yl A 3328500 Foll A 14 2 A 4.9%01]
3 33t}

Jerd BREEE NP3 F A0S 149 F 8
Ao e GATAETHE AT, 54 l Ae A
AW Al Foli, 1o E Age) daloz

HHAFEE AB3AH(Table 3).

i Bt

P2HH Fo oA BEAF9 AFAA
247F oF 20~40% RE A& QomE dHe]
2% ARE Hrisle A 29 AJdS =4
- Fa% vES (A Gy 4 ARE
AAabsledle g d#Z 9%, Rubin¥® ZHAMH 2
B7A7AE To] At Marik®e B 7ZHso] 27
Wd Z2FEolut Rubin¥ HAPPHTE Eut QIzE
AAYeEH QdoiA F4AEQ whielgl Bl uf

(++)
right spillage, left proximal tube obstruction

~N o

left spillage, right proximal tube obstruction

8 both spillage with severe peritubal adhesion
(+++)

9 both spillage with pelvic adhesion(+ +)

10 right spillage, left proximal tube obstruction

11 right spillage, left distal tube obstruction

12  left spillage with peritubal adhesion(+ + +),
history of RSO*

13 left spillage with peritubal adhesion(+ + +),
history of right salpingectomy

14 both spillage

* RSO: right salpingo-oophorectomy
(+): mild adhesion

(+ +): moderate adhesion

(+ + +): severe adhesion

Table 3. Pregnancy outcome after laparoscopic chr-
mopertubation

patient  interval from lapa- Results
roscopy to pregna-
ncy(months)
1 5 full term delivery
2 3 on going pregnancy
3 1 on going pregnancy
4 1 full term delivery
5 1 on going pregnancy
6 2 full term delivery
7 1 full term delivery
8 1 ectopic pregnancy
9 4 full term delivery
10 2 full term delivery
11 1 full term delivery
12 1 full term delivery
13 4 on going pregnancy
14 2 on going pregnancy
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= Abstract=

Study on the Therapeutic Effect of Diagnostic Laparoscopy
with Chromopertubation in Intertile Patients

Du Ryong Lee, MD; Chi Heum Cho, MD; Sung Hye Kim. MD

Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology Keimyung University,
School of Medicine, Taegu, Korea

We achieved fourteen pregnancies among 285 cases by laparoscopic chromopertubation in the evaluation
of infertile women(4.9% ). Of these fourteen pregnancies, eight pregnancies were full term delivery, five pregna-
ncies are ongoing pregnancy and one pregnancy was ectopic pregnancy. Laparoscopic chromopertubation is
much useful diagnostic procedure about tubal, peritubal factor and has also therapeutic effect in infertile

patient.
Key Words: Infertility, Laparoscopic chromopertubation, Pregnancy



