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Table 1. Indication of donor inseminated patients
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Table 2. Results of artificial donor insemination

pregnant non-pregnant total

Indication No. of patients
Azospermia 98
Severe oligospermia 9
Severe asthenospermia 1
Total 108
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No. of cycles inseminated 161 325 486

No. of inseminations 364 705 1069

Mean No. of inseminations/cycle 2.3 2.2 2.2
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Table 3. Number of inseminations and cycles in relation
to forty-one pregrancies

No. of inseminations No. of cycles

Total No. 364 161
Mean No./pregnancy 89+ 48 39+28
Range 2-29 1-15
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Table 4. Cumulative pregnancy rate of donor inseminated patients
Months of  No, of woman No. of woman Conception Cumulative Pregnancy No. of woman
insemination starting conceiving rate( %) rate( %) stopping

1 108 9 833 8.3 15(152% )
2 84 6 7.14 13.9 6( 7.7%)
3 62 8 12.90 213 5(9.3%)
4 49 5 10.20 259 4( 91%)
5 40 3 7.5 28.7 5(13.5%)
6 32 3 9.38 315 3(103%)
7 26 1 385 324 5{(20.0%)
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Fig. 1. Conception rate versus maternal age.

Number of cycles

9
8

v O =

24-27 28-31 32-35 36-40

Maternal age

Fig. 2. Number of cycles of insemination required to
conceive versus maternal age.
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Success rate of Artificial Donor Insemination

Hyeong Jong Lee, MD

Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Keimyung University

School of Medicine, Taegu, Korea

I anailized 108 cases of artificial donor inseminations at Keimyung university hospital from Jan. 1988

to Dec. 1991 to evaluate its effectiveness and relationship to maternal age.

The results were as follows

Of the 108 women, 41(38.0% ) achieved a pregnancy.

In pregnant cases the mean number of inseminations was 8.9, and mean number of cycles was 3.9.

The cumulative pregnancy rate after 2, 4 and 6 cycles was 13.9%, 25.9% and 31.5%, respectively.

As patients became older, lower conception rate was observed and more insemination cycles were

requied to conceive.

Key Words: Infertility, Donor insemination.



