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The Influence of Salpingostomy on the Pregnancy Rate of in Vitro Fertilization and Embryo Transfer in Wom-
en with Hydrosalpinx ZHONG Yiping. ZHOU Can-quan. ZHUANG Guang-lun, LIANG Xiao-yan, LI Jie, FANG
Cong. ( Reproductive Medicine Center. First Affiliated Hospital, Sun Yatsen University, Guangzhou 510080, China)

Abstract; [Objective] To evaluate the influence of salpingostomy on pregnancy rate of in vifro Fertilization and Embryo Trans-
fer(IVF-ET) in patients with hydrosalpinx. [ Methods] Data of 908 cycles with tubal factor infertility of IVF-ET, which were per-
formedin the Reproductive Medicine Center of First Affiliated Hospitak Sun Yat-sen University from February 1999 to January
2001, were analyzed retrospectively. Patients were divided into three groups according to treatment options of hydrosalpinx: Group
A: 23 cycles without treatment of hydrosalpinx before IV F- ET; group B: 22 cycles with salpingostomy performed under laparos cope
or open surgery before IVF-ET; group C: 863 cycles with Fallopian tube obstruction but no hydrosalpinx as contwl. [ Results] 1V F-
ET implantation rate was 9. 7%, 17.9 % and 16. 7%, respectively and pregnancy rate was 21. 7%, 40. 9% and 39. 2% respective-
ly in group A; group B and group C. Implantation rate and pregnancy rate in group A were significantly lower than that in the other
two groups [Conclusion] Implantation rate and clinical pregnancy rate in patients with hydrosalpinx without treatment are signifi-
cantly low. Salpingostomy performed before [VF-ET may improve IVF-ET implantation rate and pregnancy rate.

Key words: fertilization in vitro; embryo transfer; pregnancy; salpingostomy
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Table 1 IVF-ET outcome data for patients with tubal factor infertility
Group A Group B Group C P
IVF-cycles 23 22 863
Age(year) 31 7£3.0 .7+£3 8 31.7+3 8 =>0.05
Retrieved oocytes 12 4%6.1 .9+8 2 13.4+7 6 =>0.05
Fertilization rate (%) 70. 816 6 .5+16 1 71.2420. 4 =>0.05
Cleavage rate (%) 94 349.8 .3+12 3 94.01+12. 4 >0.05
Implantation rate (%) 9.7 17. 9 16 7 < 0. 001
Transferred embryos 4 0£0.5 .8+0 5 3.7£0 9 >0.05
Pregnancy rate (%) 21.7 40. 9 39 2 < 0. 001
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