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ABSTRACT

Correlation between Women Infertility and DITI

Hye-Won Kim, Yong—-Suk Kim, Kyung-Sub Lee

Kangnam Korean Hospital, Kyung Hee University, Seoul, Korea

Causes of infertility include a wide range of physical, as well as emotional factors. In Oriental
medicine, women's infertility is believed to be caused by the deficiency of the Chung and Ren

vessel.
hypersensitivity and/or body coldness, especially on

Then the Kidney Qi is collapsed and cold. Many infertility women complain the cold
the lower abdomen, back and knee. The aim

of this study is to examine the interrelationship between infertility and body surface temperature.
The 25 infertility women were allocated as infertiity group and 25 fertiity women (experienced

delivery or pregnancy), as control group at the Kangnam Korean Hospital,

KyungHee University,

Seoul, Korea, from April to December 2000. Thermographic observations for this study were made
using the Dorex DITI on 3 different areas’s cold hypersensitivity: lower abdomen, back and knee.
All data were coded for computer analysis and significances were tested by Mann-Whitney Test.
The mean AT for abdomen cold hypersensitivity was 0.25£1.77°C on control group and 1.00%°

0.39TC,
group and 1.21%0.58%C,

0.70C on control group and 1.32+0.58°C, infertility group.

infertility group. The mean 4T for back cold hypersensitivity was
infertility group. The mean 4T for knee cold hypersensitivity was 0.65+

1.75£040C on control

it was revealed that the cold hypersensitivity on the lower abdomen, back and knee are
significantly inter-related to the women infertility. These results do not conflict with the view of

Oriental medicine.

According to the above results,

it is concluded that the body surface temperature, cold

hypersensitivity and/or body coldness, have a great effect on women infertility.
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Table 1. Distribution of Age

53



S0y Aol ozt F7

DITIE &gt

Age Experiment group| Control group
20's 7 , 5
30's 17 15
40's 1 5
Total 25 25
Mean£S.D 31.20+£3.42 33.00£5.18
P> 05

AYZL B AE &5 29671112, BF 3
B 2nyl 286611.03, B AT7F 1.00+0.395 2
o gzFe BT FERLEI 28664204, FF B
B2yl 28401100, BF 4T/ 026L177=2 A
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(Table 2)

Table 2. Comparison of lower abdomen
temperature

Mean upper | Mean lower
Group | - abdomen abdomen  [Mean 4T(T)
temperature( C) | temperature(C)

BRI re1iy | 6610 | L00H039

group
Control

2866204 2840£1.00 05177
group

P<0.005
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Table 3. Comparison of lower back temperature

Mean lower .
Mean hip Mean
Grow bk perae(C) | A4T(C)
Ta
temperature(C) TP
Experiment
TR oo 085 | 723418 | 1214058
group :
Control group| 28491122 B73+107 1751040
P<0.001
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Table 4. Comparison of knee temperature

Mean thigh| Mean knee
Group temperature| temperature| Mean 4T(C)
(T ()
] ZI/4E10 | 2651109
Experiment group - 6 132058’
736E10 | 670113
Control group ) ) 0651070°
P<0.001
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