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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Infertility is highly stressful to married couple and has various social
and psychological problems leading adverse impact on quality of life. The study
examined the quality of life and factors associated with quality of life among infertile

and non-infertile women.

Materials and Methods: Case control study was carried out among infertile and
non-infertile women to compare their QoL using the World Health Organisation
Quality of Life-BREF (WHOQOL-BREF) questionnaire. Altogether 92 married
women of reproductive age 20-49 facing infertility/subfertility problems were
selected as cases and controls were selected in 1:1 ratio with cases after matching.The
written and verbal inform consent was taken from patients and ethical approval was
taken from NHRC. Epi-data was used for data entry and data was analyzed using
SPSS. The data collection in this study was from May 20 2019 to June 20 2019.
Multivariable analysis was applied to the variable after bivariate analysis for the

adjustment.

Results: The prevalence of infertility was found 9.1%, among then 43.5% had
primary and 56.5% secondary infertility. The mean age of marriage of infertile
women was significantly higher than that of non- infertile women (p 0.001).The
average BMI score of infertile women was significantly higher than that of non-
infertile women (p0.001). Similarly the average perceived stress score among
infertile women (28.9+4.61) and non infertile women (25.27+3.36), average anxiety
score among infertile women (8.71£3.0) and among non-infertile (7.78+2.89), and

average depression score among infertile women (8.14+2.67) and among non-infertile
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The total and subscale wise perceived social support score of infertile women was
significantly lower than non-infertile women (p<0.001). The overall and inter-domain
QoL score of infertile women was significantly lower than non-infertile women
(p<0.001). Family planning methods used before first child (AOR-16.59, p=0.025),
occupation (AOR-16.88, p=0.023) and induced abortion (AOR-0.086, p=0.047) were
found as significant determinants of infertility at 95% CI. Among infertile women,
only two factors, perceived stress (AOR- 10.13, 95% CI: 3.52-29.18) and perceived
social support (AOR- 3.412, 95% CI: 1.15-10.101) found as important determinants
of quality of life among infertile women, where as moderate to severe level of
depression (AOR- 14.61, 95% CI: 2.37-89.96); mild level of depression (AOR- 3.42,
95% CI: 1.08-10.86), perceived social support (AOR- 4.94, 95% CI: 1.51-16.14) and
RH problems (AOR- 3.539, 95% CI: 1.01-12.46) found as the determinants of quality

of life among control (non-infertile women).

Conclusion: The findings of this study revealed that the overall and inter domain
quality of life of infertile women were lower than that of non-infertile women. A
community-based and multicultural study involving more districts may shed more
light on this topic in future research. Health service strengthening, priority to
infertility in RH programs and counseling sessions should be incorporated as part of

the holistic approach in the day-to-day management of the infertile women.
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Introduction

Infertility in this study was taken as women not able to become pregnant and not
maintaining that pregnancy to live birth and in male, when motile and viable sperm
can’t find in ejaculation of man than such a male can be define as infertile. If very few
viable sperms exist and have no zero risk of pregnancy in his female partner, than the
male can be defined as sub-fertile or infertile. Now a days, through different treatment
procedures and advances in reproductive technologies, assisted pregnancy is possible
in the world, so patient friendly term “subfertility” is used as equivalent term of

infertility.!


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664; this version posted January 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

MATERIALS AND METHODS OF STUDY

A a case control study was conducted after doing screening survey among 1351
married women of reproductive age (20-49 years) to identify cases (infertile women)
and controls (non-infertile women) from different four local institutions of Syangja
and Kaski district of Gandaki Province, Nepal, which were selected on the basis of
multistage sampling. The study population of this study was reproductive age (20-49
years) women facing infertility problems as case and reproductive age (20-49 years)
women from same geographic area without infertility condition were selected as
control. Selected sample size was 92 cases and 92 controls. Survey was conducted to
find out the participants through screening questionnaires. Women of reproductive
age at risk of becoming pregnant, who report unsuccessfully trying for a pregnancy
for more than two years, was selected as cases and married women of reproductive
age (20-49) without infertility problems from same geographical areas were included
as control in the research study.Those clients who did not want to take part in research
study and Known male factor infertility was excluded from the study. The controls
were selected by matching age and level of literacy with cases. Written and verbal
consent was taken from participants before data collection. Ethical clearance was be
taken from Nepal Health Research Council. Semi structure questionnaire was used to
collect the data using the World Health Organisation Quality of= Life-BREF
(WHOQOL-BREF) questionnaire.The pretesting of individual tools for its validity
and reliability was done in Pokhara 30 Khudi among 9 case and 9 controls. Epi-data
was used for data entry and data was analyzed using SPSS. The data collection in this
study was from May 20 2019 to June 20 2019. Multivariable analysis was applied to

the variable after bivariate analysis for the adjustment.
CHAPTER-1V - RESULTS

4.2.1 Socio-demographic characteristics of the participants

Table 1: Age at marriage

Age at marriage N Mean SD SEmean p value

Infertile 92 19.35 3.083 0.321 0.21
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Non-infertile 92 18.05 2.226 0.232

Total 184 18.70 2.759 0.203

In this study 92 infertile/sub-fertile and 92 non-infertile women with the mean age at
marriage was 32.86+6.201 were evaluated. The average (Mean+SD) age at marriage
among infertile and non-infertile was 18.7+2.759 years. The mean age at marriage in
infertile women was more than non-infertile ones, but the difference was not

significant (p=0.21).

Table 2: Reproductive problems

RH problems Infertile Non-infertile Total

Frequency %  Frequency %  Frequency %

Have any RH Yes 92 100 18 19.6 110 59.8
problems

No 0 0.00 74 80.4 74 40.2
Irregular Yes 25 27.2 5 27.8 30 273
menstruation  (n-

No 67 72.8 13 72.2 80 72.7
110)
Uterine prolapsed ~ Yes 0 0 1 55 1 0.9
(n-110) No 92 100 17 945 109  99.1
Uterine cancer Yes 1 1.08 1 5.5 2 1.8
(N-110) No 91 9892 17 945 108 982
VDS Yes 14 15.2 8 44 .5 22 20
(N-110) No 78 84.8 10 455 38 80
Miscarriage Yes 16 17.39 0 0 16 14.5
(N-110)

No 76 82.61 18 100 94 85.5
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Have you Yes 82 89.1 10 55.5 92 83.6

examined the RH

bl No 10 10.9 8 44.5 18 16.4
problems

Among total respondents 58.7% reported different reproductive health problems
including infertility/sub-fertility during study, among them27.3% respondents were
suffering from irregular menstruation, 20% from VDS, followed by miscarriage

(14.5%), uterine cancer (1.8) and others.

19.6% of non-infertile women had reported different RH problems. The prevalence of
irregular menstruation among infertile found 27.2%, whereas only 5.4 % among non-
infertile. Similarly among women with reproductive health problems, 15.2% infertile
women and 44.5% non infertile women were suffering from VDS. Among infertile
women 81.5% had visited for examination treatment of RH problems, whereas 55.5
non-infertile women with RH problems found visited for examination/ treatment of

RH problems
4.2.3 Psychosocial problems of the participants

Among different psychosocial problems the perceived stress, anxiety, depression, and

social support of participants were measured using different tools in this study.

The study showed that the infertile women were perceived high stress, anxiety and
depression than non-infertile women. Similarly infertile women found perceived low

social support than non-infertile women.

Table 3: Psychosocial problems

Psychosocial problems Infertile (n=92) Non-infertile Total (n=184)
(n=92)

Frequency %  Frequency %  Frequency %

Perceived stress

Below mean(normal 26 28.3 57 62.0 83 45.11

stress)
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Above mean(high stress) 66 71.7 35 38.0 101 54.89
Mean+SD 28.934+4.62 25.27+3.57 27.103+4.50

Anxiety and depression

Depression Normal 36 39.1 60 65.2 96 52.12
Mild 40 43.5 23 25 63 34.24
Moderate 15 16.3 9 9.8 24 13.04
Severe 1 1.1 0 0 1 0.5
Mean+SD 8.14+2.67 6.86+2.49 7.50£2.65

Anxiety Normal 31 33.7 47 51.1 78 42.39
Mild 38 41.3 30 326 68 36.95
Moderate 20 21.7 13 14.1 33 17.93
Severe 3 33 2 22 5 2.72
Mean+SD 8.7143.05 7.78+2.89 8.254+3.00

Perceived Social Support

Other Low PSS 1 1.1 0 0 1 0.5
support
Medium PSS 35 38 15 16.3 50 27.17
High PSS 56 60.9 77 83.7 133 72.28
Family Low PSS 5 54 0 0 5 2.72
support
Medium PSS 37 40.2 19 20.7 56 30.43
High PSS 50 54.3 73 79.3 123 66.85

Friend Low PSS 3 3.3 2 22 5 2.72
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support

Medium PSS 68 73.9 41 446 109 59.24
High PSS 21 22.8 49 533 70 38.04
Total Low PSS 1 1.1 1 .1 2 1.08
Medium PSS 56 60.9 19 20.7 75 40.76
High PSS 35 38 72 78.3 117 63.59
Mean+SD 58.77+£7.87 64.06+7.78 62.22+8.54

Among infertile women 71.7% perceived high stress, where only 38% of non-infertile
women were perceived high stress. Mean score of perceived stress among infertile
and non-infertile was 27.103+4.50. In an average the infertile women found to

perceived more stress (28.9+4.619) than non-infertile women (25.27+3.567).

Level of Anxiety and depression of participants were measured using HADS tools.
Among infertile women, 39.1% had normal depression level, 43.5% mild depression
level among, 16.3% had moderate depression level and only 1.1% infertile women
had severe depression level. Similarly among non-infertile women nearly two thirds
(65.2%) of non-infertile women had normal depression level, 25% had mild level and

nearly one in ten (9.8%) had moderate level of depression.

One third of infertile women (33.7%) had normal anxiety level, 41.3% had mild,
21.7% had moderate and only in 3.3% infertile women found severe anxiety level.
Similarly among non-infertile women more than half (51.1%) respondents had normal
anxiety level, nearly one third (32.6%) had mild anxiety level, moderate level anxiety

problem in 14.1% and severe level of anxiety among 2.2% of non-infertile women.

Among infertile women 1.1% were perceived low social support nearly two third
(60.09%) infertile women found perceived medium social support and more than one
third (38.0%) of infertile women perceived high social support. Similarly among non-
infertile women only 1.1% had perceived low social support, 20.7% had medium

social support and 78.3% perceives high social support.
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Table 4: Quality of life score of respondents

Infertile n=92 Non-infertile Total n= 184
n=92

Domain Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Physical 60.66 9.38 68.64 11.16  64.65 11.03
Psychological 50.85 9.92 57.64 9.61 54.25 10.32
Social Relations 57.97 12.03 67.75 1337 62.86 13.60
Environment 48.64 10.37 57.98 1046  53.31 11.39
Overall score 54.01 7.79 62.30 7.82 58.15 8.82

From above table the mean quality of life score among total respondents was
58.15+8.82. Average total quality of life score as well as domain wise quality of life
score among infertile women (54.01£7.79) was lower than that of non-infertile

women (62.3£7.82).
4.3 Bivariate Analysis

4.3.1 Factors associated with infertilities

Table 5: Association of infertility problems with demographic characteristics

Dependent Infertile Non- Chi - OR (95% C.1.) p-
n (%) infertile square value
o value
Factors n (%)
Occupation Business/Job/ 46(63) 27(37) 8.19 2.41(1.3-4.42) 0.005*
of Labor
respondents
Agriculture*® 46(41.4)  65(58.6)
Occupations  Business/ Job 40(48.7)  38(51.3) 0.11 1.05(0.53-2.44) 0.905
of
Husband’s Labor/Foreign 37(48.7)  39(51.3) 0.95(0.41-2.21) 0.903

employment
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Agriculture* 15(50) 15(50)
Age at > 20 years 42(67.7)  20(32.2) 11.77 3.024(1.59-5.75) 0.001#
marriage
<20 Years* 50(41) 72(59)
Socioecono  Highest quintile 20(52.6) 18(47.4) 0.54 1.41 (0.51-3.9) 0.503
mic status
Fourth quintile 19(51.4) 18(48.6) 1.34 (0.85-3.72) 0.570
Middle quintile 18(48.6) 19(51.4) 1.21(0.43-3.34) 0.719
Second quintile 24(51.1)  23(48.9) 1.33 (0.51-3.52) 0.568
Lowest quintile* 11(44) 14(56)
BMI of Below normal 5(45.50) 6(54.5) 8.44 1.18 (0.33-4.12) 0.793
respondents
Overweight and 44(63.8)  25(36.2) 2.49 (1.33-4.67) 0.004#
obesity
Normal* 43(41.3)  61(58.7)

*Reference catagories, # significantly associated

The above table showed that, the occupation of respondent was significantly
associated with infertility problems among women (p = 0.005). Women engaged in
paid job (Business/Job/Labor) were 2.41 times more likely to have infertility
problems than women didn’t hve paid job (Housewife/Agriculture) (OR-2.241,95%
CI: 1.30-4.42). Age at marriage of women, 20years and above weresignificantly
associated with infertility problems in women (p= 0.001).Women married after 20 or
above years were 3.02 times more likely to have infertility problem than in women

who were married before age of twenty years (OR-3.02, 95%CI: 1.589-5.75).

The socioeconomic status of respondents was not significantly associated with
infertility problems. The body mass index of women was significantly associated with
infertility problems in women. Leanness/thinness (BMI below18) has no association
with infertility where as women with overweight and obesity (>25 BMI) have 2.49
times more likely to have infertility problems than women having normal (18-25)

BMI (OR-249, 95% CI: 1.33-4.67).
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Table 6: Association of infertility problems with other reproductive health problems

Dependent \ Non- Chi- OR P value

infertile  square (95%CI)
value

Independent n (%) n(%)

Irregular menstruation ~ Yes  25(833)  5(16.7) 1593  6.49(2.35-17.85)  <0.001#

No*  67(43.5) 87(56.5)

Ever faced miscarriage Yes 34(60.7)  22(39.3) 24.04 6.01(2.85-12.67) <0.001#

or abortion
No* 18(20.5)  70(79.5)

Induced abortion Yes 6(28.6)  15(71.4) 14.55 0.10(0.03-0.35) <0.001#
No* 28 (80.0)  7(20.0)

VDS Yes 14(63.6) 8(36.4) 1.86 1.89(0.752-4.74) 0.173

No*  78(48.1)  84(51.9)

Use of family planning Yes 22(84.6)  4(15.4) 14.51 6.914(2.28-20.99) 0.001#

devices before first baby
No* 70(44.3)  88(55.7)

Use of hormonal Yes 13(86.7)  2(13.3)  0.12 1.44(0.17-12.23) 0.736

contraceptives before 1%
birth No* 9(81.8) 2(18.2)

Use of family planning ~ Yes  24(27.6)  63(72.4)  25.15  0.025(0.003-0.2)  0.001#

devices after first baby
No* 15(93.8) 1(6.3)

Use of hormonal Yes 21(29.6)  50(70.4) 0.38 1.47(0.43-4.99) 0.537
contraceptives after 1%

birth No* 4222)  14(77.8)

*Reference catagories, # significantly associated

Binary logistic regression was employed to calculate un-adjusted odds ratio between
infertility problems in women and socio-demographic variables. Above table shows
that irregular menstruation, history of miscarriage or abortion, induced abortion, use

of family planning devices before and after 1% birth of baby was statistically
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associated with infertility problems in women. Women with irregular menstruation
were nearly seven times more likely to have infertility problems than regularly
menstruating women (OR-6.49, 95% CI: 2.35-17.85) whereas vaginal discharge

syndrome was not significantly associated with infertility problems.

Women who had faced miscarriage or abortion in their reproductive lives found more
vulnerable to infertility problems. From the women ever faced miscarriage or induced
abortion were six times more likely to have infertility problems than women never
faced miscarriage or induced abortion (OR-6.01, 95%CI:2.85-12.67). Although
miscarriage or abortion showed association with infertility problems, the induced
abortion was protective to infertility problems than women not conducted induction
abortion (OR-0.10, 95%CI: 0.03-0.35). Similarly use of family planning devices
before first baby was significantly associated with infertility problems in women. The
women who used any family planning devices before birth of first baby were nearly
seven times more likely to have infertility problems than women who didn’t used any
family planning devices before first baby (OR-6.914, 95%CI: 2.28-20.99). The use of
major types of contraceptives (hormonal/non-hormonal) by women before first baby
by women was not significantly associated with infertility problems but women who
used hormonal family planning devices before birth of first baby found 1.444 times
more likely to have infertility problems than women who had used non-hormonal
family planning devices before first baby (OR-1.44, 95%CI: 0.17-12.23). Use of
family planning devices after birth of first baby was statistically associated with
infertility problems in women (OR-0.025, CI: 0.003-0.20). Use of hormonal
contraceptives after birth of baby was 1.470 times more likely to have infertility
problems in women than women who used non-hormonal contraceptives but the

difference was not significant (OR-1.47, 95% CI: 0.43-4.992).

4.3.2 Association of infertility with frequency of visit for treatment and cost for

treatment of RH problems

Table 7: Association of infertility with frequency of visit for treatment and cost for

treatment of RH problems

Infertility problem chi square OR (95%CI) p-value

test

Infertile Non-infertile
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Frequency of visit

Above mean 40(43.5) 5(5.4) 36.035 13.38 (4.97-36.06)  <0.001#
(>3.54)
Below mean 52(56.5) 87(94.6)
(<3.54)

Treatment cost of RH problems

Above median 51(62.2) 1(5.9) 17.91 26.31(3.32-208)  <0.001#
(>30000)

Below median 31(37.8) 16(94.1)

(<30000)

Treatment cost of RH problems within 3 months

Above 14(66.7)  1(11.1) 7778 16(1.66-154-59)  0.014#@
median(10900)

Below median 7(33.3) 8(88.9)
(10900)

@Fishers exact test; # Significat at p<0.05

Women with infertility problems were 13.38 times more likely to visit different places
for treatment for more than 3 times than non-infertile women with reproductive
problems (OR-13.38, 95%CI: 4.97-36.06). The infertile women found investing
significantly more amount of money than non-infertile women (OR-26.31, 95%CI:
3.32-208). Similarly the amount of cost invested for treatment of RH problems was
significantly different between infertile & non-infertile women (OR- 16, 95%CI: 1.66-
154-59)

4.3.3 Association of psychosocial variables with infertility problems

Table 8: Association of perceived stress, anxiety and depression levels, and perceived

social support with infertility problems

Factors Fertility problem Chi - OR (95% C.L) p-value

square

Infertile Non-infertile value
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n(%) n(%)
Perceived stress
High stress 66(71.7) 35(38) 21.09  4.13(2.27-7.67) <0.001#
Low stress * 26(28.3) 57(62)

Perceived social support

Low to medium Social support*  57(62.0) 20(21.7) 30.57  5.86(3.06-11.21)  <0.001#

High Social support 35(38.0) 72(78.3)

Hospital anxiety level

Moderate to severe 23 (25) 15 (16.3) 5.91 2.32(1.05-5.13) 0.037#
Mild 38(41.3) 30(32.6) 1.92(0.99-3.71) 0.052
Normal* 3(33.7) 4(51.1)

Hospital Depression level

Moderate to severe 16(17.4) 9(9.8) 12.55 2.96(1.18-7.40) 0.02#
Mild 40(43.5) 23(25) 2.89(1.50-5.60) 0.002#
Normal* 36(39.1) 60(65.2)

*Reference variable, #significant association

The infertility problem was significantly associated with different psychosocial
factors. The infertility problem was significantly associated with perceived stress
(pvalue < 0.001). Women with infertility problems have more than four times more
likely to perceived high stress then non- infertile women (OR-4.134, 95%CI: 2.27-
7.67). Similarly women with infertility problems have 5.86 times more likely to
perceive low social support than non-infertile women (OR-5.863, 95%CI: 3.06-
11.21).

The infertile women were 2.32 times more likely to have moderate to severe level of
anxiety than non-infertile women. Similarly the mild level of anxiety was higher
among infertile women then non-infertile (OR-1.920, 95%CI: 0.993-3.713). Infertile

women were nearly three times more risk to moderate to severe level of depression
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(OR-2.96, 95%CI: 1.18-7.40) and mild level of depression (OR-2.89, 95%CI: 1.50-

5.60) than non-infertile women.

Table 9: Association between infertility problems with perceived social support

Infertile ~ Non-infertile chisquare p-value OR (95%CI)
test

Other support
Low to medium support 36(39.1) 15(16.3) 11.963 0.001 3.3(1.65-6.6)
high social support 56(60.9) 77(83.7)

Family support
Low to medium support 42(45.7) 19(20.7) 12.973 <0.001 3.227(1.68-6.19)
high social support 50(54.3) 73(79.3)

Friends
Low to medium support 71(77.2) 43(46.7) 18.08 <0.001  3.853(2.039-7.28)
high social support 21(22.8) 49(53.3)

The above table showesthat, family, friends and other subscales of perceived social

support were statistically associated with infertility problem (p<0.001). The women

with infertility problems perceived lower friend, family and other social support than

non-infertile women.
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4.3.4 Factors associated with Quality of life

Table 10: Quality of life score mean difference among case and control

Quality of life Infertile Non-infertile Mean Difference  p value

N Mean SD N Mean SD

Physical Health 92 60.66  9.38 92 68.64 11.16 -7.98 <0.001
Psychological 92 50.58  9.92 92 57.64  9.61 -6.79 <0.001
Social Relations 92 579 12.04 92 67.75 13.37 -9.78 <0.001
Environment 92 48.6 1037 92 5798 104 -9.34 <0.001
Overall QOL 92 54.0 7.79 92 62.3 7.82 -78.28 <0.001

In this case control study, 184 infertile and non-fertile women with the mean age
32.86+6.201 were compared. The mean score of overall quality of life and it all
physical, psychological, social relationship and environmental domains in infertile

women was significantly lower than that of non-infertile women (p= < 0.001).

Table 11: Factors associated with overall quality of life

Dependent Poor Quality Good Quality  Chi— OR (95% C.I.) P value
of Life of Life square
o o value
Independent n (%) n (%)
Age of 20-29 years 32(50.8) 31(49.2) 1.68 0.79(0.32-1.89) 0.596
respondents
30-39 years 40(44) 51(56.0) 0.60(0.26-1.38) 0.229
40-49 years* 17(56.7) 13(43.3)
Age at Below 20 years 55(45.1) 67(54.9) 1.56 0.67(0.36-1.25) 0.211
Marriage
20 or above * 34(54.8) 28(45.2)
Ethnicity Other than 44(46.3) 51(53.7) 0.33 0.84(0.473-1.50) 0.567

Brahmin /Chhetri
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Brahmin /Chhetri*  45(50.6) 44(49.4)
Religion Other than Hindu 10(50.0) 10(50.0) 0.024 1.07(0.42-2.72) 0.877
Hindu* 79(48.2) 85(51.8)
Educational ~ Below secondary 36(44.4) 45(55.6) 0.89 0.75(0.41-1.35) 0.345
Level
Secondary or 53(51.5) 50(48.5)
above *
Occupation  Business/Job/ 39(53.4) 34(46.6) 1.24 1.39(0.77-2.53) 0.266
of Labor/
respondents
Agriculture* 50(45.0) 61(55.0)
Husband’s Business /Job 38(48.7) 40(51.3) 0.06 0.95(0.41-2.20) 0.905
occupation
Labor/ Foreign 36(47.4) 40(52.6) 0.90(0.38-2.09) 0.807
employment
Agriculture * 15(50) 15(50)
Residence Urban 64(48.5) 68(51.5) 0.002 1.02(0.53-1.93) 0.96
Rural * 25(48.1) 27(51.9)
Socio- Highest quintile 15(39.5) 23(60.5) 3.22 0.43(0.15-1.22) 0.113
economic
status Fourth quintile 16(43.2) 21(56.8) 0.51(0.18-1.42) 0.198
Middle quintile 19(51.4) 18(48.6) 0.70(0.25-1.96) 0.503
Second quintile 24(51.1) 23(48.9) 0.69(0.26-1.86) 0.470
Lowest quintile* 15(60) 10(40)
Treatment <30000 29(61.7) 18(38.3) 1.46 0.59(0.25-1.38) 0.227
cost for RH
*
problems >30000 38(73.1) 14(26.9)
Having RH  Yes 75(68.2) 35(31.8) 42.99 9.184(4.53-18.618) <0.001#
Problems

No * 14(18.9) 60(81.1)
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Table 28: Cont. ...

Dependent Poor Good Chi - OR (95% C.I.) P value
Quality of Quality of  square
Life Life value
n (%) n (%)
Infertility Infertile 23(25.0) 69(75.0) 40.24  7.63(0.89-14.70) <0.001#
problem
Non-infertile*  66(71.7) 26(28.3)
Types of Primary 42(75.0) 14(25.0) 0.75 1.50(0.59-3.76) 0.386
infertility
Secondary* 24(66.7) 12(33.3)
Irriguralmen  Yes 21(70.0) 9(30.0) 0.063 1.12(0.45-2.79) 0.802
sturation
No* 54(67.5) 26(32.5)
VDS Yes 20 (90.9) 2(9.1) 6.54 6(1.31-27.33) 0.011#
No* 55(62.5) 33(37.5)
Ever faced Yes 30(53.6) 26(46.4) 6.01 2.34(1.18-4.67) 0.014#
miscarriage
%
or abortion No 29(33.0) 59(67.0)
Induced Yes 5(23.8) 16(76.2) 11.96  0.12(0.03-0.43) 0.001#
abortion
No* 25(71.4) 10(28.6)
Social Yes 33(68.8) 15(31.3) 10.80  3.14(1.56-6.23) 0.001#
discriminati
ES
on No 56(41.2) 80(58.8)
BMI of Below 3(27.3) 8(72.7) 15.29  0.60(0.15-2.39) 0.470
respondents Normal
Overweight 46(66.7) 23(33.3) 3.20(1.69-6.05) <0.001#

and obesity

Normal* 40(38.5)

64(61.5)
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Perceived

stress

Anxiety

level

Depression

level

Perceived
social

support

High stress

Low stress*

Moderate to

severe

Mild

Normal*

Moderate to

severe

Mild

Normal*

Low to

medium PSS

High PSS*

70(69.3)

19(22.9)

28(73.7)

28(52.9)

25(32.1)

22(88.0)

37(58.7)

30(31.3)

58(75.3)

31(29.0)

31(30.7)

64(77.1)

10(26.3)

32(47.1)

53(67.9)

3(12.0)

26(41.3)

66(68.8)

19(24.7)

76(71.0)

39.30

18.63

39.69

38.52

7.60(3.91-14.77)

5.93(2.50-14.09)

2..38(1.21-4.68)

16(4.48-58.09)

3.13(1.61-6.06)

7.48(3.84-14.55)

<0.001#

<0.001#

0.011

<0.001#

0.001

<0.001#

*Reference catagories, #significant association

The quality of life score by WHO-QoL- BREF was categorized into two groups based

on mean score (52.01+£7.98). Respondents achieved average quality life score less

than mean score were categorized as poor quality of life and greater or equal mean

score as good quality of life.

Binary logistic regression was used to calculate the crude odds ratio between overall

quality of life and socio-demographic variables. Higher the socioeconomic status the

quality life found increased, but the association was not statistically significant.

Women in highest quintile as per IWI group were more protective to have poor

quality of life than women in lowest quintile of IWIgroup (OR- 0.435, 95%CI: 1.55-

1.219). Similarly women in fourth quintile group were also found protective to have
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poor quality of life than women in lowest quintile of IWI group (OR-0.508, 95%CI:
0.181-1.424).

Among different reproductive health related factors, having RH problems, infertility
problems, having VDS, and social discrimination were significant for poor quality of
life. Having RH problems (OR- 9.184, 95%CI: 4.53-18.618), infertility problems
(OR-7.63, 95%CI: 3.89-14.70), VDS (OR- 6, 95%CI: 1.317-27.33), ever faces
miscarriage or abortion (OR-2.34, 95%CI: 1.18-4.67) social discrimination (OR-3.14,
95%CI: 1.56-6.23) were more likely to have poor quality of life than those who have
no such reproductive problems. Where as having history of induced abortion found
protective for poor quality of life then women without history of induced abortion

(OR-0.12, 95%CI: 0.036-0.433).

Similarly the poor quality of life was significantly associated with different
anthropometric and psychosocial variables such as BMI of respondents, perceived
stress, anxiety levels, depression levels and perceived social support by respondents.
The women with overweight and obesity were three times more likely to have poor
quality of life than women with normal BMI (OR-3.20, 95%CI: 1.691-6.054).
Similarly women with high perceived stress were 7.60 times more likely to have poor
quality of life than women with low perceived stress (OR-7.60, 95%CI: 3.91-14.77).
The level of anxiety and depressions were significant for poor quality of life.
Moderate to severe level of anxiety (OR- 5.936, 95%CI: 2.500-14.092), mild anxiety
level (OR-2.38, CI: 1.21-4.67), moderate to severe level of depression (OR-16,
95%CI: 4.48-58.09), mild depression level (OR-3.13, 95%CI: 1.61-6.06) levels of
depression and anxiety were more likely to have poor quality of life than those with
normal anxiety and depression levels. Likewise the women who perceived low social
supports were 7.484 times more likely to have poor quality of life than perceived high
social supports (OR-7.48, 95%CI: 3.84-14.56).

4.3.5 Factors associated with quality of among infertile women

Table 12: Associated between socio-demographic and quality of life of infertile

women

Dependent Poor Quality Chi — OR (95% C.I.) P

square value

Poor QoL Good QoL value
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Independent n (%) n (%)*
Age of 20-29 Years 26 (78.8) 7(21.2) 1.27 1.688(0.44-6.49)  0.446
respondents
30-39 Years 29(67.4) 14(32.6) 0.942(0.27-3.24)  0.738
40-49 Years * 11(68.8) 5(31.3)
Age at <20 years 36(72.0) 14(28) 0.004 1.03(0.41-2.56)  0.952
Marriage
20 or above * 30(71.4) 12(28.6)
Ethnicity Other 33(68.8) 15(31.2) 0.44 0.73(0.29-1.83)  0.560
Brahmin 33(75.0) 11(25.0)
/Chhetri*
Religion Other 6(54.5) 5(45.5) 1.82@  0.42(0.12-1.52)  0.282
Hinduism* 60(74.1) 21(25.9)
Educational Below 24 (70.6) 10(29.4) 0.04 0.91(0.36-2.33)  0.851
Level secondary
Secondary or 42(72.4) 16(27.6)
above *
Occupation  Business/Job/ 34(73.9) 12(26.1) 0.21 1.24(0.5-3.08) 0.643
of Labor/
respondents
Agriculture* 32(79.6) 14(30.4)
Husband’s ~ Business /Job 28(70.0) 12(30.0) 0.53 1.16(0.33-4.149)  0.812
occupation
Labor/ Foreign 28(75.7) 9(24.3) 1.556(0.42-5.77)  0.509
employment
Agriculture * 10(66.7) 5(33.3)
Residence  Urban 46(69.7) 20(30.3) 0.48 0.69(0.24-1.98)  0.488
Rural * 20(76.9) 6(23.1)

Socio- Highest quintile  13(65.0) 7(35.0) 411  0.413(0.07-2.46) 0.332
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economic

Fourth quintile 11(57.9) 8(42.1) 0.306(0.05-1.82)  0.192
status
Middle quintile 15(83.3) 3(16.7) 1.11(0.16-7.95) 0917
Second quintile  18(75.0) 6(25.0) 0.67(0.11-3.99)  0.657
Lowest quintile* 9(81.8) 2(18.2)

*Reference catagories, #significant association

Above table shows that none of the socio-demographic characteristics were

significantly associated quality of life of infertile women.

DISCUSSION

5.1 Summary of the Discussion

The findings of the study show that the quality of life among women with infertility
was poor than that of non-infertile women. High perceived stress, mild to severe level
of depression, perceived social support and having reproductive health problems were
found significant determinates of QoL among married women of reproductive age.
Among infertile women, perceive stress and social support were significant
determinants of QoL whereas level of depression, social support and RH problems

were found significant determinates of QoL among non-infertile women.
5.2 Socio-Demographic Characteristics

The main objective of this research was to assess the quality of life among infertile
and non-infertile women and to identify factors associated with quality of life to them.
Infertility is highly stressful to married couple and influences several aspects of life in
women. It adversely affect the mental and social health of infertile couples.? It is
considered reproductive as well as social problem. >*Although the institutional based
study on infertility and its impact on quality of life have been widely studied, there are
relatively few community based studies of infertility and its impact on quality of life.

In this study 123 couples with infertility problem were screened through community
based survey among 1351 married women of reproductive age (20-49). The
prevalence of infertility problems found 9.1%, it was reported 5.4% by a study
conducted in Eastern Nepal.’> Similarly a gynecological camp conducted in Bajhang
district has also showed 14.2% women had sub-fertility problems.® Survey conducted
in eight districts of Nepal by UNFPA and IOM in 2006 found 7.4% prevalence of
infertility among reproductive age women.” From this study and other different
studies showed nearly one in ten couple of reproductive aged have
infertility/subfertility problems problem in Nepal.
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In this study, 184 infertile and non-infertile women with the mean age 32.86+6.2 and
mean age at marriage 18.70+2.79 years were compared. The mean age at marriage
(19.35) among infertile women was more than that of non-infertile women, but the
different was not significant (p=0.21). Similarly case control study conducted in rural
Northern China has shown that the mean age at marriage among infertile women was

significantly higher than that of non-infertile women.®

The median time of willingness to give birth to new baby was 36 months (minimum-
o, maximum- 300, IQR-96). Similarly mean duration of infertility was (2.92+2.25)
years® and (4.3+0.5) years,!? but somewhat longer duration (7.4+5.2 years) has shown

by another study.!!

The causes of infertility were due to of male factors (16.36%) and female factors
(29%). In 11.82% both male and female factors were observed and 42.73% of couple
had unexplained infertility. More than half of infertility was secondary infertility
56.5%. Similarly the proportion of secondary infertility cases shown by study
conducted in Eastern Nepal was also 56.5%.°whereas a cross-sectional study in china
showed nearly similar prevalence of infertility (13.09%) like our study but the
proportion of primary(7.58%) and secondary(92.42%) infertility was different.®

A hospital based study at Dhulikhel Nepal in 2019 has also showed that nearly half
48.8% infertility cases were female factor infertility, 23.9% male factor, 26.6% both
factor and 14.4% unexplained factor infertility. The study in Dhulikhel hospitalsh has
shown that, primary infertility were three times more common than secondary
infertility,'! but in our community based study the secondary infertility found more
than half (56.5%) of the cases. We found that faith healer was first contact point for
treatment of infertility of 32.9% infertile women, home/using herbal medicine
(29.3%), Private hospitals (26.1%) and others. In this study the average frequency of
visiting different place for treatment of infertility problems by women with primary
infertility (6.11 times) was nearly two times more than that of secondary infertility
(3.33) and difference was significant (p=0.027). Which could due to of more family
and social pressure to primary infertile women than secondary infertility or taking
infertility more seriously by primary infertile women than women with secondary

infertility.
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5.3 Factors associated with infertility

There are verities of factors affecting fertility. In this study the demographic and
reproductive health related factors were studied. The different factors, occupation, age
at marriage, and BMI were significantly associated with infertility. The women
engaged in business/job found 2.41times more risk of infertility than women engaged
in agriculture (OR- 2.241, 95%CI: 1.3-4.42). The delay marriage (after 20 years)
found also associated with infertility (p=<0.001).

With increasing sedentary lifestyle, number of overweight and obesity is also
increasing, which is important factors leading infertility. In this study the body mass
index of women was significantly associated with infertility, both women with
underweight and overweight found at risk of infertility than normal weight women.
Whereas the risk of infertility in women with underweight was not significant (OR-
1.18, p=0.79) but women with overweight and obesity (> 25 BMI) found 2.49 times at
risk if infertility than normal weight women (BMI 18.5-25) (OR-2.49, p=0.004).
Similarly this study is consistent with the study conducted in china that revealed
underweight and obese women had high incidences of infertility, and the incidence of

infertility was highest in the obesity group.®

Among different reproductive health related factors, irregular menstruation, history of
miscarriage or abortion, induced abortion, and use of family planning devices before
and after 1% birth found significantly associated with infertility. Women with irregular
menstruation found 6.49 times more risk of infertility than regularly menstruating
women (OR-6.49, 95%CI: 2.235-17.85). A case control study has also showed that
2.29 times more risk of infertility among women with irregular menstruation (OR-
2.29), similarly women having had pelvic procedure or induced abortion(MVA) was

significantly associated with infertility.!2

In multivariate logistic regression analysis, five factors were independent and three
determinants, significantly associated with infertility were: occupation (AOR-16.88,
95%CI: 1.149-191.58), use of family planning devices before 1%t child (AOR-16.59,
95%CI: 1.42-194.5) and induced abortion (AOR- 0.086, 95%CI: 0.01-0.969). In our

study induced abortion showed protective role for infertility.
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5.4 Perceived Stress

In the current study we found that only occupation of respondent, BMI, infertility
problems and social discrimination & violence were significantly associated with
perceived stress. Women engaged in paid job found perceived more stress than
women engaged in agriculture (OR- 2.11, p=0.017). Similarly women with
overweight and obesity also found perceived more stress than normal weight women

(OR-2, p=0.03). This may be due to of body image dissatisfaction of obese women.

This study revealed that, infertile women were four times more risk of perceived
high stress (OR-4.13, p=<0.001) and perceived social discrimination (OR-4.03,
p=<0.001) than non-infertile women. In line with this study, People facing infertility
problems have higher risk of anxiety, stress, and depression.*!3-1¢ Similarly a clinic-
based study in India revealed that, 80% Prevalence of stress among infertile women,!”
a Similar study has shown 19% moderate and 13% prevalence of severe depression

among infertile women.'

A study was conducted in India Age, Marital years, duration of infertility, male factor
infertility, history of gynecological surgery, ovulation induction, presenting
psychiatric morbidity, infertility related coping difficulty were signifactly associated
with infertility related stress.!” Study by Wiwekok et al. 2017 showed different level
of stress due to of infertility and stress was significantly associated with duration of

infertility experienced by patient (p < 0.05).13

A cross sectional study among infertile women visiting, Tokai University Hospital
found that anxiety and depression among infertile women were associated with felling
stress and support by their husbands (Matsubayashi et al., 2004). Different studies in
the field of infertility and reproductive health problems have verified that the different
factors like age at diagnosis, cause of infertility, duration of infertility, coping
abilities, treatment cost, treatment failures, psychiatric morbidity, psychosocial
support, stigma, and discrimination are mostly related to infertility-specific stress

among infertile people. 417-19-20
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5.5 Anxiety

Mean score of the anxiety of infertile women was 8.71+ 3.05where a study was
conducted in Nederland showed that the mean score of anxiety level was (5.6+3.9SD)

among in fertile women.?!

This study was found that 57.61 percent of the women reported low to severe level
depression among 184 women. In one of the largest studies to date, 352 women were
assessed in infertility clinics in northern California. It was determined that 76% of the
women reported significant symptoms of depression.?? In another recent study of 174
women undergoing infertility treatment, 39% met the criteria for major depressive
disorder.?

This study was found that the low relationship between age and anxiety level. But

another study conducted in Hungary at 2014, doesn’t support to this which was
significant at (p-value=0.026).2*

This study revealed that, socioeconomic status and infertility were significantly
associated with moderate to severe level of anxiety. Increasing socioeconomic status
found protective to moderate to severe level of anxiety. This may be due to of socially
and economically secure feeling of high socioeconomic status women. The infertile
women were 2.233 times more risk of moderate to severe level of anxiety than non-
infertile women(OR-2.323, p=0.037). Some studies have indicated that social support

is related to lower depression and anxiety level.>4
5.6 Depression

This study was found that man score of the depression of infertile women was
8.14+2.67, where as similar type of study was conducted in Nederland showed that

the mean score of depression level was 3.6 (3.3SD) among in fertile women .2!

This study was found that 47.82 percent of the women reported low to severe level
depression among 184 women. Study of 352 women in infertility clinics in northern
California determined that 56% of the women reported significant symptoms of
depression.??

Multinomial logistic regression was employed to analyzed factors associated
depression, which found socioeconomic status and infertility problems were

significantly associated with level of depression. The age and educational status of
women werenot significant with level of depression, but similar type of studies
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showed that age (p-value=0.018).23 26

This study revealed that, socioeconomic status and infertility and types of infertility
were significantly associated with moderate to severe level of depression. Increasing
socioeconomic status found protective to moderate to severe level of depression. This
may be due to of socially and economically secure feeling of high socioeconomic
status women. The infertile women were 2.96 times more risk of moderate to severe
level of depression than non-infertile women(OR-2.96, p=0.02). Similarly women
with primary infertility found 21 times more risk of severe to moderate level of
depression than women with secondary infertility. Which is supported by frequency
of visit health facility by secondary infertility is lower than primary infertility. This
could be due to of feeling more satisfied with presence of child among secondary

infertile women than primary infertile women.

Infertility can cause psychological distress and has a negative impact on quality of
life. A cross sectional study conducted Iran also showed that both males and females’
depression exuded an actor effect on their own QoL (B = — 0.589, p < 0.001; B = —
0.588, p < 0.001, respectively).??

5.7 Perceived Social support

Social support is a source of coping it has great importance for the infertile woman to
help preserve her physical and mental health. This study showed that the mean score
of total family support among infertile women (58.77+7.87) was significantly lower
than that of non-infertile women (65.67+£7.78) (p<0.001). Similarly the subscale wise
average score of social support were also significantly lower in infertile women than
non-infertile women. A case control study conducted among infertile and fertile
women showed that the total mean score as well as subscale wise mean score of
perceived social support among infertile women was significantly higher than fertile

women(p=0.001).3

This study revealed that women with infertility problems have 5.862 times more
likely to perceive low social support than non-infertile women (OR-5.863, 95% CI:
3.060-11.211). Although the association between types of infertility and perceived
social support was not statistically significant, the women with primary infertility
problems have 1.89 times more likely to have low social support than women with

secondary infertility problems (OR-1.89, 95%CI: 0.80-4.47). The respondents who
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perceived social discrimination and violence were 3.56 times more likely to have less
social support than not perceived social discrimination (OR-3.568, 95%CI: 1.790-
7.113). Similarly women with below secondary level educational status have little
more likely to perceive high social support than women studied secondary and above
(OR-1.188, 95%CI: 0.65-2.14). The women with high stress found 4times more likely
to have low perceived social support than women with low stress (OR-4.08, 95%CI:
2.155-7.728). A cross section study also revealed that infertility stress was strongly
associated with perceived social support in both man and women partner of infertile
couple. MSPSS statistically negative significant relationship was found between the

scales at the level of p<0.01.%¢

5.8 Quality of life

.The aim of this study was to determine and compared the QoL and its related factor
among infertile and non-infertile women using WHOQoL-BREEF questionnaire. In
this case control study the mean score of quality of life of total infertile and non -
infertile women was 58.15+8.28. The domain wise and overall mean score of quality
of life found significantly lower in infertile women(54+7.79) than non-infertile
women(62.3+£7.82) (P=<0.001). In line with our findings mousavai et al. 3013,
revealed that infertility had negative effect on quality of life of couple.’Similarly
another studies have also showed infertile women experienced lower quality of

life.24.27

Similarly a previous case control study conducted in hospital seating in Nigeria had
shown that lower mean score of overall Qol among infertile than fertile women but
the difference was not significant (0.095), the mean score of physical and
psychological domain were higher among infertile women.?®

Another case control study among 50 infertile and 50 fertile women has shown
dissimilar findings than our study where the mean score of physical, psychological,
relationship and QOL in infertile women was significantly more than fertile women,
although the mean score of environmental health in infertile women was more than
fertile ones, but the difference was not significant (p= 0.15).3 Other studies have
shown that infertility is a distressing and painful experience, especially for women
and is associated with lower quality of life scores. 2930

5.9 Factors Associated with Quality of Life

One of the objectives of this study was to identify the factors associated with quality
of life of infertile women. In this study the average quality of life of infertile women

found poorer than non-infertile women. The different demographical, psychosocial,
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and reproductive health related factors were analyzed in order to identify the potential
determinants factors of quality of life. Among different factors the presence of RH
problems, infertility, VDS, ever faced miscarriage or abortion, social discrimination,
overweight and obesity, perceived stress, level of anxiety, level of depression, and
perceived social support were significant with overall quality of life of women during
bivariate analysis. From multivariate analysis only having RH problems (AOR-4.06,
p=0.001), moderate severe level of depression (AOR-21.11, p=0.005), mild level of
depression (AOR-2.41, p=0.0055), perceived social support (AOR-3.14, p=0.005) and
perceived stress (AOR-2.34, p=0.004) found significant determinants of quality of life

of women.

The quality of life of infertile women found associated with different psychosocial
and reproductive health related problems. Overweight and obesity (BMI>25) in
infertile women found associated with poor quality of life of infertile women
(p=0.016). Infertile women with overweight were more than three times risk of poor
quality of life than normal weight (BMI-18-25) infertile women (OR-3.456, 95%CI:
1.25-9.52).

In this study the perceived stress found significantly associated with quality of life of
infertile women (p=< 0.001).infertile women with high perceived stress were 8.96
time more likely to have poor quality of life (OR-8.96, 95%CI: 3.17-25.29).
Consistent with these results, a previous study had shown that infertile women
experience more feelings of helplessness in comparison to fertile women and they are

more at risk of mental and emotional disorders, depression, anxiety, low self esteem
and marital dissatisfaction.’!

The results showed that women with a high anxiety and depression had lower levels
of QoL. Among infertile women, moderate to severe level of anxiety (OR-6.632,
95%CI: 1.312-33.512), moderate to severe level of depression (OR-9.545, 95%CI:
1.123-80.506) levels of depression and anxiety were more likely to have poor quality
of life than those with normal anxiety and depression levels which is in line with the
results of other authors.*3233 A study conducted infertility center in Tehran, has also
found that poor quality of life of women facing infertility problems and quality of life
is found associated with high depression and anxiety level, failure in previous
treatment and unknown cause of infertility. Multivariate analysis showed the anxiety
(B=-1.59, p<0.001) & depression (B=-2.09, p<0.001) had a negative impact on
QoL (MaroufizadehGhaheri and Omani Samani, 2017).4
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The perceived social support among infertile women found significantly lower than
that of non-infertile women (P< 0.0001). Infertile women were less supported than
fertile ones by society, family, friends and other people. The infertile women who
perceived low social supports were 3.96 times more likely to have poor quality of life
than perceived high social supports (OR-3.96, 95%CI: 1.53-10.64). Another study
showed that A study conducted infertility center in Tehran, has also found that poor
quality of life of women facing infertility problems and quality of life is found
associated with high depression and anxiety level, failure in previous treatment and
unknown cause of infertility. Multivariate analysis showed that the anxiety (B =-1.59,
p<0.001) and depression (p=-2.09, p<0.001) had a negative impact on QoL.*
Similarly another study revealed that infertility reduces the mental and physical

health, social relationship and quality of life.?

From this study, we found that QoL was significantly associated with Body mass
index level; depression and anxiety level in bivariate analysis, whereas this
relationship was not observed in multivariate analysis after adjusting other variables.
From multiple logistic regression only two factors, Perceived stress (AOR-10.13,
95%CI: 3.52-29.18) and perceived social support (AOR-3.412, CI: 1.15-10.101)
found as important determinants of quality of life among infertile women. In Nepali
context more priority is given to offspring’s, and has cultural. Family, and power
related value, child are assumed to be power of family and representative of father
and family so family and psychosocial pressure may be more in infertile couple,
especially women faced social discrimination and violence, which would have had

negative impact on their quality of life.

CHAPTER-VI-SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS
6.2 Conclusions

Prevalence of infertility found one in ten among married women of reproductive age
group in Gandaki province. Overall as well as inter-domain quality of life was
significantly lower in infertile women as compared to non-infertile women. Majority
of the cases found that perceived a social discrimination and violence due to RH
problems. BMI, ever faced miscarriage, social discrimination, Perceived stress,
anxiety, depression, and social support were found significantly associated with

quality of life of infertile women. From multivariate analysis, Perceived stress, and
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perceived social support found as important determinants of quality of life among
infertile women and among non-infertile women moderate to severe level of anxiety,
depression, perceived social support and having RH problems found as determinants

of quality of life among non-infertile women.
6.3 Recommendations

The aim of this study is to empower decision makers to design evidence based
appropriate and necessary measures that can promote overall reproductive health of
people. So findings and recommendations from this study could be valuable for
different concerned bodies which could further be beneficial in improving program
implementation modality in near future for country like Nepal by developing a
research questions for large scale studies to identify factors associated with infertility

ans its psychosocial impacts in individuals, family and community.

REFERENCES

1. World Health Organization. WHO South-East Asia Regional Immunization
Technical Advisory Group (SEAR-ITAG): Report of the Ninth Meeting, New Delhi,
India, 17-20 July 2018. World Health Organization. Regional Office for South-East

Asia; 2018.

2. Karabulut A, Ozkan S, Oguz N. Predictors of fertility quality of life
(FertiQoL) in infertile women: analysis of confounding factors. European Journal of

Obstetrics & Gynecology and Reproductive Biology. 2013;170(1):193-7.

3. Jamilian H, Jamilian M, Soltany S. The comparison of quality of life and
social support among fertile and infertile women. Journal of Patient Safety & Quality

Improvement. 2017;5(2):521-5.

4. Maroufizadeh S, Ghaheri A, Omani Samani R. Factors associated with poor
quality of life among Iranian infertile women undergoing IVF. Psychology, health &

medicine. 2017;22(2):145-51.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664; this version posted January 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .
5. Khayata G, Rizk D, Hasan M, Ghazal-Aswad S, Asaad M. Factors influencing

the quality of life of infertile women in United Arab Emirates. International Journal of

Gynecology & Obstetrics. 2003;80(2):183-8.

6. Tuladhar H. An overview of reproductive health of women in Bajhang district.

Nepal Medical College Journal: NMCJ. 2005;7(2):107-11.

7. World Health Organization. Trend in maternal mortality: 1990 to 2010: WHO,

UNICEF, UNFPA and The World Bank estimates. 2012;

8. Dyer SJ, Abrahams N, Mokoena N, Lombard CJ, van der Spuy ZM.
Psychological distress among women suffering from couple infertility in South

Africa: a quantitative assessment. Human reproduction. 2005;20(7):1938—43.

9. Palihawadana T, Wijesinghe P, Seneviratne H. Aetiology of infertility among
females seeking treatment at a tertiary care hospital in Sri Lanka. The Ceylon medical

journal. 2012;57(2):79-83.

10. Anwar BR, Fatima P, Afza N, Tarannum T, Begum N, Kulsum SU, et al.
Etiologic factors of infertility in a referral hospital (BSMMU, Bangladesh). Journal of

Medicine. 2013;14(2):110-3.

11. Kamali M, Baghestani AR, Kashfi F, Kashani H, Tavajohi S,
Amirchaghmaghi E. A survey on infertility in Royan Institute. International Journal of

Fertility and Sterility. 2007;1(1):23—-6.

12. Kalima-Munalula M, Ahmed Y, Vwalika B. Factors associated with infertility
among women attending the gynaecology clinic at University Teaching Hospital,

Lusaka, Zambia. Medical Journal of Zambia. 2017;44(1):41-4.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664; this version posted January 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .
13. Wang JY, Li YS, Chen JD, Liang WM, Yang TC, Lee YC, et al. Investigating

the relationships among stressors, stress level, and mental symptoms for infertile

patients: A structural equation modeling approach. PloS one. 2015;10(10):e0140581.

14. Nelson CJ, Shindel AW, Naughton CK, Ohebshalom M, Mulhall JP.
Prevalence and predictors of sexual problems, relationship stress, and depression in
female partners of infertile couples. The journal of sexual medicine. 2008;5(8):1907—

14.

15. Matsubayashi H, Hosaka T, Izumi S ichiro, Suzuki T, Kondo A, Makino T.
Increased depression and anxiety in infertile Japanese women resulting from lack of
husband’s support and feelings of stress. General hospital psychiatry.

2004;26(5):398—404.

16. Casu G, Ulivi G, Zaia V, Fernandes Martins M do C, Parente Barbosa C,
Gremigni P. Spirituality, infertility-related stress, and quality of life in Brazilian
infertile couples: Analysis using the actor-partner interdependence mediation model.

Research in nursing & health. 2018;41(2):156-65.

17. Patel A, Sharma P, Narayan P, Binu V, Dinesh N, Pai PJ. Prevalence and
predictors of infertility-specific stress in women diagnosed with primary infertility: A

clinic-based study. Journal of human reproductive sciences. 2016;9(1):28.

18. Wiweko B, Anggraheni U, Elvira SD, Lubis HP. Distribution of stress level

among infertility patients. Middle East Fertility Society Journal. 2017;22(2):145-8.

19. Callan VJ, Kloskf B, Kashima Y, Hennessey JF. Toward understanding

women’s decisions to continue or stop in vitro fertilization: the role of social,


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664; this version posted January 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

psychological, and background factors. Journal of in vitro fertilization and embryo

transfer. 1988;5:363-9.

20.  Lancastle D, Boivin J. A feasibility study of a brief coping intervention
(PRCI) for the waiting period before a pregnancy test during fertility treatment.

Human Reproduction. 2008;23(10):2299-307.

21.  Aarts J, Huppelschoten A, Van Empel I, Boivin J, Verhaak C, Kremer J, et al.
How patient-centred care relates to patients’ quality of life and distress: a study in 427

women experiencing infertility. Human Reproduction. 2012;27(2):488-95.

22. Pasch LA, Holley SR, Bleil ME, Shehab D, Katz PP, Adler NE. Addressing
the needs of fertility treatment patients and their partners: are they informed of and do

they receive mental health services? Fertility and sterility. 2016;106(1):209—15.

23. Holley SR, Pasch LA, Bleil ME, Gregorich S, Katz PK, Adler NE. Prevalence
and predictors of major depressive disorder for fertility treatment patients and their

partners. Fertility and sterility. 2015;103(5):1332-9.

24. Lechner L, Bolman C, van Dalen A. Definite involuntary childlessness:
associations between coping, social support and psychological distress. Human

reproduction. 2007;22(1):288-94.

25. Maroufizadeh S, Hosseini M, Rahimi Foroushani A, Omani-Samani R, Amini
P. The relationship between marital satisfaction and depression in infertile couples: an

actor—partner interdependence model approach. BMC psychiatry. 2018;18:1-6.

26. Martins MV, Peterson BD, Almeida V, Mesquita-Guimardes J, Costa ME.
Dyadic dynamics of perceived social support in couples facing infertility. Human

Reproduction. 2014;29(1):83-9.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664; this version posted January 24, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .
27. Monga M, Alexandrescu B, Katz SE, Stein M, Ganiats T. Impact of infertility
on quality of life, marital adjustment, and sexual function. Urology. 2004;63(1):126—

30.

28. Aduloju OP, Olaogun OD, Aduloju T. Quality of life in women of
reproductive age: a comparative study of infertile and fertile women in a Nigerian

tertiary centre. Journal of Obstetrics and Gynaecology. 2018;38(2):247-51.

29. Fassino S, Piero A, Boggio S, Piccioni V, Garzaro L. Anxiety, depression and
anger suppression in infertile couples: a controlled study. Human Reproduction.

2002;17(11):2986-94.

30. Esmaceilzadeh S, Agajani Delavar M, Gholizadeh Pasha N. Quality of life of
Iranian married women: a comparative study of fertile and infertile women using a
Health, Wellness and Quality of Life Questionnaire. Caspian Journal of Reproductive

Medicine. 2015;1(1):12-8.

31.  Hasanpoor-Azghdy SB, Simbar M, Vedadhir A. The emotional-psychological
consequences of infertility among infertile women seeking treatment: Results of a

qualitative study. Iranian journal of reproductive medicine. 2014;12(2):131.

32. Aarts JWM, Van Empel IWH, Boivin J, Nelen WL, Kremer JAM, Verhaak
CM. Relationship between quality of life and distress in infertility: a validation study

of the Dutch FertiQoL. Human Reproduction. 2011;26(5):1112-8.

33. Kahyaoglu Sut H, Balkanli Kaplan P. Quality of life in women with infertility
via the F erti Q o L and the H ospital A nxiety and D epression S cales. Nursing &

health sciences. 2015;17(1):84-9.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.23.24301664
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

