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Study on the correlation between sperm specific morphology

and some sperm Kinetic parameters’
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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the correlation between sperm morphology and some sperm kinetic
parameters,and analyze the correlation between sperm morphology defects and sperm kinetic parameters.
Methods A total of 2 233 semen samples were collected for routine semen test and sperm morphological anal-
ysis,and the correlation between the morphological structure defects of abnormal sperm and sperm kinetic pa-
rameters was analyzed. Results There was a positive correlation between normal sperm morphology rate and
sperm kinetic parameters (P<C0.05). The sperm head deformity rate (except for percentage of non-forward-
moving sperm) , middle segment deformity rate, main segment deformity rate, excessive residual cytoplasmic
sperm rate were negatively correlated with sperm dynamics parameters (except for percentage of non-forward-
moving sperm) , P<Z0. 05. There was a linear correlation between sperm concentration and normal sperm mor-
phology rate (P<C0. 05). The percentage of forward-moving sperm was linearly correlated with normal sperm
morphology rate, middle segment deformity rate, main segment deformity rate and excessive residual cytoplas-
mic sperm rate (P <C0. 05). There was a linear correlation between the percentage of non-forward-moving
sperm and the of sperm middle segment deformity rate (P<C0. 05). The total sperm activity was linearly cor-
related with normal sperm morphology rate, middle segment deformity rate, main segment deformity rate and
excessive residual cytoplasmic sperm (P <C0. 05). Conclusion There is a certain correlation between sperm

morphology and sperm kinetic parameters,and some parameters are linear correlation. Combined detection of

x EE&DB  HmdEE /R AR X HRB2ER 4 W I H (2021D01C297) 5 37 88 B BF K 22 K2z A BRI 531 8] (cx2021067) . 1EE B A - M
B4 (2000—) EABME , FENEHE T3 SR, & BEEE.E-mail:305329249@qq. com,



EHhEF223F4RAF52K%TH

1001

sperm morphology and sperm kinetic parameters can evaluate sperm quality better.
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