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[Abstract] Objective To explore the relationship between the semen of male infertility and healthy male,and
to clarify the relationship between male infertility and sperm morphology and function. Methods 215 cases of male
infertility patients’ semen (experimental group) and 100 cases of normal male semen (control group) were collected,
and then the sperm morphology and function of these two groups were detected. The test items included the sperm
color,quantity ., pH, liquefaction time,sperm morphology and vitality. Results There was no significant difference on
sperm color,sperm quantity,liquefaction time and sperm pH between experimental and control group (P>>0. 05) , but
there was a significant difference in head, body and tail abnormalities between this two groups (20.8% and 9. 5% ;
15.7% and 7.4%;27.3% and 11. 6% ; P<0. 05). Besides, sperm vitality of A and A+ B in infertile group is much
lower than control group[ (13.1£5.21) % ,(27.5+4.86) % ;(33.545.34) % ,(62. 44+4.57) % ; P<<0. 05]. Conclu-
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sion Sperm morphology and vitality are very important impact factors for male infertility.
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