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Técnicas de RA 

Quanto ao TIPO DE AZOOSPERMIA  
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Técnicas de RA 
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Características PESA TESA MICRO-TESE EJACULADO 

No de ciclos 199 97 48 3612 

Idade média ± DP 34.9 ± 4.6 34.8 ± 5.4  32.2 ± 2.7 35.8 ± 4.7 

No de folículos aspirados ± DP  20.4 ± 15.4 18.1 ±11.3 15.9 ± 14.4 15.8 ± 12.4 

No de oócitos recuperados ± DP 14.2 ± 10.8 13.3  ± 9.3 11.0 ± 11.4 11.0 ± 9.0 

No de oócitos micromanipulados ± DP 9.8 ± 6.4 8.9 ± 5.1 8.0 ± 6.9 7.8 ± 5.8 
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COMPARAÇÃO VALOR DE P 

PESA VS TESA < 0.001 

PESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

PESA VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

TESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

TESA VS EJACUALDO < 0.001 

MICRO-TESE VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

COMPARAÇÃO VALOR DE P 

PESA VS TESA > 0.05 

PESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

PESA VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

TESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

TESA VS EJACUALDO > 0.05 

MICRO-TESE VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

ANOVA 

ANOVA 
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COMPARAÇÃO VALOR DE P 

PESA VS TESA > 0.05 

PESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

PESA VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

TESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

TESA VS EJACUALDO > 0.05 

MICRO-TESE VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

COMPARAÇÃO VALOR DE P 

PESA VS TESA > 0.05 

PESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

PESA VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

TESA VS MICRO-TESE > 0.05 

TESA VS EJACUALDO > 0.05 

MICRO-TESE VS EJACULADO > 0.05 

QUI-QUADADRO 
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Técnica N0 Ciclos Ciclos com 

ausência de 

espermatozóide 

% de falha 

PESA 199 27* 13.5 

TESA 97 21 22.6 

microTESE 48 21 43.8 
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P=0.076 

P=0.854 

P=0.684 

P=0.045 

P<0,001 

29 



 189 patients OA=80 - NOA=109; 290 TESA 

 TESA 1X:  143 

 TESA 2X:   46 

 TESA 3X:   42 

 TESA 4X:   19 
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TESA 

attempt 

Positive  sperm retrieval in a 

previous attempt   
OA: sperm retreval: 93.7% 

Second 75/75 (100%) 
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TESA 

attempt 

Positive  sperm retrieval in a 

previous attempt   

Negative sperm retrieval in a 

previous attempt   

Second 26/28 (92.8%) 3/18 (16.6%) 

Third 23/28 (82.1%) 8/14 (57.1%) 

Fourth 10/14 (71.4%) 2/5 (40.0%) 32 
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Overall neonatal health in terms of birth parameters, major 

anomalies and chromosomal aberrations of children born by the 

use of non-ejaculated sperm seems reassuring in comparison to 

the outcome of children born after the use of ejaculated sperm. 
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