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I. 3/ & K&

1. AR FE5TH
BARS] FEBATE % 19 2tk TCush Lippes loop & o 2¢] 30~39 jkAtele] ATl
Hg wo] HASAL £% 70.65% L 67.04%] E3toh 30mAH e FEEY BAL &
£ 19.50% 2 13.81%¢°l T@slch 408 =& 2 LLEFERFAAE TCusl 9.78% ¥ st
Lippes loop += 19.10%9] E=o]t}. '

Table 1. Ages at Insertion of T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop
Frequency : Percent Cummulative Percent

Age

T Cu 200 Lippes Loop T cu 200 Lippes Loop T Cu 200 Lippes Loop
20—24 27 10 5.49 2.23 5.49 2.23
25—29 71 52 14.17 11.58 19.56 13.81
30—34 205 133 40.91 29.62 60. 48 43.43
35—39 149 168 29.74 37.42 90.22 80.85
40 or moré 49 68 19.10 9.78 100. 00 100. 00
Total 501 449

2. HAR EETLZE

BARY ATFETLEE £ 29 2ok

4~5% 9 F&E 7FAZ e @Al 713 ge] #EAsG L, TCust Lippes loop: #4%
52.70% 2 42.99%0°]c} 28 =& 2 PTE £% 10.98% 2 7.13%¢] F@stx 25k F

£ MR UA g ®BAY IUD AR vk 79 =& 2 Pk Fai 23l BAE

= TCu 7} 6.79%¢<l5 Lippes loop = 20.26%9¢] & =]l

3. AN BRMIRERER
BANY RBHEEREE £ 33 2. TCus Lippes loop #HEAERS MiEEREE: £4% F

Table 2. Living Children at Insertion of T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop
No. of Frequency ' Percent Cummulative Percent
Children "T Cu 200 Lippes Loop T Cu 200 Lippes Loop T Cu 200 Lippes Loop
1 12 6 2.40 1.34 2.40 1.34
2 43 26 8.58 5.79 10.98 7.13
3 94 78 18.76 ©17.37 29.74 24.50
4 127 98 25.35 21.83 55.09 46.33
5 137 95 27.35 21.16 82.44 67.48
6 54 55 10.78 12.25 93.21 79.73
7 24 27 4.79 6.01 98.00 87.75
8 or more 10 64 2.00 " 14.25 100.00 100.00
Total 501 449
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Table 3. Type of Termination of the Last Pregnancy Before Accepting T Cu 200
and Lippes Loop

T Frequency Percent Cummulative Percent
ype

T Cu 200 Lippes Loop T Cu 200 Lippes Loop T Cu 200 Lippes Loop
Live Birth 399 329 79.14 ) 73.27 79.64 73.27
Still Birth 1 4 0.20 0.89 79.84 74.17
Induced Abortion 98 61 19.56 13.59 99.40 87.75
Spontaneous Abortion 2 2 0.40 0.45 99.80 88.20
Eever Pregnant 1 - 0.20 — 100.00 —
Unknow — 53 — 11.80 — 100. 00
Total 501 449

HoHo] 79.14% R 73.271% 2 fBHLEHOIT ATHEL 19.56% 2 13.59% 24 A=id FHX
o]t}

4. & # =B

A, FERAYEBEER 2 hERe £ 49 2k HEA% 6@EA, 12A, 18EA 2 24@EAN
Al fERe TCuolA e %% 82.11%, 70.50%, 62.37% R 52.76%°]3 Lippes loop ol 4 &
%% T4.23%, 56.04%, R 43.47%°]ch. WE-F 7o) HA% AP EIT ®ingel wheb BHER
2 B HA . 28} TCu o] #ixE Lippes loop o] tsle] EESHA &Ko) = (P <0.005).

Table 4. Cummulative Net Continuation and Termination Rates with Half-Month
Correction for T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop Acceptors (Interview Plus Clinic)

Ordinal Cummulative Continuation Rates Cummulative Termination Rates
Month T Cu 200 Lippes Loop’ T Cu 200 Lippes Loop
85.66 84.65 14.34 15.35
82.11 74.23 - 17.89 25.77 .
78.02 64.87 21.98 35.13
12 70.50  56.04 2.50 43.96
15 66.28 48.98 33.72 51,02
18 62.37 43.47 37.63 56.53
21 56. 96 38.72 43.04 61.28
24 52.76 32.96 47.24 67.04 -

B. FEABEBIMEEERS % 59 k. TCud @R Fho] wmdel vk LR
= ERIERES B8N Bme vt o EEIA ERIAC. HA% 12EPdE 20~
UL 58.59%<E Y 405 =& :thil:ﬁ% 76.32%°] 3, 24fEA#HE 20~24mH-2
15.66% 8= {E£RQ W] Hdted 405 == 2 D EBS 60.21%°] . =2y 20~245% 59 248 A
W= 15.66% = HRETY EXo]r].

Lippes loop o A& TCuol 4t e AFE 2 4 9ot =% TCuolA s o] EHsIA
oivh. 12fAH ol 20~205% B 42.66%9lv] 408 =x T MRS 69.74%°0) 3, 241EA ol
20~245% & 28.74%%1 ] 35~395%HE-& 40.34%0] 2 405k == = DI ERL 20.66% % EFEH



Table 5. Cummulative Net Continuation Rates with Half-Month Correction for T Cu 200
and Lippes Loop Acceptors by Age Group at Acceptance (Interview Plus Clinic)

Ordinal 20—24 25—29 30—34 35—39 40+
Month  "pcy” LL. TCuw LL. TCa LL TCu LL TCu L.L.

3 8.57 57.49  86.74  75.78 88.07 78.52 81.00 91.32 87.69  90.06
6 84.59  50.08  82.57  61.90 84.84  64.20  76.51 81.31 8.64  87.01
77.56  42.66  76.30  49.54 82.81 55.99 70.93 71.26  81.57 78.44

12 58.59  42.66  63.71  40.43 75.66 ~ 49.55  65.97  60.73 76.32  69.74
15 55.98  42.66  52.58  35.98 70.81  41.39  64.91 55.17 74.15  58.10
18 39.74  28.74 47.13  31.32 67.45  38.01 63.11 49.24 68.86  50.10
21 26.44  28.74  36.89  29.04 64.88  37.28 56.58 44.78 64.69  46.43
24 15.66  28.74  32.29 = 22.22 61.41  30.76  52.50  40.34 60.21  29.66

% T Cu. - T Cu 200, L.L.......Lippes Loop
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R E7F ged BRI ‘

C. AR AFTLHA BEEe £ 63 Zrl. TCufgXxRe —BWes ABETLEHT B
ol el wel EFSIEEE 2Eu 2 2E ERlA 2E A 3o EESA gt & 12(8A
ol Ficlk 0—1 9 BMEKL 66.67%ld] 6% =& 2 Mk 77.18%°] 2, 24 A el & 0~
198 33.33%90d] 6% =& 2 [l ke 59.29% 24 = %= EEso).

Lippes loop oA = TCu gt 7e Akolvl. F 12A Tl 0~198L 32.62%°1 2 69
=E 2 HEL 63.82%¢1H, 24HE 0~1%¢] 16.31%°1 %, 6% =& 2 HUEL 36.23%=%
LRSI

5 1 Br Z&

RBEFERE £ 4004 2E ulo} o] HERERI2ERF 24EA0 TCux %% 29.50% 2
47.24%0°] i Lippes loop = 43.96% 2 67.04%°]ct. o5& olA] FHRAMKR HAR S5 2
EFETFREN=E Y £ 7,89, 9 7| ‘

Table 6. Cummulative Net Continuation Rates with Half-Month Correction for T Cu 200
and Lippes Loop Acceptors by Number of Living Children at Acceptance
(Interview Plus Clinic)

Ordinal 0—1 2 3 4 5 6
Month  m ey LL. TCu LL. TCu LL TCu LL TCu LL TCu L.L.

83.33 75.00 81.85 71.01 89.84 76.02 85.33 87.90 83.20 88.10 87.73 89.35

6 83.33 57.62 80.62 53.82 85.00 59.94 81.76 77.49 79.48 82.24 84.20 81.26
79.17 48.94 73.14 49.95 82.13 49.01 77.73 69.03 75.38 71.87 80.10 71.79

12 66.67 32.62 55.38 42.35 75.74 42.28 66.65 58.95 70.36 61.94 77.18 63.82
15 66.67 32.62 43.94 29.18 72.83 37.39 61.28 48.50 68.79 57.99 71.39 56.42
18 62.50 16.31 35.77 19.41 65.26 34.30 58.79 44.57 66.37 52.04 68.51 49.46
21 41.67 16.31 27.60 17.54 60.01 30.62 54.66 44.08 61.99 42.14 62.75 43.63
24 33.33 16.31 20.79 11.68 57.45 25.05 52.73 42.61 55.09 33.14 59.29 36.23

sk T Cu,eeeee T Cu 200. L.L....--- Lippes Loop
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Table 7. Cummulative Net Termination Rates by Type of Termination and
Ordinal Month for T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop Acceptors

Ordinal %xpulsion II;regnancy Removal
Month ates ates Bleeding
All Removal ‘ & Pain
T Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L.
3.15 4.92 0.00 0.00 11.19 10. 44 7.64 8.74
6 3.65 6.74 0.00 0.50 14.24 18.53 10.29 14.16
4.19 8.21 0.63 0.74 17.16 26.18 12.57 18.06
12 4.51 9.82 1.50 0.74 23.49 33.41 17.17 22.31
15 5.39 10.66 1.50 0.74 26.83 39.62 19.53 24.38
18 5.39 11.05 1.50 0.74 30.74 44.74 21. 82 27.29
21 5.82 11.66 1.50 - 0.86 35.72 48.76 24.42 29.85
24 6.21 12.27 1.67 0.98 39.35 53.79 26.23 31.93
Table 7. continued
Removal
. No
Ordinal Other Wanted Other
Month Medical - a Child Persoal Further
e
T Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L. TCu. L.L.
2.03 0.59 0.20 0.50 0.50 0.48 0.81 0.13
6 2.33 1.19 0.20 1.73 0.60 0.84 0(81 0.62
9 2.65 2.16 0.53 2.94 0.60 1.58 0.81 1.46
12 3.50 2.90 0.85 4.30 0.83 1.70 1.13 2.19
15 4.16 4.39 0.96 5.16 0.83 _ 1.94 1 1.35 3.75
18 5.02 4.64 1.39 5.40 . 1.05 2.18 1.46 5.23
21 5.99 4.88 1.93 5.76 1.91 2.18 1.46 6.08
24 6.48 5.13 2.32 6.13 2.63 2.30 1.68 8.30
A B R HH =

BA% 1288 2 24EAY K £4 TCux 4.51% 2 6.21%9l¢ Lippes loop & 9.82
% R 12.27% 2 TCu BeHiR e #2159 EERo|oh. WEZT o] HmAK 1RFES] HHRo] 2K
EFERT FRe| o :

FERAZ EHEERE 29 TCu ol A& 20~245H0] HEBEEA 12.93%°1 L 25~295% Ffol] A -
B] 35~30mBEAA L AY ZL E2A 6.06%~T7.01% Aolo] gtk 403 = o LIEHLS 0%
o]t} Lippes loop = 20~243fte] ®EXRZEA 28.59%¢] i FHEEREAAE A HERIZA
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Table 8. Cummulative Net Termination Rates by Type of Termination and Age Group
for T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop Acceptors, 24 Month Use

Reason for Age at Acceptance
Termination ‘
(Rates) 20—24 25—29 30—34 35—39 40+ Total
o T Cu. 15.66 32.29 61.41 52.50 60. 21 52.76
Continuation L.L. 28.74 22.22 30.76 40.34 20.66  32.96
Pregnancy T Cu. 11.02 1.57 0.89 2.1 0.00 1.67
While Using L.L. 0.00 ©0.00 0.00 2.09 1.23 . 0.98
_ T Cu. 12.93 6.06 7.01 6.25 0.00 6.21
Expulsion L.L. 28.59 13.48 14.32 11.91 7.43 12.27
T Cu. 60.39 60.08 30.68 39.14 39.79 39.35
All Removals L.L. 42.66 64.30 54.92 45.66 61.67  53.79
' T Cu. 46.20 44.92 27.23 35.76 24.86 32.71
Medical Reason L.L. 13.92 43.79 39.12  ° 36.29 33.34 37.06
' T Cu  42.24 24.31 15.65 21.81 18.64  20.04
Pain L.L. 13.92 23.10 24.67 30.08 24.65 26.2
_ T Cu. 0.00. 7.32 7.01 6.96 2.10 6.1
Bleeding L.L. 0.00 18.51 7.65 2.74 1.23 5.71
Other Medical T Cu.. 3.96 13.29 4.57 6.99 4.12 6.48
Resson L.L. 0.00 2.18 6.80 3.47 7.46 5.13
_ T Cu. 10. 44 12.04 0.51 0.00 0.00 2.32
Wanted a Child L.L. - 2874  20.51 7.52 2.74 0.00 6.13
Other Personal T Cu. 3.75 1.55 1.92 2.71 6.62 2.63
Reason L.L. 0.00 0.00 2.96 3.80 0.00 2.30
T Cu. 0.00 1.56 1.02 0.68 8.31 1.68
No Further Need ;| 0.00 0.00 5.32 2.82 28.34 8.30
sk T Cu:eeees T Cu 200, L.Leweees Lippes Loop
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Table 9. Cummulative Net Termination Rates by Type of Termination and
Number of Living Children for T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop Acceptors,
24 Month Use

Reason for Number of Living Children at Acceptance

Termination

(Rates) 0—1 2 3 4 5 6+ Total
. T Cu. 33.33 20.79 57.45  52.73 55.09 59.29  52.76

_—_

ontinuation L.L. 16.31 11.68 25.05  42.61 33.14 36.23  32.96
Pregnancy T Cu.  0.00 9.33 0.00 1.64 2.23 0.00 1.67
While Using L.L. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.98 0.98 2.17 0.98

' T Cu.  16.67 8.99 3.22 5.61 7.53 5.88 6.21

Expulsion L.L. 16.31 27.05 11.04  14.04 10.83 856  12.27

T Cu. 50.00 60.89 39.33 40.02 35.15 34.83 39.35
L.L. 67.38 . 61.28 63.90 42.37 55.05 53.04 53.79
T Cu. 25.00 47.13 33.62 34.89 28.90 30.18 32.71
L.L. 33.69 34.63 47.36 30.44 40.17 32.78 37.06

All Removals

Medical Reason

. T Cu. 16.67  30.78  20.56  17.090  18.35  23.28  20.04
Pain L.L. 16.31 15.18 36.22  17.47 31.18 25.36  26.22
. T Cu. 833 4.91 6.52  8.07 6.03 3.46  6.19
Bleeding L.L. 1738  19.45 5.05  8.98 2.99 .05 5.71
Other Medical T Cu.  0.00  11.44 6.54  9.73 4.52 3.44  6.48
Reason L.l 0.00 0.00 6.09  3.99 6.00 6.37  5.13
. T Cu. 25.00  13.75 3.48  0.00 0.00 0.00  2.32
Wanted a Child [ ;= 45 o 19.16 9.85 7.01 0.00 3.15 6.13
Other Personal T Cu- 000 0.00 2.33 2.7 4.65 115 2.63
Reason L.L. .00 0.00 421 0.98 3.97 .06 2.30
, TCe 000 000 0.00 2.4 1.60 3.50  1.69
No Further Need y ; = 4 7.49 247 3.93  10.91  16.06  8.30
T Cu. - T Cu 200, L.L.-eeee Lippes Loop

maks: AR 128 2 24EAS] ERERe TCudAs £4% 23.49% 2 39.35%°]x
Lippes loop ol Al = 33.41% 2 53.79% &4 Lippes loop?] Bikxe] gE#s Ert(P<0.005).

FEBHE BHRERS 29 TCuE 20~24%9t 25~29#%9 d& FlpEEL £4 60.39% 9
60.08% 24 EEol I, = o] FEBL 0% EE BEE Y ERo|rh. Lippes loope 4 EH
o] k3 Al HmXRE nolx Yk

T NE 2 TCu ¢ Lippes loop W& #3 Fafiot AL MikEE] ol

Mo el st ks HERAMHNE 2E HimI &kl o3 BEXLS BA% 1288 2
o4ff Ao TCu: &% 17.17%, 2 26.23%°] % Wi} HHE A&sts BRwEmd 98 KB
ERE £% 20.67% B 32.71%2A #EERS] 87.99% 2 8.13%F Lotz Urh

Lippes loop & #4% 22.31% 2 31.93%°] X °]5¢ 4% BEmEhd 3 hEZRL &
% 95.21% 2 37.06% 24 FEEFERS] 75.46% 2 68.90%F LdhL 3+t

ERBENE Hins gEd 98 BREXRE 29 TCux 20~245H0] 42.24% 2 REXRe| L 3}
e AR BAH] 408 =2 2 M EdlAE 20.74% 2 HA o

Lippes loop & 25~29%%¢°] 41.61% 2 BE KoL ¥ HRE WMo ste 408 =& 2 Mk
L 25.88% 2 =it



AFTLEHNE B} Ef] o8 hERS 25 TCut 28 A7} 35.69% 2 B R
I FEot worde ek @ik B4 sl eh. Lippes loop & 3% el A$7F 41.27% 2 HRo]
I FErl AL F ey B F Fifles #k WA

EBIFLAEN olst i FmAK 128 © 24EANA TCux: £4 0.85% % 2.32%0°] 2,
Lippes loop &+ 4.30% % 6.13% 4] Lippes loop 7} €53 E=xe] o)

FREENZ L 20~245K BT 25~29mBrol A HET BRE yolm, FEME e wet =
G 405k =8 1 Ll kel AE 0%¢] o

ATFFLHENE 2y 0~2%9 FL&E Z31 AE ol BFRela, = LkdAE Wik B S
ok

AARER ot pEam: FAK 125 2 24@EAAA TCux £4% 0.83% D 2.63%°] L,
Lippes loop & 1.70% % 2.30% 24 REH3] EARER 93 BEERL el S5 2 T
LZHHEE BRI B otk

BREBFLEY st BEF:FAR 128 2 24@ANA TCuxe 4% 1.13% 2 1.68%9]
{£=%&qld] Lipper loop& 2.19% % 8.30%¢] mxKo| v}

EREE B RERE 3o ERBAAL 0%0, FsEmet tie] WHESIT 405 =&
2 Ll koA &iEste TCu¥ 8.31%°] 3 Lippes loop & 28.34%9] o] v},

AFTFLENE v —Ee R WELS Tagot goldlel wel REERE #gsigd ot 4
FETxEs #mact: e ined o £ BRIt de= sk

BhBIBREEL 1R oREE WK 1K} 2XEES e (B 1007 2ol BEEH ¢
BE%E Bwl TCu¥ Lippes loop ol 4 1REEAE %% 20.67% 2 25.21%°] QREE
T &% 12.04% 2 11.85%°)th. F 1XkFEA £ 2RFEE £ 2159 & BERo|H = 1K
o) & Lipres loop 9 BrzExo] TCu vl EXoIA =l 2REEAE A FEK|wh

JEEBRAY Bho] oF BEFE wwl TCug Lippes loop & 1KFE = 44 2.81% 2 8.19
%Ol 2REE & 3.82% % 8.54% 24 WREEMS] & #+ ¢loh. 221 TCus Lippes
loop Aleloll = 1%k W 2%k &g 3] & #£F £ 4 3rvt. 5 Lippes loopofAl FEERMEHE
BET EF wmEs gl

2K RIESHEINE : HEEY 2ARFEHBFES Gk 1D Zvh. TCusgr# 2374 & Oral pill
& AT e 24.47%2 BERe R, e HfiF¥ 13.92%, Lippes loos 4.64%, TCu.
0.42%°] 3, FKEFBE BRI &L EE 56.54%°] ZEdrl

Table 10. Cummulative Removal Rates by Reason During First Year and Second Year
for T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop Acceptors

During First Year During Second Year
Reason for Removal - ) -

T Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L.

Medical Reason 20.67 25.21 12.04 11.85
Pain 11.94 17.71 8.10 8.50
Bleeding . 5.23 4.60 0.96 1.11
Other Medical Reason ' 3.50 2.90 2.98 2.23

Non Medical Reason 2.81 8.19 3.82 8.54
Wanted a Child 0.85 4.30 1.47 1.83
Other Personal Reason 0.83 1.70 1.80 0.60
No Further Need 1.13 2.19 0.55 6.11




Table 11. Second Family Planning Method Adopted by T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop Acceptors

Frequency Percent

Type of Second Method
T Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L.
No Other Method 134 167 56.54 55.48
Copper T 1 4 0.42 1.33
Lippes Loop 11 13 4.64 4.32
Oral Pill 58 68 24.47 22.59
Some Other Method 33 49 13.92 16.28
Total 257 301 100.00 100. 00

Lippes loop #Ei#% 3017 rroll 4 = Oral pill 22.59% 7} &Kol &, HAbJ5¥: 16.28%, Lippes
loop 4.32%, TCu 1.33%9] IEol 3, FKiEzEIE A @& EE 55.48%0] ol

FoR FEFHEIFES FAG WiER 6= Oral pill FHZNAE 3.2%0] 3 HiiFgdA:
7.3%°] k. 28]} TCu == Lippes loop & 3 Hhel ).

BAEL #R : &% TCufAfge] ERATEEEL 2379l o] Ehol A HegRe EE 647 (27.0
%)elx olep TCu BEFirhe] #efRE %= 890l x, TCu itk #iiRsE # AL 567 ]t} Lippes
loop H1lrE = 3019 el o] Erholl A HRE #HE 112(37.2%) % o] 2 Lippes loop F Fidel] #iE
H EFE 4ol FEBRERES 1089 ] o

o] =9 MRAERE el (F 12)%F Z+Th. & TCud Lippes loop ol 4] %% E#7#-S 21.88
% @ 61.61%°) L BIEMIERLS 26.56%, 11.61%, 2 ATHES 43.75% 2 25.00%°) t}.

Table 12. Outcome of Pregnancy Since Started Using T Cu 200 and Lippes Loop

Frequency Percent

Outcome of Pregnancy .

T.Cu. L.L. T Cu. L.L.
Normal Delivery 14 69 21.88 61.61
Induced Abortion 28 28 43.75 25.00
Spontaneous Abortion 2 — 3.13 —
Still Birth — 2 — 1.78
Still Pregnant 17 13 26.56 11.61
Unknown 3 — 4.69 -
Total 64 112 100. 00 100. 00
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TEREMEE=A 7P ¥EMo2 9] A=« Lippes loop = FEAES] EHI
WES Mikez Him R AmEe] BlfpMcl &4ste hliRe] 3 = BARKHE] E3ch
o] BENE WA StA}l 19664 Tatum & FHO FHEAEES EEIYL 19694 Gipper» ¥ %
< gHel-2o] FHEEMAC] Y& WL THFHETFEAREN HRe 2ol 2 HHERK] 200mm?
°] =& Copper T 200& FRERKI TR/ EHF YL 1k ohzt BABLEIT ElfEA
o] Aotz sty

19715 RBIAnHEE ®E, (o), [FEvloh, ZFH 2 ZE% SERS] HEEES #



FA#FE=EA TCu 2004 =& vhehe] Mgt —kFAlA FASIT 266% FRADHES EE
AESA . FET o] HRFXRY —BoE BHEIY 2FEES HUT B BNRER
501 oAl TCuf AL EXRAEES HHESIATH = & TCu f#HFH%EE Lippes loop o H
BEEY BWeE e @i 22 Bifiol A Lippes loop $A % 4499 & Hgpo=w
ERAES KM |

ZREPERSE 2y TCu: HA% 12EAF 24ERo] ARELS &% 29.50% L 47.24%2A
BEdbAJIERS] %7 Y 128 KK 29.0%9 A%shY, £EA ] Lewit® o] 24EA 0] Bt
3l 40.5%, Pulido® %] Colombia ol 41¢] HEREES 12A = 24EH 9 17.5% 2 35.7%,
Tietze!'® 2] 12 A 21.0% 1 t}E AB o] &}, 39 Lippes loop & #A# 12HH 24
Aol A REMEHBEEDE £4 37.6% D 56.3%°]3, £2& 43.4% 2 62.3% 2 HEs14 T,
AAEREL 43.96% L 67.04% 24 FlzEgls, TCuf wHhEiRe] vsle] EHEI Bxoltlh. b
BiRe £l D AFETFLEY ®inet KEAsIY Exe] 53, = o]F £R: FERERY &
AgREme oiste] o & £8271 Aok

FEREBERAD REMIERS TCu A HA AAERES HA%R 12BAF 24EANA £
% 1.50% 2 1.67%°| 3, %P & 12HH 0.8%, Lewit® = 24fHHo 3.5%, Pulido® = 12
AT 24EA £% 2.0% R 3.1%2 WESNIATH AP H%0 RERTE MER] =
o gkent Hfup#gR e Wb @9 Lippes loop & 12A 3 24 Aol A ARBEE £% 0.74%
o 0.98%°] 3, REMEHROE £4 2.4% 2 3.5%, £ L 2.9% D 4.2%2 HEste] AR
ol EEY mReH

BABEHES 2 TCudAEe 12EAF 24EH ARELS £% 4.51% 2 6.21%°] 2, H
20 9] 12(fH A 5.9%, Lewit® & 24EAol-& 10.9%, Pulido® = 12fEHc 8.2% ¥ 24@ Al
14.2% 2 §EFQ L AFAARS) Hrl. &3 Lippes loopol A& 1285 2 24 Holl ARiEe
%% 9.82% U 12.27%°| 3 HEMFEHO = 10.6% 2 14.8%, £¥ & 12.4% 2 16.4% =2 #HE
She] Aol k7 ek BABHH R lo]4 =E Rl TCu 7t Lippes loopel fahed B
23 Exo] o} :

Mz nw AREA 128 3 24@A £% TCux 23.49% ¥ 39.35%9l 4, Lippes
loop & 33.41% 2 53.79%2A TCuolA nr} EEHA Bxelvh MBERE MRET Hst
wW TCu: H&79 12A 23.1%2A KB H%EsIL, 24EH Lewit® &= 26.1%, Pul-
ido® & 35.7%2 #sEsle] &gt fEe] o} Lippes loop & 1218 A3 248 Aol A RiEnt &
WHED L 24.7% D 38.0%, £¥-L 43.4% 2D 62.3%°] 3L, FiHEE ARMET EFRo| L HE
+ E=o|rh

HHPEY FRRS BEEA 8 REIL 12EAF 24@RAA #EkERe] %4 TCu
X 87.99% % 83.13%, Lippes loop = 75.46% 2 68.90%¢ EmEL &L3tdch = BER
Hhz REINATHE AT A% HEL TEREES FAlY HA £EFT RS 713
= @Al drlt & AolH, = EEFEACY FAA MR kel dfct siezts kEF
FAEsgE mAC] deidt AAIE sy o gz B LEN g MERY Aol
= Higs wokth

w i ABEEC] 30~39%Re FErre] TCux 70.65%°] 3, Lippes loop & 67.04% 24 30
BAMY FREE £4 19.50% 2 13.80%c] TBSIA I, 405 LR £4 9.78% B 19.10%
o Edrhe g o FEEe HErECT o Bdtte AL RN KkFAEEXRS Jstd
HEE ool & BiEClY, 33X FLEII AL 0K MBAT N KB EEEZ BlER
of odl REHFH HEHA ;



wEitge] —BREALS Hioz & AEBRS §3td TCux Lippes loopel ihste] #4%d
BUPHRE AT & Jt BFT TENEELS BUE & I+
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Tatum 7} Zippero] ¢]35le] A2 X5 Copper T 200& #ibfiter —ikiEANAl FEASL 2
FIGERY EAMEE 2 S8t 19714 LA oGS &, ozl [FE49| o), #H,
EEE SEBY WEES XEWES B v Ao FBE B EEFEEY ~§££/H 19714
o] Copper T 200-¢ ZJtiRiEER=} FELUTR S SR BAESte A 5019A FHATZ Bz
skoivh. = Lippes loop ¢ # A %hEst Hiisls] 915t TCu BB 78 Hifiol A 2-& Wil
Lippes loop & #A® @A 4494 & HH o2 EXRAEAEE St b 2L HHE A=

1. REBHERALS BA% 2B 24@Ad TCus £4% 70.50% 2 52.76%°] 3 %£FH
s ot FT {E3e]rh. Lippes loop & 56.04% % 32.96%°] % #E9| R&x mAEsch =
21t TCu| fgsx2 Lippes loop ®ul B# T &xolth :

2. HABHERL BA% 12AF 24EHA £% TCul 4.51% 2 6.21% 24 EEKFLTH
FE#E S €], Lipper loop = 9.82% 2 12.272 4 #HEEERL T kg KR o, AREY
Lippes loop #EiisR-2 TCuel H3led # 2f52] mxel v}

3. BEAIFMIRERS HAR 12EA 24EA £% TCue 1.5% H 1.67%2A EE] B

2o} £33 Lippes loop & 0.74% 2 0.98% 24 #B{ggart EEY KRt}
4 fEBERS 12T 24EAN &% TCul 23.49% 2 39.35% 24 EERMET mke| L
Lippes loop & 33.41% % 53.79% 24 & TCupkrct % &Rtk BEpEp g
BrERL HERY £4% TCux 87.99% 2 83.13%¢°] 3 Lippes loop = 75.46% 2 68.90%
2 ROl BERE £ FETE E ABFTLECT AE5E FoAE Aol v



{Abstract)
A Comparative Study on the Effectiveness of Copper-T 200

and Lippes Loop in Rural Community

by Kyoung Sik Kim, * Young Ho Yang, ** Shin Ho Chung**

Dr. Tatum and Dr. Zipper invented a new intrauterine contraceptive device, the
Copper-T, Model TCu-200. The .clinical study demonstrated that TCu-200 was well-
tolerated in the intrauterine cavity and exert a potent antifertility effect.

To facilitate research on use-effectiveness and acceptability of TCu-200 by acceptors.
in the community, investigators in five countries: Korea, Iran, Colombia, Thailand,
and Taiwan, collaborated with the Population Council. As a collaborator, insertion of
TCu-200 for 501 acceptors living in Okku-Gun and around Kunsan-City, Jeonbug, Korea
were made from July to September in 1971. Home interviews for TCu-200 acceptors and
Lippes loop acceptors who had 'Lippes loop inserted during the same period and area
as TCu-200 study were conducted simultaneously during the period from September to
October in 1973. Data from TCu-200 study was compared with corresponding data from
Lippes loop study.

The results were as follows:

1. Cummulative continuation rates at the end of 12 months and 24 months after ins-
ertion were 70.50% and 52.76% for TCu-200 acceptors and 56.04% and 32.96% for Li-
ppes loop acceptors respectively. TCu-200 acceptors appear to have significant higher
continuation rates than Lippes loop acceptors. Continuation rates for TCu-200 were sli-
ghtly lower than those of U.S. study and for Lippes loop were almost similar rates to
those of Korean study.

2. Expulsion rates at the end of 12 months and 24 months after insertion were 4.51%
and 6.21% for TCu-200 acceptors and 9.82% and 12.27% for Lippes loop acceptors res-
pectively. Expulsion rates with Lippes loop were twice as high as those of TCu-200.
Expulsion rates for TCu-200 of this study were sifnificantly lower than those of U.S.
study and for Lippes loop were considerably lower than Korean study.

3. Pregnancy rates while using device at the end of 12 months and 24 months after
insertion were 1.5% and 1.67% for TCu-200 and 0.74% and 0.98% for Lippes loop ac-
ceptors respectively. Acceptors for TCu-200 and Lippes loop in this study have signif-
icant lower pregnancy rates than those of U.S. study for TCu-200 and those of Korean
study for Lippes loop respectively. )

4. Total removal rates at the end of 12 months and 24 months and 24 months after
insertion were 23.49% and 39.35% for TCu-200 acceptors and 33.41% and 53.74% for

* M.D., D.P.H. The Korean Institute for Rural Health
** M.D. Seagrave Memorial Hospital
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Lippes loop acceptors respectively. Total removal rates for TCu-200 were significantly
lower than Lippes loop. Removal rates due to medical reason occupied 87.99% and
83.13% with TCu-200 and 75.46% and 68.90% with Lippes loop of their total removal
rates respectively. Total removal rates for TCu-200 were higher than U.S. study. The
Pattern of lower termination rates was observed with increasing age and number of

children at acceptance.
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