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Abstract. Level of infertility in regions according to Ministry of Public Health data. Tymchenko O.I., 
Mykytenko D.O., Koba O. P., Lynchak O.V. The aim of the research: estimation of morbidity and prevalence, risks 
of female and male infertility among the different regions of Ukraine. Materials and methods. The Morbidity and 
prevalence of female and male infertility were calculated according to Ministry of Public Health official  statistics 
(2002-2012) per 1 000 of population of reproductive age (15-44). Relative risk including 95% confidence interval was 
calculated for each region in comparison with whole Ukraine. Results. In Ukraine infertility level grows. Over the years 
interrelation of female infertility prevalence to male decreases. In 2002-2012 prevalence of infertility was 400,1±0,59 
per 100 000 of women and 87,41±0,28 per 100 000 of men aged 15-44 years, including infertility morbidity - 
122,8±0,33 and 33,63±0,17 per 100 000 accordingly. It was detected the increased risk of female and male infertility 
development in Odessa, Dnipropetrovsk and Zaporozhzhye regions, and decreased risk in Lviv, Rivne, Kyiv, Cherkassy, 
Kirovograd, Mykolaiv, Sumy, Kharkiv, Lugansk and Donetsk regions. 
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