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TABLE 1
Correlation between the 3rd, 10th, 25th, 50th, 75th, 90th, and 97th percentiles of serum AMH level and age. N |25% perc. | 5t perc. | Median |95% perc. | 97.5%
perc.
L L L L
Serum AMH level (ng/mL) ng/m ng/m ng/m ng/m ng/mL
(95%Ci) | (85% C) | (85 % C) | (85 % C)
Age (y) No. of samples 3rd 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th 97th (95 % CI)
<24 78 038 072 128 224 367 5.49 7.90 Healthy men
25 40 035 0.70 125 222 3.69 5.56 8.05 8| 077 143 | 479 6 145
26 32 033 067 123 221 371 5.63 8.20 o5y | 02610 | s | g0sig) | (oere
27 77 031 064 120 2.20 373 5.70 835
28 83 029 062 1.18 2.18 373 575 8.47 H:;";j’ "’:’;e" (y?“;’ T e T
29 128 027 059 1.15 2.16 373 5.79 857 & - - A - :
30 136 025 056 111 212 371 5.80 8.64 e | ormien | goen | psas | sy
31 172 023 0.53 107 2.08 367 5.77 8.64 <2529]150| 0890 | 120 | 331 905 | 985
2 57 = U0 e 24 358 5,68 8.55 a2y | 7ora7s) | eoosy) | msei0d | @eriy
33 199 0.19 0.46 0.9 1.92 347 553 8.37
34 259 017 0.42 0.90 1.83 333 534 813 3034|188| 0576 | 0711 | 281 | 759 | 813
35 260 015 039 0.84 1.73 319 5.16 7.88 pamsosms | wassin | ewssm | essasa | gorama
36 25 013 036 079 1.65 307 499 7.67 .
5 Y05 o1 035 074 157 555 W e 339|138| 0147 | 0405 | 200 | 6% | 749
38 192 0.10 0.30 0.70 1.49 284 468 7.25 (0.053-0.474) | (0.053-0.496) (1.73-2.36) (5.31-0.37) (6.49-10.9)
39 189 0.09 027 064 1.40 269 447 6.96 <4044 142 0027 | 0059 | 0882 | 444 | 547
40 120 0.08 0.24 0.58 129 2.51 4.18 6.55 0.0100.083) | (0.017-0.119) | (0.726-1.13) (2.946.56) (3.926.76)
41 77 006 021 051 1.16 226 3.80 5.97
42 51 005 0.17 0.44 1 197 332 525 4550[169| 0010 | 0010 | o1e4 | 179 | 27t
43 34 004 0.14 035 0.82 163 277 439 oo | aoivoon | arsomy | nesase | et
44 22 003 0.10 027 0.63 126 215 3.43 i
>45 14 002 007 0.18 0.43 087 1.50 2.41 PCOS women
149 1.86 241 6.81 171 189
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