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Abstract

Assisted reproductive technology is widely used in the country, and its research and application
should be based on safety and continuously improve the effectiveness of the technology. The rapid
development of embryo selection technology has made important achievements in promoting the
successful transfer of clinical embryos. Selective single embryo transfer can not only ensure the
pregnancy rate, but also reduce pregnancy complications, which has become the focus of attention
in the field of reproduction in recent years. The evaluation methods of selective single embryo
transfer, such as morphological evaluation, delayed monitoring technique, pre-implantation ge-
netic detection and metabonomics, were reviewed, and their research progress was analyzed.
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1. 518§

1978 424 A T i) R B L FESEE AR, 1983 4E ) N R IR G R IR IR SRS, Mtk
PUG SN2 K - IR E#2 . (in vitro fertilization-embryo transfer, IVF-ET)7E tH 5 &4 Gt 35z 8 H T
BEEATE, A % Bl AR B R (Assisted Reproductive Technology, ART) (K BB K5y, 44 KABEARE
FREOER A TR, ANFRERFRA IS, ARG A ZRE B L8 8%~12% [1].
IR EANZ U M 2007 (1) 11.9%2ETH 4 2010 £E (1) 15.5% [2]. ARG LGl A R, Hkshx
M EAMEZE 90 4R 26% 1 T Z BLAE () 40%~60% [3] [4]. 2016 SR [E ART J&IA%LIER 100 F ik, 2017
HEFIE 115 T3k # A 2019 R, RIEKEEE A 517 AN B A 0T 27 AN NS FE[5]. ERIH
BB, MR MO BT, B TG, ZRERAILEIES, SE=ERE LK
R IN[6]. S5 UCFI R RIE N T B E O A IRAIREE . KR, LSRR R R
B A FE R (ART) Ja 391 38 5 22 R AR AR ROV 7] BEAE X 22 B AR ARANFISE M AR B AR s>
TG B BERR B IK 2 IR A gR 10 R A2 % L) vz 2R 8]

2. YEIFM B FERL T8 (Elective Single Embryo Transfer, eSET)IR4k

— SBR[ 5K O 8 RS i, PRI IR R AR A . UK E K R e R A L 2 1R
JeHARFRIL, 5. AR, BT A A, SEORLEE KL HERILE 2%% 3% [9]. A, &
BRI ST $r T RMAAEMET 2 HALE R, ZI0EE IR E[10]. 2018 HFHAEE S ot R IR
AR, IR RN VR I B 2 ek AR B S iR Bh 220 R vh 22 IR AR R (V0 A 5 it [N i o X i e 2 5
M) S 00 R 2 1) SB35 B R BT SR A o 3R U Bk et B R IR A M (eSET) MG, RFLR m B B
RZAAIEYR[11]. 2018 “EM— WA Roan, —IKAEHE 2 ANIRAA AR A9] 5 5 VK B RS A 1 AN R AR 491 ) e
PRUEYRFA AU GRS : 46.6% vs BIRAAFSHE: 45.9%, P =0.898), 4RI, 2 HAUEYRZF W &5 & (WUR
fafetE: 32.2% vs. HRIAFEIE: 6.7%; P <0.01)[12].

3. eSET BRRRIEHE

Nt R R G R, IR FEAE 2 0B . — S (H AR T A8 B R A B TR 25
VPG (A RS B T REERI N TR RE) AR A A SR (PGT-A), PR E: FREAU Vil IR 5T
[13].

3.1. BRRESFETES

3.1.1. DRSUHARERGTEM
BB B PR A v B Bh R iR TR 25 2o R 2 I AR AT VR 43, 7 BRI IR T 26 L PRl £ B
EONBREH  XIRRVE SWE R R [14]. ZIBIESFESHO) Dy BEIR BT VRAE[15], KR IRERR N 4 F. |
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ZEIIR, HEGRRE

p: YHMO/NIIS), TEARFIN, EEHAT R MRS SITEM, TERURILG: M < 10%. 11 9 4K
INBEANIESY, FORBEASKIN s B VSR BEA 10%~20%. 11 2. 4if /NIl B AN 5], HAT
SITERAEN . M5 W BBk, B 21%~50%. IV 2% ZA0H K/ EEALIS]: 5 A 7 w0k
T4 F 7E 50% L _E.

3.1.2. Garnder BRESHE

H AN 2 1 Gardner ZEMEPESy, MZEMIY HORZS - WAIRREAGT ZHMN K EX =07
THI 0 JE R R S AT VAl B B B 20 1~6 31, 3 I L A B AR , JU-F gk — 25 %o FE A P4 40 i 4] (innerr celll
mass, ICM)F1i%%7%4MEJZ (trophectoderm, TE)BHTITZ . 5UNZHIRIGRAEA LI, RMBAE G E &
AN, BEWREE BA RIF K EIRRMIRNG, JlE PRI RS, [l ZE RS RIS 5 1 5 N A S 6 1)
[F5 1

FEEW, REELEFEEIMBER TS, B TARWIHG R R RN F BN EE A0
B Z A i B AR SV [16] 0 TEAS VT VPN BT R IG A B 1 e f i I B 7325, (H G B — B[] S5O0
5 TR R R XF 35 PR G Jay (1) T AN AE R S5 R ki [17] o IR K & o — N L I AN KT 128 3 A2 A ) ik
T, ]RG5I 8] S RS S EOR RO IR R B R, SRR BB 2 EIE A A
55 TR R A FE I e IR fiG o

3.2. FERESMHA

FE W AE S LM R R KRR, S ENL BT ThReISE &, w Kk B i i G
RHEATRE[18]. X—BAIHE G K B, FEVHEMAG R & R EZI RO, FEIRI 3 . R
ERT IS MR SIG R LR RS, SRR R Z T IEL T, RSB S
KRB « X 5 ABEAL RIS 253 AT R BA[19], AR4h 328G Ji o 43R B (time-lapse monitoring, TLM)
I8 5 BN B[R] SRS VPAL AR LG, $7 282 BRAR IR 2E(51.0% vs. 39.9%) FI3E 1 22 (44.2% vs. 31.3%) 5 i
SR S5 0 AT BT A e R R R R A R, DR i e 7 8 (=35 0 )1 U iR B ) G €8 Ak £ 43 R 1R 1) R
FrsE . LR, TLM fEIRIREE SRR Nz . SESKESIESIEMAAELL, TLM Ak
FAEA T AR IR Z TS T IR 280 E[20].

LI AR AT S R 5~20 208 EH B EHGSEEXTIHAMAG & & 1 LA T IE SRV, DR AN T #p s
MEERIE — ARSI tesh, IRIE BRI EETRA, B SRRk, WA,
B pHAEFASAH R, X & —RVEA DR L TR X, BgD THEARLE, DT AN
WA . TLM RGN e o, MG N AR RS H .

3.3. EARNREFHRN

TN R 3845 2445 (preimplantation genetic testing, PGT) & $5 241 Ui BE 41 Al 5l IR iy DNA DU i Y e /A
HHEHWAR )T BT PGT 3 B 4E Ye (i 44 25 44 A I 77 1% (PG T-structural rearrangements, PGT-SR).
B KL ] 1 4% 995 I I 97 % (PG T-for monogenic disorder, PGT-M) A1 =JE ¥ {& 44 JIf fif 97 1% (PG T-aneuploidy
screening, PGT-A), ZHUSH T mld. BRVER™ . B R RIMOMFE B G AR . BRI PREAL 0 1)
TR EE[21] PGT A OHIAR, el s 0 JE B AR gL 500 A, UM ™= 2 i — D m ik gk
B AT ROK HE BEL B 3503 BE R 1) 2 EL AL R AR I 50 2 295 [22] . 2019 4R — T REA LA B 50 15 th 4518, PGT-A
VBN B YRR RV R A ML ) R R AR 1 PT DASRE 51 35~40 2 Ve IFREEUE IR s 7E PGT-A A, M E
T RFFELUT IR Ly 50%. K FFEE[23] K, =T RMIIERR) PGT-A W] i35 5>38 & B2 LA
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iR, DR

FRRE PR AR R RS AE S P A AR AR R L IRRIE AR S 77 R, IR R B PRI 3. PIITATIE MR BE ML IR
IR, FEPRBEIRIMEE QR (PGT-A) IR B8 A% A KA T RE TR B R A BT IR G, JF
S G AR AR S ™ [24] . WEFRANE (TE) 4 IS R IRAE /& PGT MbRE/7E[25]. BEAG BRI 2
IIESE TR PGT-A HISEREN 3, PGT-A 1E 8 MK SN 52 R SCE P K 8 Y IEAE A BRVE A 4 211

PGT iE B AR AW 7E %, M ) IF ZLER IR R A5 80 Q14 ) FE V24 77 = A0 M T A B A A »
JREM UG 2 N, B EE M. S5 B2 R[26]. REHIRIMEZERAE PGT-A Hi
GARAFARTE AT, AERE TR A 2 A BRI 1) (4 R B A VA R J5 ) 3B A 18 LR [27].

3.4. R

NERRGAERE IR R B, AR A BE SR O PR AR, T S B 97 IR
Ub, XRRRRE IR LIS OMEAT VR B2 0 A R LSO S e B AU G Sh AR G B 1A i A IR BL A 2
AU AN 2 — TR PP O B R BT & IRAR IS A0 78 IR SZ AR TC G5 R [28] . BE S B 4 i L 52
K RSN BRI AN R AR B8 SRR, 1K 4 5 B2 WA B B s A B VAT AR BRI IS .
FERAVE R AL APl BE 78 0 I MR I R SR A DHRE IE W 5 15, VBB REARGIR BEHT 0 “ %10 [28].

4. eSET TR
4.1. i

X T O B R BRI RS, R R 2 IR IR . B R OGE B4 )R IR e K R R R A
IRUEURZE () B A e 4% . XITHAEATE 7 A II[29], SR VR IG FE A 2HL (1) 1 R S 4R 22.(50.77% vs. 53.83%) A 5L AL ™
#(18.18 vs. 9.48) 5 WU AR R AT 20 I TG 5 35 11 25 5 (P > 0.05), 1Ml 22 A UL 4R 3 8 AR T XUIE G A% 1 4H.(0% vs.
29.86, P < 0.001). MFEMIT “ =" . “=f%” BOR, BIEBEA BT 8% 2 BRI B3I &L L
42, Bres

FEHEAT eSET MidRerh, T B ARASAE 1 T EREREANE, X 0UNR (i f 1 20 2 4 4
Uro BEVNVLARTEAELL eSET A3 8 RN, T H, A TE R IR IR Z — BRI
RITER, FUAFAN SRS A% T, EE AT R E T RI[30]. 24 A 1E P87 2 A R TPAS T AR T
M NZIRRRG K B RREERRTE e, P AR CEOR IR IG SR & RAF,  thIoikit O JC 28 A% i i 78 76 X
e, JCHOEXTrke . DPEARR N . SRONEBU D . fEXLERFE B K eSET & —IRoiE H A & & Y
Fl, T H AT BEHER H R D RIS [RI[31].

5 RE

ABRIEH UG ZBUED TR, FIRES 2 2016 AL R iR, FE IVF-ICSI &
T AU 262 27.2%~27.9% [32], izt i 36 B A BRI vr 2 B 58, IF H AT Be = bR 3Z N AT 1) ART
% NG R P BRI (LO%) (A E 22 BE[33] . 2017 4E MR T eSET SRME St o LA 21 400%, 5 & IA H R M4 —
SE FEBA[34] 0 TEG 2 A UEYRIN) — /NI SR A2 I PRI B IR IG RO AR, R FH X — SR [ B B[R 3 A 1) R A5
WAL RA SHENE IIRG . Bk, RCYFIRE S RIG e . SR, SET b7 B —8U
FRAERE S E IR, DRSO TS = 75 IFV-ET 097 B R &R e, 2. i
FRIIAG )L, IR B> 2 B8 R AR B AH G =B E R, DRl i 3 5 IR AR R AL S B B b (0 2808
JE[11].
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