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Abstract

Since its concept was born, non-invasive prenatal testing (NIPT) has completely transformed the
landscape of prenatal screening and led this field into a new era. The core of its technology lies in
conducting high-throughput sequencing and bioinformatics analysis on the circulating cell-free
DNA (cfDNA) in maternal peripheral blood to achieve accurate and non-invasive screening for ge-
netic material variations in the fetus. After more than ten years of rapid development, the applica-
tion scope of NIPT has expanded from the initial chromosomal aneuploidy (such as T21, T18, T13)
to sex chromosome aneuploidy (SCA), microdeletion/microduplication syndrome (i.e., NIPT-PLUS),
and is moving towards the goal of non-invasive detection of Mendel single-gene genetic diseases
(NIPT 2.0). These breakthroughs are not only attributed to the exponential decline in sequencing
costs, but also rely on the continuous improvement of bioinformatics algorithms and a profound
understanding of the biological characteristics of cfDNA, such as fragment omics. This article aims
to systematically review the technical origin and core principles of NIPT, elaborate in detail on the
expansion of its clinical application scope from the basic to the frontier, focus on in-depth analysis
of the latest research progress, clinical value and implementation challenges of NIPT-Plus and NIPT
2.0, and discuss its future development direction. In addition, its future development directions,
such as the integration of multi-omics, the application of artificial intelligence and the paradigm
shift from screening to diagnosis, are comprehensively prospected and discussed.
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1 515 A\BZELHNBIEKRE®

HH AR SRR AR PE I R A S PAR R, A R 0 A 512 W St RO T TR A AR
BE s DRBEBEEME R ) SRR TT o 78 NIPT [t 2 i, A% 580 1 0 A 3= BT 175 2 b B4 (W PAPP-
A, B-NCG, AFP Z5) &5 A& -1 P K 2 (W 0GE W2 R ) . BUARIX S VA8 3 T 2 M A, (HEAAE R A 15
BRAE: o FC 4R & AR (T21) R 230 5 7E 85%~90% 4 A7, HLA 2 5% R BHPE R [1] . X 2 k35 AH 24 K &
MREIER) LR Z, RN RSN LBRA SR, SEOLREAA R AT E S22 PR AP
B (0 2 J s 2 ) AN SR B G AR) BT SR IO R 1529 0.1%~0.5% A3 77 UKL [2] o IXFl “ i 5 - 277
BRAEAERVE S 2 B 2 AP JE, A TR AR AT K.

NIPT FI It IE—miimimt, & @ rER RS Rt iz b R PIfE b w4~ B AR )
R 10, BUER ORI BAZ AT 1997 4F7E (NI JT) b Ui 1 7E 22 i i An
M3 AELERR LI S DNA. X — RIS AR BATRE 1 AT 9 e ) Lis A& 4 5t DU i T 81 1 77 AR B
AL AFTE T AR B AR B e 7 IR A B SRl [3] . Fvk, Bl AR PRI TE 2000 42405 #A
[l REh, 2008 4F, A HI#EZ B 5 E Stephen Quake ##% BB\ JL-F AR M AE], @i KBPAT
W7 H AN BRI 1 ) cFDNA 47 2 & 508, T LAsphs BE RS U h i ) L IRER-EE[4] [5]. X —HF 5T
MRS IRAEAE ] T BARSZIL, B T H 2011 42 NIPT 754 BRG] P r kA R N S 4E

B TR T T21 ik 23 =ik 99% LA b, BHMEZRMKT 0.1% [6], NIPT i bl 36 [E i 7= FHE i
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542 (ACOG). R Hi IS5 2 (ISPD) 4 3R A4 Vb 2 S HE B 9 6 e (T B P HCH T 57428
[ — RGBT RO, BOR R FRRNESR A 2, SON I I PR BRI, 3R T 720
i 2 TR A A AR 7).

2. NIPT B9E AR %L RIE SHi#

FHAMAZ ) cfDNA ZIRAY), Hh%) 90%~95%: KI5 T FHA H B (T 82 M R %), XAL
5%~10%KJ5 T Gt ii 7R Z M, 5 & B2 LRI LI BRI, NIPT fFTA HAHR Bl 84 e
MEHATY 5“3 dors v iR ) H D &g ) UE SR It .

2.1 E&NIPT: EF#a0dEREERmn

B ST A A R R BR T IRR B A R DR AL P 1) T 7 FLELBR 2 . %o I3 ) cfDNA #E4T
FERIANT, KA TR T I BN S E IR A b, O SR Qe R 35
i A AR R LB o AE > A AR R T, RS QL AR LB OB [ 2 1. AR IR LB T21,
W% 21 SO LB 2 B2 T . i AEME B2 HE M Z-score 8L GC ALIE A IS THER)
MITHSE, TR AL Qe R K H R H 4] [5].

22. BRNEZTUER
BEEBORBEEE, B 7 sk WAL, Ao W S 4 7 B I

2.2.1. $BENNAE

GITEAFAT L HNFF, R R A R e i R AL T B An Qe ik (o 21, 18, 13 5) ki
PR IR 2 A5 (SNPYAL AT o S8 I AWk B 107 2 AR S (0 SE TR LU A3, T AR AR LA e At DL 8. %077k
ML ATE T RE BB R IN0 2 = A R i B, ELXPIR )L DNA LU 2RI

222 REMAERDW

AR AER DG BB AR 7. TR FG AL DNA 5 RHA MK DNA 7545 & 5 R4 X I A7 15 535 H
BAbZE R R E . RIS B TTE(N MeMR 505 ) BUSE 0 77 12 (ARG T Ak ) 43 25 H SR U T I A1
cfDNA, MM EZNHRLIZERI G R, RS S TEMRE, Rl s /M I A2 e fit 1 T RE[8]

3. NAERSME: ML= GHARM
31 BLEZHSUREFIEREFFENRBRSMA

BRI NIPT L3ET T21, T18. T13, Hmksillhs B C15 214 BR3E Bl A LA IR PRI 7R Meta
TR EZIRUE . R B E — T a5 146,000 15 0R (1 =1 43 AT iE s, FORE T21 1 R R R S 1
Biait 99.9% [9], LA AT A M2 O “EhrdE” o B, NIPT FRe Y KE & 7 gt
PRIAEREFEAR(SCA), WIHRFANLEAAE45, X) 7822 PRIRFFLEAAE(4T, XXY) . XXX ZEA1E47, XXX)FT XYY
LREE(47, XYY). RN SCA (IR 5P (4 95%~99%) AT BH I FHE (PPV, £ 30%~70%)MS A% T %/
Ptk =4R[10], HENFIARMEERE  EF RS KEINMINREM S IR T RRER,
TSR AE S I AL A8 AR S A B R IR R 85, A SRR R R AR R R LA T g AR R U

3.2.NIPT-plus: JBEIMBEMEESEMERE

NIPT-plus fA3 1 NIPT BRI ) — R E 2 KR, & B R AL 5 22 Fh B 6 (e PR 2R 15
AEAHSRH S R/NEHAE 1~5 Mb i B Y L Qe t A Fr Bri ok s A, RIPE DIH38 57 (CNVs).
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3.2.1. WEESIkKMNE

H A AL NIPT-plus AR INE FELE H R 5 7~20 FROASZE R Rl e/ R 52 25 B A0E , P e O I B dE
DiGeorge £ &1E(22911.2 #55). Angelman/Prader-Willi £ &1E(15q11.2-913 Hr2k). iU L& 4E(5p H2k)
DA% 1p36 B ICLEAIESE . XU E B L5 A MER 2 A AR 55 KEIR%. £ KWY
ARRERIEIZS, HAE S 2 R Al ge i AR e MR . B2, HOR A (LA 1/1000) 5
ZAFERTE G, BRIk NIPT-plus BT Zeidfiifk, LR FERZE, 1t 7 — R w0 . — U
10,000 5125 ) R AU R RE 1 22 oo SR BH, S0 R R SRS AR NIPT-plus 25 5830 1 ik tH 3
(>95%) AT F2 32 RE e 14 [11] 6 — T30S R RIUASE () (e ik 43 #fr 7, £EiE I 25,000 4t gk, NIPT-plus
et T BT A A2 R AR B PR S ], UE BH T A B S SR B R [12]

3.2.2. thB5REHkY

NIPT-plus )= ZEOLATLE T I ICOMERN) 2 BT 270 Bl AR 2 AL 45 77 1 3k LAAST I 21 PR « SR
FAZ O HRERAE T B PR TE (PPV) A X ALK o B TS U H b v BRI, A5 5 BB 48, 15 55 32 2 i )L cfDNA
EEBIEA . BAELR BRI % & (CPM) LA K BHA A B CNV R KT, WEFREY], NIPT-plus X Tt/
THEE A Y PPV I8 7E 20%~80% 2 [, KT T21 5 99%[1 PPV [13]. Rt, IkAKRIERG5RIE, £
il NIPT-plus P45 BAE % FE K ILUTYRAT, #P JNE AR NP HT 2 W7 (7 32 e E AR TR 1 43 BT ) 1B 4T
o XGIRREBLE WK T ERE S, BHEEAEBIUEN . #2200 &R ARG & 512 W
X, CAR AR BHPE AT e [14]

4, BREFARIER: NEEEABIEE—NIPT 2.0 BHE
4.1. EEEEERBR NIPT 2.0

AN BRI DAL A 8 T NIPT ABUskfe Ay AN e U ME Rk g o 5 Bt (I R B AR A ],
FEELR NIPT 5 ZEMBEATS 5 DNA HhifU) H SN ) SRAZ N BU N %, HBORMEE S 4R 4L
. HET, BUowIE — AR R SR -

4.1.1. HEXIELEFIEZERMD)

ST 1 3 B T B ALY AR BUIG L B B R R AR S BN e R B AR . FLE R, W F
NG R, BRI A B A TR R G TR S A L DR LU P 11 SRR LA ILAL S B 4k K T — A
FAEN SR (SR AE T WK FRAR), IS4 BRI i S8 AR S JE R ) LK 23 B35 3 (il n, - AN 50% 7+
Z 60%LA_E). 3 IR EE I P GE H >10,000%) FUAS 5 (R GE AR, n] ARG I 380 5 007 3[R EE RS - %7
ORI R T s & B A4 (FGFR3 JER) . %5 B4 A AE(PTPNIL £ K) &5 — R HIH & R4 & b
F B35 TR

4.1.2. BEERERNER(CSMART ¥)
BRI VEE N RCRE A, 38 T Y R B M RS B BRI RS . AR RN 4

B T B SCREXUT BT R R B A S R 2N, R B B0 AR S (1 A BE RS A T (R “phased hap-
lotype” ); $RJ5, TR SRR AT S RRA LY cFDNA HH 78 25 1% 3500 3 B DX i BE, 33 A Hrax e
BRI AUE R, HEWTIR LR 46K 1ok B ACRHE “fal” MBS . RS ATE 2019 4R R MHHA
BN T I — A BRI A7, AT — R S T i A T 30 A e ik SRR, 7E R A
Hil v RS =I5 99.3%, RSN 99.9% [15]. Ja S FUidk— 0 1% AR N T8 et kBt i 495,
JeRAE B _F R 5 8 A RE (CYP21A2 SE[R]) [16]A1 p-Hu 7T L (HBB LK) [17], JEIL T H) iz (S i
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5o HHT, IR ENUE R A R (DMD). B #EIE UL 4AAE (SMA) S5 1 B EE R NIPT A JIlsi H B2
FE I AN X N s PR 6 0 B R e L 2 FH B B[ 18]

42. EERAMFSHERET: BEBREFIELS

RV B Bl VR FE A B PR (R T V2 R, AR T — AN s Al L PR 5 M B A i —— B
H %~ (Fragmentomics). W50 &I, M3 F cfDNA FI R BUKE . K. AZ /MR LR EE R AE I IR R
B, T A2 55 200 A 5 RN 36 R 2L ) G B SOOI S 2B DA 5%

4.2.1. [FESHH

REKIEIING )L cfDNA 5EEJE cfDNA 727 BURHIE FAAE R TS W22 . #ilin, fiz)L cfDNA
I H L BRA cfDNA T4 . S, B/ MATE DNA LIRS ORI RE & XA D), BRI AE S B T
Jri» CFDNA [ S AN o P 2 2 I L 55 2 R D RE DX 3 (D SR A 7 A 1580158 A SR ) J B PEAS 5

4.2.2. HTGRLA

Jr BULAAE BARENE 9 )L DNA LGSR B AL 5345, SERESRALH T 2Om Rl o i L% 22 ST
RIS TR EE S 2 0 Jr BOREaX, 7T CASERS W b HE T i )L A0 2 R A5 R IR B HEIR S . Bild, @i 2 b
cfDNA [IHIIALKI, FTRLE G iR LI “RMBHL R 7, IX 02 i EnIC 3 A (0 Angel-
man/Prader-Willi Z&&1E) BiR £ D REAS R EAIBIR (U 5eIE T B LA RS2 IR)IFRE 1 4 BriE #[19].
FRE IR A A 2021 4 (T8 R — 2 R T Tl 1B VR T cfDNA I P8 i )L 4 3k R 4L 1 1A%
MRARE, FRNEIR T 7 B ARSI HENT cEDNA A ZURIETT I A BE 71 [20]

I, AR BE 2 5 WA 2 A 1, AEGRIR T TE BUIR EG I L 56 Ik Lo JIE 9 U7 ThTHX
19 7 ROERERE, DU A AR AL H AR B R At T B a[21]

5. ImFRSEHERIHE L

BE NIPT SR ORI, AR PR H 35S AR, MR I PRIEAE . M6 B
R A A AR ISE IR
5.1. BARMAEEAIBEER

5.1.1. ¥l 5{KAsJLELH]

29 1%~3% 9K 22 K i )L DNA EGA i AR GEL 3 <4%) T 26 W, 3 5 28 i L L 2 e A o 1ok v 25 R A
Ko ARMG LA 2> B BTG A 350 H 00 e
5.1.2. BEHKRAHE

XA NIPT B FHME ) i 2 AR 22 R R . NIPT R )2 AR 5 k77 4R () DNA, T aERR ) LA B 1)
DNA. MfaBAELE Qe ik i i fig ) LI 3 i (R PR PEG B R G4, NIPT 25 5 2 5 BH P =2 7K 25 ) 5 1
EH, 3 I R K
5.1.3. BHFERTFIK

B A B AR () G AR S (WP S 07) . R CNV BRARZR iR &4, DAS BEAACTE OBk fibsg, #6
SRR ) fDNA BEN ML, SE NIPT HEL 5 6 JLTE < M FHPE 45 R [22].

5.2. IsRE NS EENEXEN
NIPT-plus FHELIE R NIPT iR Bl (25 SR b “21 = Ao " S 2% o I PRI AR T RETHIIG 3 SUAS B
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W5 DR 5 (VOUS) "+ “AhR ANl IR 72 57 M5 7 sl “ BRAE A It A0 7 S5 45 R . g
) 3Rl B 2 I SR RE R I L8 S R . PPV AN E M DL LG SRR IR SR I, R e A R E
KRFER . (7R BAT e PBEA OIS, T H A5 R RAF AT HE P BOME I IR 3K [23]

6. I8, ZEBSHSWERRLS K

NIPT HEAR (37 RN T A BT TR, SR — AR R G F UM, R 2 4 AT
AL
6.1 XUERSHRERRNS K

AFSCARIAE 2 SO E AR FRPON I S B IR B R R . EIR I S 58 B 5 A
VRIS, BT AR AR B A LR b R B I W BE K I o3 UGB AR R Fy [24] . TS “AaiFIes” o “f
HEAEAN AR KFE, FRTETH AN THRERUHE I, XRS5 2 7o i S a4
i

6.2. IKEERLTFIERIRBEER

S NIPT BA R [, FLAEMRHON B SR B YR [5E = Hh [X 0 ) SRR SR P2 AN A o X W] 8 3 B BRG]
W AR BREE SRR “OARPAERAL 7, RSO X I R T B R AR AR AR A, TR X
WIEE A AR BB L2, InRIfE 22 EE[25]. RIEAEFZX N HE, AR a2 B r 22 55 B ml RE i o i) £
REA T4,

6.3. MFEEM R MR KR

JTEAMEATEAL T A AL AR T AN EE S, B LI R TSGR R AN A AE A
2SR KGR T IRIAERERDIEM, DONBESREOR AT RE s At 20 SRR TG 40k, IRt
V5 2RV R (AL A [26] [27]. WHAIAEREAT ™ R A R, PREERBN B =™ S AUR], A6 2 I
XIS B R

6.4 ERRFEENERESERRES

NIPT, Rl e EmA T, P48 T i EBURrEEE . XEeds ) fra pUaE (& a. kL. &
MR ? ) AR EEARR P RITEE S, G H TR 299001 K B0EE 8 500 RSP 2 ) KA ik
g /40, B8 TS M HESE i R 5 A A R K B b A1 [28] o R Z A% IO BUE VA BERIYE, S N
DA 5 R TEL 15 A ke FH B AR P 7 2 XU
7. IR SRR

AEREEXT NIPT (I AR SR T AS A (0 W 8 g ofems . AEALSERIRRIN P 2 [E 2K, NIPT 2Ll
EEIE IR — 2R TR IR, B2, JEEEN K E K S GTEE R RS4RI T A 2
AL NIPT, AN B AR G M7 20 A R T, X b 53 3 ) 2 30 B 1) 1E xR 3

Tolv 2 1 e p R AE A W BB AR R AR R R AR FHTE R X NIPT-plus FFi# A, F 2
KR PPV ARE M. SR, BEEIEHEF R, 2022 4F, [ FR77 A2 W 2 (ISPD) 25 2 & Bk & R A 75
B, fRHIER aE RN T, NTA Z O e e It A fE 10 B R AT 2 1 [29] . R T Bk
BRI NIPT, A 8 e A i A7 5 e A D e 70 1 o BRSO FH T8 o o SR L 1) AU R e, AN HE
T T A A BRI 0 [30]. H B AOAE 96 L S AR BR A TRV I PR S o o 5 4 R 3 A 1)

-
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fry B EE A [31].
8. RFKRE

NIPT [ & RIS T 2 4, IR — DA, R, JoeIR A BT i vk Rt
8.1 BAM “£8E” NIPT

AR BIRRITR D —F G, —UShLEm] FEP A Gt 8 ik . 23 E4H CNV (1
AMARAS I B P A4 22 1R LA il 2/l o 520) RS v s A B PRI o IRORE L IESEIL “— &0l 420
e MRS, EA ST B A S R I Y T e v o B2 (B R [32] o

8.2. HEFYHEMES AL ERE

SiERNA. FBASE, WA, B2 ESREAHAEE, SRl N TR AL TR
BT, BRI TR IR B L IREEANHERIE . X AR TG LB A 7 2, 58 AT se S B0 fiG SR
GEURIFACRE (U7l BT 77 ) B S SR HE URSE TN, AT I 9000 2 B B KT T [33] o

8.3. M\IFEZIZHIRSERFE T

Bl BN L (JU AL B A 03 T 30) I B F- 58 SR (KT, NIPT A5 BBAERFRE 357 T (R 7 A R AR (1)
GO RV AR PR R ARSI« Ghritk” Az, ST, BESLIUX —YEREEAR, FREE OO
AT PRI PRIGIE S 7R PR AC T o A A TRV Bl (92 AL HE S 8 TR LA P RE[34] o

8.4. TRESEEMBHESERNA

cFDNA IR AR R TR Lo BT TT IEAE AR R 2 LA T AU IPAL G L A G (U0 CMV). BEHR
GBE SN A R B ZE R 52 (1) cFDNA Fr Bt 2 3% DURCAR 5 A0 R S AR AR RE AT B A4 L 0 A i 2 (B ¥
AVERL” BTN AN, X EILT NIPT SRS )l (5 i 5 [35]

9. &hig

NIPT % i I AR AE — AN MK HE 05 25 30 1) 4 T JRURS: PPy 1) DB 8 H1 o M T AU A 0 o J B
T BEORKCIRE 7710 CIa R S G R AR & A BRRE AR 5 2 AP G s TR A (s SRR &
SRR ERR . AR KRR IR IR Z A & AR ARAR S FIE L 5 AR 2 B AT
R G 1) A0 2140 T AR B XS 2 [R) () Ji o T IR TP i, KK 3~5 SRR 70 R SR AR T LU JUAN R T 1)«
1) #EHS NIPT-plus 1T NIPT 2.0 BI04« AMEABRIE T (PPV) TR, #2515 )L DNA Eufgl. £F
YRR, DEBIIRRISE; 2) FFRAMEL. 2900 mariEvemt e, AMOPEY R NIPT 75358
NBEFBIGIRH 5 sAS 3k, 7R RGPS AT 2 OB R . SKEE R A 2 & K 3)
A AV B R Mk o 58, g B0 NIPT R BRIL = . BRI FTa B AL A 1)
E PR R S SRS, NBORRI A ST e i . MEA B P =R RS ), R RO
REFAIRIINY, [EH 5 2 DURC AR BEANTE . SR R S5 bR, A Refa 2l NIPT BRI /1l
TSI o RE M R 45 R I PR AR AL o

E&UH

2022 HEIAEEAE ) LE LA B SRS ST BOR . “ECPAS J [K T 35 [ PHE [ 4313 B2 K
B AL (W H %5 $S202201).
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