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Abstract: Aneuploidy of embryo chromosomes, being a factor in implantation failure and miscarriage,
impairs the potential of pregnancy. Because of this, preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy
(PGT-A) was developed, PGT-A tests the aneuploidy of chromosomes prior to embryo transfer, and
has rapidly become popular throughout the field of assisted reproductive technology. PGT-A, which can
select fertilized embryos with higher fertility, is expected to improve the pregnancy outcomes of in vitro
fertilization. However, some technical issues remain unresolved, and the performance of PGT-A for all
patients is controversial. The presence of mosaic embryos is a major issue among these problems.
In this paper, we look at the pitfalls of PGT-A from two perspectives: the embryonic biopsy technique,
which collects some cells from the embryo in order to perform PGT-A, and the self-correcting function of
aneuploid cells in the embryo.

Key words: Preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy (PGT-A), Preimplantation diagnosis,
Chromosome, Embryo biopsy, Self-correcting function
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EAEHEICR T 23E LI, Z<HOELTRYANSKT
&7 PCTIRMRELDZIEEMEDREDL S3EICHEINT
W3, §hhs5, BEDE—EEFOREICDODVWTIRETS
PGT-M (PGT for monogenetic), B{ADEEREICDWT
%ET % PGT-SR (PGT for structural rearrangement), % L
THBHROBHESE #1822 T 5 PGT-A (PGT for aneuploidy)
THB) BUIULEBKISVWTHNEREE Th 5 RHMN
(aneuploidy) 1, ZRHZLEIIEETHY, SFHEIPICH T
SR BEE TOREFLE, KBEROBERASE, RE,
EOSVICARMBEOELERELZ>Y. $AMBICED
&\, aneuploid FOEEY XV IEBIMICER TR 2 & D
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RELERE KT —F, AMTIE, 2017FH 52018 F(C
P CEBAERRARSZEI THELY, REREH DI
FREEREARNEGNDEE EHWRE L-PGT-ADEAM
EREMICATIRARMBEP T TE 2 ZORBR,
FOE RS 7= V) DERRFWF S WY, BBEYAZY) O
BERSEEICHELAZEERELTVWD

TV A VR TSR

ZTh T, EREFEHERICEVTPGT-AIJMEERIZHETT
ShBIRNEHEMTH A5, BREECTHABLPEDOFHS
SHEICETIME T — 2 (FHREBHERICRE) T,
2014 FLIRRICE R ICEZFERERSET L TVWE I &P
WEXNTLBY, Gleocher 5 1E, FUFICHANED SN
TR ZRE ISR D 3 HEM S, EEEDET 2555 L /-F]EE
MEEBLTEY, ZO—D& LTPGT-ADBBEERNS
EEFEFTVWBEY. Thabb, BADREREEHET 520D
I3 L, EROWEFMFFE CIIBEET-o- TV ICHHE
H 57, PGT-A Taneuploidy & % W& EH 1 7 (euploid #
B2 & aneuploid BB DRTE) DIERN T /29I, BHERED
BEHLSBEALTLE-STVWBFEEEN»EZ S NB. BE,
PGT-AIZ & V) EHY 1 U X aneuploidy & 5§l & h 7-fF % BF
ANTBHEL =& 2 5, IEfEEIE (euploid) BRICEEN THEIRRK
BIELC LY, REREIESESD, EEICEIEShTY
BZENFTNETICHS<HBEINATVSE Y FaTH,
PCT-ADIER E EBERDEZREN —BLEVWERE LT,
(1) BERRICH I 2HEMBIRA & (2) aneuploid #AZIZ X

(1) BRERICH T B HEMER

PGT #1758 (l1%, M,/ EHEDODNAEEBINT 2 LEH
HY), IDDELIMRRBEBETITOZENTES. §4b
5, O1#0H, @AM, Z L CORBRETH2 (M1
). LrLad»s, OTITHIBEER (F1-O) &, KEH
SRDBIEIERO MM BILIEICE L 2 2EHEEIERBT
B3 BLVICSREORRETFEITRELZ &
DPODLRMICERERTIZIEBSF 232 EHHY),
BEANDIREMEZIET 5 —HOHIHERRE, BETHITFE
AEFTTHRTWEW, £/, HEHKE T EIRER (K 1-
@) i, EFM17DEEHT0%LEEENZE, BEHUICE
BEBEOEZEETIZLVW EFBES A>T ™™,
HZEERE*BMNETHPCT-AICIRTETY E VWA LD

ERUTEALSEMBEEREZ V7L TVWSDOHF KR
HeHhY), METIIEEDNA ZBIRT 5 /-0 DB R
ELT, EHRESATLS,

PREERIEAIC 31T B IEMSEIGIE R DINEF % & S25E
MHEIETPGT-A%1T5 X Uy ML, HEE»SHOM
BASEBRIh TV LRI TIREL, B—FRHEICE
LTW3Z &% PGT-ADIER H /- 1% BARIF I8 E A
ELTRHEDRETHEBEETABZE " FEIFS N 3.
—A T, MRERRL ZEIEERIE (BE, BEEE, 1E
BERAMI, BLURRELE) X, RRIPEZEICIILX
REEICBLTVWBRETH D', FHEBCLZ IR
PRIFTEEND—DIC, IS IXT1 v 7BHOEED

T2ECBERED 2SI DVWTBMA L. EENTVWE. YR EETFIVICLAEFRTIE, “FBiES/
LOEME" R ZEE (T4 58T, £ NE 5440
PR B ZrERIE DEIEARR
@
#5k
1tk 55 1/5 2051k 255 TER HOBERE Py
fuE = * * i "
o mEESEN R P . BEEEAEL (EL)
= (s R OEHSE BT ST It . ICMORBAIEED
o AN o i . NRAT (CHBIRE (CA
Uyl . ETERTE . MosscEAEL - ICMORELE e e e S

. KmpNARRE - REENEL

- —EBDHDEET

- YHRERCTE - SEERTFORA

X1 PGT-AZRELMMEEIZTEER (DNA) ORI,

BREBEFEHIE C TIEDNA DB AT S+ OIIT & 2\ 32 EH% O 1T 55— KU Mk
K& %, Q9IS EEIR 2 & Bk % 1-2 A3 %, QIR A 5 RSN (TE) 21T 5,
ONaNRIERE A 5 cell free DNA IS 5, ORIMEEFRIZHEH U 72853805 5 cell free DNA % BN $ 5.



F38R) £ FRANEBERETICHE I ET, FAKRE L -8R0
ICEEXTDNA X FILEREEDM R M S h TWB 2 & 53R
ELTV3"Y ZhBHFBAEDELI LEEBERIEITOY
RERZBES L TIREW. L Lar s, EEFEEERICHRE
THERICIEY 127« v VEBHOEEIPERN—DE L
TEAZOSNTVWBHEBEINRY NS LEBENF SN LI,
REBICEZEEIPAS L TVWBHEMHE LTEET S 2
ETEAEVWD LIS, BIFICEDTEVN-TLVIE
g, —E—Ehrfmb-TWVW53. £EHBIEED S 54 2 RE
DEBHICE, FEEVS—AENATIREL, BATWVWEE
BRIMEICDOVWTHIEL THLLENF $ 5. ABTYW, ik
Hr5HMEDNAZBIIRT 2 AFEE LT, REHREE
(trophectoderm; TE) %1%, % 5 UNICHEBREER& (blastocoel
fluid; BF) OFEUCEI ¢ 2 Fll & & FEAMTHORR R 2 /R 7.

TE#ifg & B L TIT5 PGT-A

TEAE# (K1-Q) $RBERE 8T 2 Mz —5F (5-10
HRD) EIRENT B -0, AR AAER T 2 EBEOME D S
FEMEDNA 2RI T & 5 513, REIBICE—MED > AT %
TOMDER (S L UEIR) ICHERTAZBFIEE WL
3. £z, BIERERICHERNTRICHT 3HEBEISHIELS, &£
REBIZBD SN BEREVETHEV EFTERTY
3 LhLESFDS, TEERICLEIEADEBMEEBRNT
BRT 2B P E< 52 e, Bt/ aREDOERES
Bl 3EEE AN, M ES M UBE 3 &N
FRERBEICIEREBETOERD 632 Erd, boIEE
DOHMBEEIZDETH S 5. EEICL V), Paulson 3EE
DTEARTH 726 LTH, J0REBOLMEEED B
B5h7=50%FE< DIFICHE VT, FREEEBL > TV 5 E]AE
MEEBLTVWED, 510, FERLHDEEESRE FH
T3LT, 5-10ENTEMBEE VWS BFEILETER L
bisahTW3®, £ FA—F%EY» S EHREICES
TEERET-7-E2 5, B5N-PCT-ADMERICER MY
BOOSALNZER, ERUAERIBEEHKT 5 ICM
DEEERE—BLTWENT EREHTIRE LD L L
EWP znE5C, TEEBR, SB/S MR, BM
ICEE S TV ML 5B SN EEBRTH B FIEEM %,
ERIRATELVW EERBL THLEY S 3.

FafRREE » 517 5 PGT-A
FEBEEAERTITEMRO—MBEHENT 52REN
(invasive; i) PGT-AICX LT, MEEZEINTZ 2 &h <k
ERER b 5 R MEEIRIEER (cell-free(cf)DNA) % ZERIEINT %
/28869 (mild-invasive; mi) PGT-AlE, 2013 Palini
ICLWRIESNE (F1-@) *°. miPGT-AlE, TE4RER
GV —EBOMAIICER T ADNATIR G <, FBEELSEDIE
MDNAZRM L TWAAEEMEI W &L S, EFEFEFE X
hTWaHEMTH3. L LAEDS, Migh5DNAZERE
BUNT 2 TEARICEENRT, FIEERICETh 3 cIDNAEI
L5 <, PGT-ABMPHEEL+HEDCIDNANREIRTE S
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E| & IS LEERIIRER (60-80%FEE) THI I EPMEINT
Vw3272 Magli 51F, TE 44 Taneuploid & 22#T & h 7=F
BRICART 3 RIEEETIE, euploidy & 2B & h R
BBICHET3REEERICENT, €4 / LiETE (whole
genome amplification; WGA) £17 5 =D ICLEL+HED
DNAZEINTE AEEH, ARGV EERELTWVWD
(81% vs. 45% ; P<0.001) *. 3L < 3@bkd 21, B
Tl3aneuploidiifg i ¢ 2 BECEBEREL L TO
apoptosis HTEEHYICEIS L T W B RETREM N E 2 5 h 50
(A5 (2) -@BH). &5, cIDNAE+AEBERTE L H -
7-FEERETIL, cfDNAZ+HEBUNTZ -F8RICHENT,
BRESBNZEBRELTWVWE?. $4bs, WGAN T
Zhifaneuploid ¥, WGANF TZ & (T hifeuploid®TH 3
AJEEEIEVWEVWDI ZEEEBKRL TS, £/, cfDNAE
DBAETHNIE, PCT-ADLTERETIVEIILEVWI &
5 BREEMABZZELAEEETHS. LrLar s, BE
2m D 51TO MIPGT-ADEEIGRFZEL, F/-wHEARER
DESICREERPVEDFEICABELEAETHDIZ N
5, BEIERICK 2 miPGT-A% B CRRIRICHA T 31548I(C
X, LD AEDHEIZNETHS .

fDOPGT-AL LT, SHEIVOFIMEEICERL EER
h 5 cfDNA % [BIX § % FE1REBAY (non-invasive; ni) PGT-A
PH3(E1-®). LrLar»S, TEERED—FRY
304% &RV &SN A, BEBEEDNA EFEMEDNAMD D
BIX—V 3 HREEINTVE . 20 HEEKISH
Eh3(C1E, BEDNAERMEDNADRBDH NI TED 2 EH
RAIRTHAS.

(2) aneuploid i (CX3 4 % H CISE#EE

b MEIZH T B aneuploidy D& < 1&, BIFHEBETIEICH
F3BBAHENIS—ICHERTIZEPHMSNATWVWS. ¢
Thb, B—RBEIHGETOELE (BBE7HA~MERR)
PREFEICES Z LT, BRESRBRRBROLEHRSEICESR
EEL, FRERENICERMLEHRIENTIER Y
3% 20k®, BEABCERT 3 LAEHRBEETE, 2
FERDIELAEDMALH aneuploid HIREEICH 5 & & »FBI &
h, —BOLBHEEEE, EELEREISHGETESH
BEMEIIE LY. — 5, B A VDA SHERDOMIIH T
BIETHR SN D (REBERHEE, SREEER, ZARGE
5E) ¥ LpLEN S, BETHERALLS ICaneuploid
&3 idmosaicEh SBERIESND Z EEBESRL S
BoATHS. ZOEHAE LT, ORSMMARICHTZAS
FUEHE, QICMRFIANDeuploidififz DEERHE, @
aneuploid MfaIC & (7 2 MARIEEOME], sWvW-/-BEEE
BEEPRSIE L TIRIBE R TWLE Y, UTICESRHEDHE
EL, BRPONMEINZBEFICHTIERMEICOVWTE
3.
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OFE#HM (trisomy/monosomy) #IfEIZx}d 5 BCRFER

(BE) DB (Ctrisomy (Zf51K) 5 Wiz
monosomy (F#fK) & IREEIZ $ % aneuploid #lfEH, BHE
BICHBEN BRSO REEHRIE IS — kBT ET, EF
EHMEOLBENECHET 2 EHERUEEE.

(4#7) SNP array T 3,4001B 0D R85 B % f2AR U /=45 2,
F$ftE 44 v I — (UPD; uniparental disomy) Di&H = A
0.06% &RV EPRESNTEY, VA EBREREES
LTERISNTW R L ERACEEEEDEM TH 508
MIEN. —F, Yoshidabizq > TVYU LT 1 L IRED
Zitt (UPDEY) & — MR ICH 3 X REHRDORELEN
BTV, NEEm/xg—> (LB B OXEEEP REL
ANTWBES) #fEF L AKER, UPDETIRREEDE
BICRYDPBOONAZEEBRASHICLTWVWD. ThbB,
XEEEPRNELS N3 FRER LV RTOEERE T, EHMER
BRBEIIONTVWEZEERLEY. ZhoDHELS,
aneuploid B2 ICXE L ¢, SRIIOREBREICSL ZECE
BHEF ZhZThEOTUVWB ARG EZZ SN 1.

@ICM A D euploid KD FEFEHAEC

(#1Z) euploid #k2 & aneuploid #fZ A RIET 3 EH 1 ¥
B TIE, ICMRIINEER (Ceuploidfifiz £ 51k & £,
aneuploid#fifg  TEMREANMEFEBET 52 & T, ZHRIVD
BADORE %8 T HEE

(5#F) BV 1 VIR ERBAE L B ICERRIFIR P RRAL L 7=
23ZDBEHEICH L, HERBEE L THREREH D VIEF
KIRE# 1T - /29", BBEE(C aneuploid MR BREHEYICE A &
NTWEWZ EPBREShTVEY. T4abhs, BHRH» Ik
euploid #1f2 % ICM RIINBEMICE S T 5 B 21EEMEEEIC
BLTREENTHS. LrLEaEHIS, Bolton 55 NERIC
aneuploid#ifg & euploid i 2R & S B /=% X S EER
LY XEFIIZENT, ICM Tl aneuploid M2 ICXT L
Tapoptosis (#ifa%E) rTEHBRICEREIhTWBZ & &F
S5/ L E5ICAKS1E, TE Tldaneuploid (Cxt 4
% apoptosis IZ58% S hm W, IRFHOENDED Shi
PoleEMELTWVWS. §hbb, ICMETETIZRIA
D ECIEEREED, ThZ haneuploid RIDIETEICXH LT
HIEIE IS ZE T TVWBEEEMEDEZ SN /.

®aneuploid #if2ICx 9 2 HEIED I

(BE) SHEHICHBEAR T BRI, aneuploid MEIIC (&
apoptosis %4 EIZ & 2 MO HH - EIEICH T 3 EEBNAVHERR
PRI N, BRI euploid IIZNHE - HEHESRES L
2 HERE.

(A7) @THRAAL SIS, YR ERVEBE A SICM
\ZE3E T % aneuploid #if2 T 14 apoptosis (= & V) F&1ERY 1 HE
fa& h, TE Tl3apoptosis & IZRINDEIEMEIHFEL I NS
ZET, EYAMI7REDPSTHEERBBBEEBRTFIESNE
ZEPRESNTNEY. £, £ MRICBVLTHREE,
apoptosis P #& 5 & h % E| & #°, euploid, £ Y% 1 7,

aneuploid DEITKE K EL > THY), aneuploidiFTIEZ
< DHARE T apoptosis FR I N TWVB Z EHEEI LTV
3" Z RS, BIERESRICTEET 5 o DNABICRI T 551
BhOHEMIFISENATWE®. T4 b5, aneuploid 2T
|* apoptosis PTEMIICER S W2 2 & T, BRIEERTSIC
CIDNAEBNFEELREICH B DICH L T, euploid iz Tl
apoptosis &I TH 5 =012, WCAD EIRELIRED
CIDNABHIRETELVWERE L TEASNTVE .

IEEDlive-cell imaging &%~ X EFILOKRETTIE,
PP ERE TLBREEN H BN TH, BBIEET
FELAZEINDSIEEFIBONDIZEERELTSHY,
ZHEY B EEMREEEHA TVWAZ EREEVWEWTH
325 L LiHFD, ©TDaneuploid flifaH =4 (CES
LeuploidfifgICBBEhZbIITIRAEL, ZLODRETI
aneuploidy® 2 WX EH 1 VIRETHRBE2FLELTLE
5% & 51C, BTEEMREICH LR (550 FREB) ©dH
3z2Els, BV VROEZEED euploid RICHENTIELS &
5ZEDDHEASHTHSE . 5%, EBHBAHNZILOD
BREA, Z L &Y MERNICECIBEREERES LI HE
DRER - ARI/HPFINS.

# &

BEB22EtEMELAEEREBHERICE VT,
PGT-Ald & THBEHMLERMTH 3. —H T, aneuploidy
HEVFEFI 7 EBH SN AEZHRIILSBERIES L
FEWOIHE, FIICHIKOPGT-AILHE T 3RIMAIER
EEKRLTWS. L2 LEDS, PGT-ADFRMHNEES L
VEEED#/, PGT-ADHMBEREBVNTWBIERT
Ao, BIF/SREIIH D, aneuploid #AICE T 5 BN
TAREESEBEKED, PGT-AOBRHMBRHHICHEEEL
CEETWVWBRERD—DOTHAS. Chbaikxa, #z
PGT-ADMRICL T, EDHETPGT-AZITY, ZLT
PGT-ADMRIZEZETit-> THEBIET 2D, BEICE
HEERTWSDENH 3. PGT-AlRE ~REGELEOHIM
THY), SHOESLIREPHFTINS.
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