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Cleavage pattern predicts developmental potential of day 3 human embryos produced by IVF
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5.Big fragment (BF)

6.Distorted cytoplasm movement during cleavage (DCM)
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Figure 3 Figure 4
N o Number of patients 138
Maternal age (years) 29 (20;40)
Number of oocyte retrieval cycles 139
Number of observed two pronuclei 1465
ci embryos
Number of Grade B embryos per cycle 2 (0;14)
Number of Grade C embryos per cycle 1 (0;6)
Number of cycles with fresh day 3 121
all embryo transfer
Clinical pregnancy rate 76.0% (92/121)
Number of embryos transferred 255
- Implantation rate 54.9% (140/255)
Number of cycles(embryos) with known 70 (144 embryos)
Blastocyst mnl e | mn | B8 | oo | 8o implantation.data
formation (%) (91/96) (87/102) (18/37) (20/39) (9/19) (11/52) Implantation rate of Grade A embryos 67.0% (69/103)
" Implantation rate of Grade B embryos 50.0% (14/28)
3:‘;’02;’;'“ 708 549 135 103 0 38 Implantation rate of Grade C embryos 16.7% (2/12)
formation (%) (68/96) (56/102) (5/37) (4/39) (0/19) (2/52) Implantation rate of Grade D embryos 0.0% (0/1)
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