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[ Abstract] Conventional in vitro fertilization (c-IVF) is one of the most commonly used
assisted reproductive technology (ART) approaches. In c-IVE, cumulus-intact oocytes are incubated
with a defined range of spermatozoa, followed by a fertilization assessment a few hours later. c-IVF
is primarily used for patients with female factor infertility, some cases with male factor sterility, and
unexplained infertility. Given the absence of standardized operating protocols or consensus
regarding c-IVF, the selection of an optimal insemination method poses challenges for ART clinicians
and embryologists when dealing with special cases involving critical semen parameters. Therefore,
this consensus was initiated through collaboration with the Chinese Association of Reproductive
Medicine and collaboratively compiled by numerous reproductive medicine centers in China. The
objective of this consensus is to establish standardized protocols for semen preparation and
fertilization procedures in c-IVF while providing selection criteria for insemination methods. This
consensus serves as a practical reference for ART clinicians and embryologists aiming to achieve
consistent and satisfactory outcomes in ART.

[ Key words ] Reproductive techniques, assisted; Conventional in vitro fertilization; Sperm
parameters; Sperm preparation methods; Insemination methods; Consensus
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(total fertilization failure, TFF)" . E # % = c-
IVFH B ERERE R, AL THEASHL T
FAEW R 0], ¥4 7 A% S AR R E £ F R
e EARMAI A BHRERE, R
B YAMAAE B dTHZ AL BEN I, L
W% K £ LFRFTFF th R, 3 om0k T #
RZHE KRR LN S HEFEX2HRE IFa
MATICSI B AF A, B+ B T ICSIH A #h it £
M. REPRFEENISR KOG XH, HEEKH
LAY, Bt E RITiRH E WK IR e-IVF
YA R A EE R R AL
WE R R KR B R K O A
Wi AR HEERBEN S EFEREN
(preimplantation genetic testing, PGT) 5 7. 4 At fi&
g 8 K 2 (non-invasive chromosome screening,
NICS) & B2 F] | & 4% % K IR B 52 36 % 3 5t T35
EEmE s T ERAER, PR EANEEZ
T, AR 4 B AR e R IR A Fr R G 230 5 A B4R
it SR AT W P e dE 5

— c-IVF t# BAT

(BRTAABALERSESAELLEF
M <)) (WHO F M4 SR # 0 oy E % B
AR ETRSEME(FLEAME) HTEE
H 39x10° K F K E K 16x10%mL . 7T 17 35 3 ¥ F &
K30% . EFHAERETEN 4% 8% T R AT 2t
ARTHITHZETUEF-IVFHZ 1 EEL,
W, 11 E — AT LE - IVE A 77 R 48K
E T RARE.

Xt F A B TR A O F K <20x10°/mL
F/s N F IE 3 % <40%, WHO F 4 0 ) 45 8
F R E W — TR R RS F R, 106 B
U1 R A6y 1 518 Ak 07 2 HEAT B LA B, AT o-TVF
(669 ) 2K ICSI(849 4% ) , 45 R & ¥ ICSL 41 &% 45 %
(50%) & F c-IVF 41 (41%) , H c-IVF 41 & % TFF ¢y
R E 85 T ICSLA™; 5 — T M AL B8 3Rk 36 #F
T A XK FE 4R F R E (5~20) x10%mlL,
WHO FM & Wh]5 > B4 FIE 4 [ 45 F % E (5~
20)x10°/mL E # 17 15 2 45 F 10%~32% , WHO F #f
% 79 B ] B 99 B 48 AT o-IVEF 3 ICSI, 2 B % W f 4
FEFHE TR ZHEEZRFEAZITFEX,
B H AT ¥ 5 Z T & H R WHO F M 88 7
W7 ARV B AR K A A o

KETARTHT TERAMNETFEYE ZE T EH
BB EBEREGNE I RENET, Bk
NEBFHRTFSHENZHERNTNERE N
A, —EBEFRL R, YA G EE
F % # (total progressively motile sperm cell count,
TPMC)<1.1X10° B & 4 TFF th R [ >25%° . 5 —
A 1124 6] B AT e-IVF 58 ICSI JE 21 ty [ B 1 #F %
B 7, ICSI % 45 T c-IVF & % A% Bl # 09 40 38 J7 3 o)

T B[ (1.06£0.9)x10°] & Z 1% T ¢-IVF 5 ICSI
B % R B AR R B T R B (4.423.4)
10°], 5% W 4 b 40 72 5 B9 08 30 4 T & 300 BT B T
MIRERENET; ZARELEEFIR T
H<1.5x10°1F 4 I R4 47, & R B 7~ 2 3 c-IVF %
Wk IR B TN RBUE A 80% ", T EAMLE T H — T
Bl AF 5 R B, U B T S s R T E K <5%
FTPMC<1.0x10°, Z % X E NG EH £,

HABHETENRERE TR ERRAHRE
TBEFW, —MEHEPIRN: BR LA DM TIE
Te-IVF A #k B 245 8 5 HATICSI 3 5 EF
WFHEATIVFEIRE R, 233 X %t
FE N, J R — IR E AR e A TR
BTH#H—FRp, EREN, L 96% < FWHE<
98% Wt ,c-IVF 41 5 ICSI 4 0y A5 = ST 2 & A4
% JE {2 # B2 % & (human chorionic gonadotropin,
hCG) FH M 2 (s R R  fn ik 7= £ 2 R Y LA
2 F L YT w YR >98% i, - IVF 41 9 2 & |
hCG A % | I R4 4k & 0 & 7= £ § % K T 1CSI
AN Bt TR R XA N O TFE, LT
KK FE AKETFE BTHEELARAR
FE KA IVF AR EIET W, ZERETH
b B A, T AR R B [ K A R MR
1t e ART By 221

HEELL. O THRTFRE FHHEEN
BEART LKA EH RIS H IV F R, QT4
TR E A AT R AR b R R A b 4L FE
J& TPMC<1.5x10°, Wk Fl 2 it Z #5445 Mt
Bk ey 7 RN, @ %R 4 F TPMC<1.0x
10°, R HR B R Lo, TAELE mIFREENF L
T At 35 4 3 A5 99 B 48 AT TCST R A DR [ IE 4
FH., @QEM M LA HLEX W L0 BT E
At c-IVF By % 4 £ R 4R 4 B 7= £ A % e, (8 4t
THAXANBHETEREH (WHELEFE . L
KHEFE AL TE BRTHELAVARY
E)MNEFEREETFHGNAERERRERH, &
FICSIB R AT . BAFRESH EHRERRE
FRENE L,

Z KR a3

ART BT P HAR A ENETEZHNZ R A
REREGRAEFRE, RO ENHEHHE T

R KRR SRS T

S A A =16 >30 >1.5x10°
VSl e ey 5~16 10~30 1.0x10°<TPMC
TR Ry <1.5%10°

4 1ICSIEL 1CST <5 <10 <1.0x10°

VE TGS B0 ML P9 2 T 5 TPMC 7% 1 14012 30K 44850
HET U 132 R T34 AL AL BT 28, TPMC S 1 L b 3
R B



FRAE A Bl Bk 24 R 2024 4F 3 A2 44 555 3] Chin J Reprod Contracep, March 2024, Vol. 44, No. 3 - 221 -

THIBF HERERFF RRANEF AR A
L, AR ERERFINFETFRENEF A
B A AT A TR R E (e E
A HAENBEFRTFERENMAWE)" B H A
W — A BT D R Bk BT E R, B MR
BARBRRE, B LENERRALAET

I R b & A B F % & B R A L % (swim-
up, SU) #1 % & # & % & 3% (density gradient
centrifugation, DGC) . X T % # 77 i 3t 47 % WA
HAENRRLK, ZHERLAEFHRE TR
B W HZs EFHE KT DNA® R ] &k
AR R L AL B M KT 4 7 T HEAT XY e, (R A AL
EHENRSEE L —FMER", FTFREY,
DGCERSULEAEGHETEKE (4 >
20% F1<20%) , T SU 3% ¥ DL 3K 1% F 5 oY o 16 32 b
W F > — B E R T 719N 2
DGC 4k ¥2 1 719 A 2 SU 4k 22 8 c-IVF/ICSI & 3 &
WERZRETERETFE EHHEAMETF
DR HE G KRR E 2 REZRHA T ITF
B, WwAHFHIAN,DCCH A SU A % R &
R, 58 SUML, KA AT RGEEFEHEIRET
HKAFE 52 DCC A, BCA B A T A 2R D 4
T 5 A S R T LB L PR RO F DNA B | o %
TR AW, B4 R E B 2 DGC A SU
FR G BB AREA, A XE T AR B L R R AL
I B

WA O AR A T 44 B T ART &9
B E, AENEFAEL LA TR AHE
MR, B0 E R B E R
F DNA #45 > F ;5 5 Gk w4
FEMALR  MAERARAETEETELAER, N
FE LMl R B 52,

#HEENL2.QE T HM WL T 2 &
DGC 2 SU #t c-IVF 3697 4 F & £ 5, B Mk 3
B WA 7 R B A 3 T AR o IVE AL b 4L
BHERAEARA, QX THBRSHEFHER, TH
FAEASU K, @ X TFHRERKMAFA, SF
FRERGEEARRK . BEE ERAAFEAKAER
W TR ERERGWHER, F 7 HFER
Sl A, 2 PUE H DGC % 3 DGC H 4 SU %
FATH R AR AL 2

= BEBREFORAERERE

HFMNARTHE R EHARAAE L EHKE
AT ERETARFERIL, HAT M L4 —8
EREAME, FHAZTRILARE: B (HEE).
P m ORFFI) WA A B ORI A R
G AR A TR B A e T s Y AL AR R
0.5~1.0 mL, 7% 7 ¥ 38 & % 30~100 pL. A58 77
RERUNTIMH - O¥BTRAEZLAERE, BT
TTHRBAERFNE T AR, N & F I E-90

£ 20 j. & 4 4 (cumulus-oocyte complexes, COCs ) £
ERBP, WEERTEMN PRI MR MARZ
B ORBEBIRERER, MANELYRERT.AEH
AN COCs, ik % F T 40 & 28 ;@ F -7 fr b
TR TFHRBEEAERE, KRG 5 AR o
N ST B Y FUAR L, B AN COCs. 7 7 B3 5%
K pHE AR JE K A KR, BV FHEEZED 1 h,

RE A PR FIRERERT, B K
B EZEEAAE, TARAEL T, MERET
WFE B T, % A R B ) F 8 B T I R IR
ERBTHE, A, EREREZHEEHTR
T RFRENZEEHERKYEE,

HEELIQEMH LA HIEREEALTRH
FAE M R TBARAR B Ak 7 R A e IVF & B H %
me, B A P AR R IR TR R HE AT R
B, QAL VREVZW K E H 30~50 pl i F i N
An #2255 K T 5 000~10 000 4 , 5 1 mL By 3% 5=
WA A HZ A F 10 ~30F . @FF X
COCs Il b4 e H T MEN BT R — M8, (B &
PR B o e 91 B & T, 38 44 21 40 B o O\ 00 BF 4
MEERRZRERY, QRBLHETLELHE S
FUSHEAHTERT ERE, bt T3 — PRI
WFEETWHEHRBL NFaEEE . LK HR
B AR BHERZHF A, REEER TR
RETORFEA 8 & &R RIE R,

W&

P& HE U0 B M A O R e R AR R
REAE L, B3 bt 97 B a0 e AT
] B S B A R T A IR B — R B, AT
REZREEMGE R ERES, LTERX TN
MEENBERAGEXFRR S, EREBF
6] 21 4% $E92 LW 8 9F R — 3 3 Lk 2

P — TN T 9 5754 3 K AL B M4 A
R LR, A [E] 8905 & B[R] X e-TVE 51 B 28 i % f
B HAR(KIShZBEEERK, TETHEE
RE TR BREIRE), T EMEEE R EIRE
RHLHEZRD, B ZF R AN, EIEF B
la] ot 9 B 4 A B0 K BB BE L R E R, T ARYE AR B
LW TR A — 2 EE R (FE 1.5~
6.5 h) % H K m L,

74N, YK WAL E B Ay g A (36~
38 h) [& £ A By T 90 £F 48 A ML R e HE — R B (R
WOARER ), AT BCE I R 45 R, B R B AL B 3
B A WAL B Rk T, hFHERE I E
COCs & THARAFERAFIBE, I RS
LB R B IR B BRI R R

BEEN4 ETEARORENFE KA
] EROF B AL KR MR R B £ R, B BOR B
21 (M TD) b 1) A P72 T3] 2% 9 BF 40 1 18] AL 5T k. 34
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R2 BN N BRI A 7 I 8] B AR SIS

VE# (RFF) JRIEC R A I 57 5 e ) A 98 75 B ] EEE M bR
Trounson AO, et al. (1982)"* 90 e-IVF 0~0.5h ZAER
Harrison KL, et al. (1988)"" 716 c-IVF <2h#>20h I ARAT e 5
Fisch B, et al. (1989)" 286 c-IVF / /
Rienzi L, et al. (1998)*" 95 1CSI <3h TR MR
Jacobs M, et al. (2001)"! 1313 c-IVF/ICSI 1~7 h/0.5~8 h / TS
Ho JY, et al. (2003)"" 240 c-IVF/ICSI 2.5~55h <2.5hE>5.5 h(c-IVF) < ZHER(c-IVF) R0 )
2.5 h(1CSI) #f i LA (1CSD)
(c-IVF)
Isiklar A, et al. (2004)"% 1260 1csl 0h ZAER IR LG
Falcone P, et al. (2008)") 135 1CSI >7h R GBI PRAT IR
Barcena P, et al. (2016)"** 3986 1CSI 1 h 25 min~17 h 13 min / /
Pujol A, et al. (2018)" 1468 1csl 1~125h W 2507 7 1 DAL hC.G PR SERNIG PRAT R 352 4 T B
Carvalho M, et al. (2020)" 1378 1CSI >6 h TR BRI R
Vandenberghe L, et al. (2021)"" 8811 1CSI 0~>41h / /
Smith MB, et al. (2021)"%* 12 1CSI / /
Esiso FM, et al. (2021)"" 9575  c-IVF/ICSI 1.5~6.5h <1.5h#>6.5h A
(c-IVF)
Singh N, et al. (2022)"! 726 1CSI / /

TE o= IVE 7R H LR SN2 RS 5 TCSIZR BRI BT A BORE T3 s hCG 7R NGB IRAE VRIS /7R SCR AR R N

ARl R . AR PR BT & COCs B4k
AR F R, B ST 2 DUE AL
Ja 38~40 h P} TR IZHF -

S A

AR ZHEAEENER TN IR IR
B 16~24 h %5 8 F 1~6 h By — F c-IVF 47 4 5 R,
HHR L, 0T P & o 78 S T (R 3 00 B 40 i By
B BN ap kN EEATRENE T HT
ke BEHREBREAEFAEATE WY 74
LiE“WHARELr SR IRATERPNEE T
RELRESTERIRHA, HEIHHETULE
BREFE, FHMNEELNE T, AR LR
BB E A R AR R AR R M
RO By HRARRER REENZH LR T
EREMFREEE FEFEMFLZERETEHEA
% B2 A BT AR, B e R IR F
FRBEH,

Wt 2 A O COCs N 4B E #
By B R R 4k B3 2R s Q¥ COCs # % M R B Xt
AT BRI 09 T 40 B RO R AT R, 1 0T B e
A A e S P A S N I B =8
AR B, A BT RE TN 2 K A
T # %, LFR 2 TFF & & 4

AEFREA R LER]IETLERE
ART %97 4 5, 3T LFR 5 TFF & X % 7% ) (40 4
BEHATERE FAHERFE FEEREK
ZRANIEAERGE), T 5 BB G AT EH
ZRTH, CEFEENE, SRR UH AR
B, BRI AR P B AL L A7 O A O PR A
TR FA MR FRE ZHZREH

Kl o3t F gk & FZ AR R B R F B c-
IVF Z 4 £ % 8w ], 71 % B i % A 3 F #E4T Bt
PR BB A TR,

HEELS QX THLEA WL HX AT
REBEERZBEEF R T AAAEEZR, HLHE
HH TR - IVFE AT TR Ot F AR
HAAZE SRAIREC3R) AR ELXEFZ,
BRFFERSSF AT HE M T8 RMERRE (W
BN ELE EREMEE)F/IFERATELT
I F A8 o B BT AR R R e 2R A A B
7RG AT WE S ZAREEEEE, R F AT
EWMHH, O THEFZSEARBRERK
By B3 2 R R R R T R R AT R O B
40 B T BB SR B  BEBUR . @3k O #k<3 Aty
R, R AT E R SR 2R A
AT BN, WAL, 0T BB
A AR G AR PR B M 2 S

75 ve-IVF Z 4 2% T ek #P s 1CST

TEAT-IVE B #d , 4% 1 R (%45 18~24 h)
K A TFF B DAk W 3R A% o 59 B 40 i ([ 9A
WL % — M) #E 4T 1CST, BF B 2 4 % 1CST (late
rescue ICSI, L-RICSI) . # 4% 3@ 3¢ L-RICSI 7 DA &t
W Bl HAT IR, B R R E AN 2003 £
B 2} K ICSI (early rescue ICSI, E-RICSI) # & X
Bl AN WA EE6h W m 25 H
% Z MR R H BT R T, 3F AR g R 2 R O A
(R W% Mo HE ) 25 AR 1CSI™ . E-
RICSI 4 % F L-RICSI, 7] DL D 97 F 4k 3 AR je &
BB AR RAEETEAREEKNE Y E
W F A, FELIEH,E-RICSI T UK F B HZ N
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BT & RS, B WM LOIE # & ¥ L-RICSI/E-
RICSI(# % F c-IVF/ICSI) & 3 TR % A 7= 4+ i |
Yo, EHXTRAR, REE S hK MR
ﬁﬁ"ﬂz {éﬁsz, 54-57]O

SHEENT , HANE _RERE S H 2
AR AR LB B AR R R R R
HHTHAERELZHZHESY LHE W0
2 ML %R R TR B AT B A R ICST 2 8 e £
TR TR B<SHNEIZREA
L RHAMN LT, ARG EREA
RO RE A o B b7 R W2 A i AL e v A ey
AW A A EE,

7 48, 2+ F ACROSIN 2 F % & 5 58 - IVF Z 4%
K Tk, 38 3t E-RICSI 7 DL LI E# 2 ™5 ExtF
PLCL ACTLTA (ACTL9 IQCN % 3 B % % S 5 th & 45
5 T U] B F AR 1CST 4 A A 90 B 40 s 4 T B
LIIEHE ZH, H i, 3T E-RICSHK 4 % 4% & K
Wy R, A R R UL T T DLBEAT Z R Sk ke K
HE MR AL, AR B4 FE L ART ST .

#HEZN6: OE-RICSI % £ B 4% T L-
RICSI®, % -F B 52 # L-RICSI 9 J& 31 , 7 DL # & 3%
REEFEZRERNE, BAAE ARG HE S,
@ B A7 4K DL 8 AR R By HE AR R A B
AR TE, T S A R B IAT R B H . O
WA B Z R T 4~5h g BATH B, %
A WAy 9T BE 40 B E ) <30%~50% B (4 BF
HRAI ), NEREFHREOhEATNE,
B E AR OB g8 M b1 17 <50% , FT AT A
MICSL; £ Tl R4 B 54 iR By ot el £ 71 A0
KO EPREEThZ N T RAFICSI . 3t F
FHRARE N m (RS, AL E =
MR HE B B B AT AN RCICST 1R o

R

c-IVF By J& 4% W & Bt 6] 38 % O |4 5 (172
1) W', B s 32 AN R 4 (two pronuclei, 2PN) K 2/
W h EEZRBES BA1LNE M
(monopronuclear, 1PN)#>2 4N R AZ K % % /5 &
W, J& #% (nonpronuclear, OPN) % # 1§ 0 # & % #% ,
NI W A Ol N U = 8
W B, 4 A A K H T R B IR K TR e
IhEEHNERLETFABEEEEE,

#HEENT:OF 2P c-IVF B 1PN 2 OPN
KRR R B A E 3, A T i 300 £ i &K
THEH, o TERERAANTHEET R
&)z P at OPN = 1PN & IR By 97 24 HA BE fg 3
TERER,EVRTAAERE, Z X0 ERE
FEAAFRERERBE o Rt 8o 84T
HmEFERE,EREAERREBNEHA TS —F
HREF_FARRSEERERT™, B Tx2M
W % ¥E — o B HE 5 A3 A, Sl R 7 48 OPN 2 1PN

KRR FEE™, QX THAHN T, 4
ERE R SR E i Rl - N R SN
HZRERARTERFANE, UBLEZTH X
W K AR A

J\ .c-IVF 7 PGT 5 NICS J& 3 #y Ji il

2020 4 RN A K £ 78 5 IRk % 4 K A 8 PGT
18 W KA A ICSIIE % PGT Bl 1 b w45 7
A, BBPICSINEEZENZH AR TEHHR
RV 3R % 4 O T A RORURL 4 L 5] AR e R M
P, EILEWAXRH R LR, PCT B F 5 A c-
IVF B B 7 DLk 758 5 ICSIAE Bl 09 FE b & & 4 #n
HEDHERTY, B, X TEEUEREFEAT
PGT 5% ] ,ICSL & & T 851 B R T 7 N - 4
T4V, 200 2 EABEFF B EHK
RKFLAAWEFHHAZEICSIE FIFE R 2E L
FAE o, dE B M B & AT PGT B 8 IF LT, ICSI
X TIRAE A% F DNA # #8 % Ao ) 25 R o 9 1 3 ok 3
LT R A™, XEERFHLT HHA (W
MALBAC , PicoPLEX) & # 4 3 il #5 F DNA, R J&
Mg et K EFRTABF T, 45 EEHY
# % A (multiple displacement amplification, MDA)
Hfe R BN R B R e A R AR B R, T DL SR
HF DNA B4 3, B ik 25T MDA B PGT J& #1 1 &
7 c-IVF B R4 7 X7 2023 4F B Fr 4 78 1%
e FF L KA MPCTI AN, B E 5K E A
A 7E A 45 A % — R | ¥ (next-generation sequencing,
NGS)# A B9 PGT B #, 7T DL K A c-IVF1E B 7K
NN COTDAS - 3N - Y - R R ). o
By g 4, B A, A H B R K 9 AE NICS B 3, A
Jl c-IVF 5 1CSI & IR B9 & iR 3% 7% 7K 8 AT NICS A Il
B 2E RABDL, SF BRI 2 R M 5 8 5% B 40 R
EAAE LT £ R,

#E & N8 AR EPICSIE 4 PGT A H
W EHBAE T R AT ARG N AT 4 A A
(preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidies,
PGT-A) B #4071 & B 26 48 o-IVF 1E h #8872
MERREER A EEmERES, QXT
MDA & PGT & i 175 F # £ 1CST 3% 45 . B i A NICS
BARHAATIE R 3, 7T JE & - IVF K

o c-IVF By U E 42 % R R G 52 0 % 37 L T3
EE2

LcIVF T BB F 847 B 5 # xR 4
2017 SF A RO RERE LB F R BT
BEREP)RNERTEN B - IVF L5 F F#E
AT E T AR SERE AT, 3% L%k 3,

MBI A LR EH A LHEIEFE M - IVF
R ARBEMEAE R, LAE TSN R
By AL 3 1 U R e A TR DA R 2 R
HWr (e ZH)ETEHAATE RN FHEFE
TREFALANNEE T G LR, Y E R
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R3 o IVF L= FEE bR NS brife

EGE L Ty [t b fe

EHZ R R =5 16~18 h il B >60% >75%
2PN J% 2PB () 1 B MIEUATBERS CReifbRife)  (HRASRRHE)
1 COCs E > 100%

SR IR =52 K85 I IR UL TG <5%
JE I %x 100%

4 PN #="K T 2PN Up &f 40 fifd $/4 7 4% <6%
WA COCs BAx 10090

IPN R =1PN Bl £} 41 g U472 K5 19 <5%
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