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[(WE] BH TP 2ZEEEAR (time-lapse) 8555 5 H MR X IR R B W ik EPES AT
FEIZH U2 AR SZHE (TVE) / BRI A SO 17 56 (TCST) VAT 1Y 593 AR R IR IG & B 88l , FL 1 time-lapse
KEFRAL (TL 20) 351 A JA 0, B IS IR 41 (CO 41)242 AN JE, LUAS P 20 [R] 3248 22 L P2 28 P SR IIG 28 P R i
G2 AT RS M R LR R RN 2 5. &R (1) WAL I FR APAERR OF
BIARINEL T35 MIL OS5 — AR L 2 R RG24 L (P >0.05) , (2) TL 2171 CO 417F 1PN Z K53
(3.14% vs 3.54% ) . =3PN ZHEH(7.36% vs 8.74% ) FIRIZHEH (2. 16% vs 2.75% ) ZF8H7 L4525 5245
TGiil22 X (P >0.05) ; TL 4114 2PN ZH5 % B E 2 F CO 4 (71.44% vs 64.07% ) , £ R G H 142 (P <
0.05) . (3)TL 41#1 CO Z17F M U243 (98. 26% vs 98.54% ) 2PN G243 (98. 84% vs 98.90% ) FIv] Fi L H4
H(78.69% vs T7.30% ) SF48hR L ZE T G2 L (P >0.05) s TL ZH PR AR %6 (45. 21% vs 41.92% )
AT ZRIRAG R (62. 16% vs 54.47% ) BE T CO 4, ZFAGHIFE L (P<0.05) . (4)TL 41f1 CO 4 ¥E %%
WRTE % % (64. T1% vs 67. 80% ) ALFRBENR (20.59% vs 19. 42% ) FIT] 8RR (33. 79% vs 34. 12% ) %48
bR R S TG B (P >0.05) o 851 Time-lapse 35 75 XS JIRJG Y & 7 B4 B3 BOAFZ 0, 3F 0] L
RALTE Z IR R B 15 SR TG
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Study on the effects of time-lapse culture and conventional culture on the development of embryos WANG
Shi-kai, XUE Lin-tao, TAN Wei-hong, et al. Reproductive and Genetic Center, the People's Hospital of Guangxi
Zhuang Autonomous Region, Nanning 530021, China

[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the effects of time-lapse culture and conventional embryo culture on the
development of embryos. Methods The embryo development data of 593 in-vitro fertilization( IVF) /intracytoplasmic
sperm injection (ICST) cycles(including 351 cycles in TL group and 242 cycles in CO group) were retrospectively an-
alyzed. The fertilization rate, cleavage rate, good embryo rate, frozen embryo rate, available embryo rate, blastocyst
formation rate, good blastocyst rate and frozen blastocyst rate were compared between the two groups. Results (1)
There were no significant differences between the two groups in female age, duration of infertility, retrieved oocytes
and MII oocytes( P >0.05). (2)There were no significant differences in IPN(3. 14% vs 3.54% ), =3PN(7.36% vs
8.74% ) and unknown fertilization rate(2. 16% vs 2.75% ) between the two groups( P >0.05), but 2PN fertiliza-
tion rate in TL group was significantly higher than that in CO group(71.44% vs 64.07% ) (P <0.05). (3) There
were no significant differences in the total cleavage rate (98.26% vs 98.54% ), 2PN cleavage rate (98.84% vs
98.90% ) and available embryo rate(78.69% vs 77.30% ) between the two groups( P >0.05) , but the good embryo
rate and the frozen embryo rate of TL group were significantly higher than those of CO group(45.21% vs 41.92% ,
62.16% vs 54.47% ) (P <0.05). (4)There were no significant differences in the blastocyst formation rate, good
blastocyst rate and the frozen blastocyst rate between the two groups (64.71% vs 67.80% , 20.59% vs 19.42% ,
33.79% vs34.12% ) (P >0.05). Conclusion Time-lapse culture does not have a significant adverse impact on the
development of embryos, and can provide more information on embryo development for the selection of embryos.
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BFReH (TL4) Fisy IREE TR0 (CO 2H) , Horp TL 20
351 A-JEHA, CO 4 242 4K,

1.2 SRk

1.2. 1 Time-lapse JRMIGEEFRFIRE 2208018 Fr T g A
B BB A v AR HE IR 75 58, TS A0
BRAC P RICR (hCG) 36 h J5 47 DI 27 4], A5 51 1)
M AW (OCCs) , Pk TR E T G-IVE (Vitrolife,
Sweden) 53R, THEST hCG 40 h J5 245, IVF
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NG HEF T FU G BT 50343, R IR B Al sl vk )5, R
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G BRI IR i R B R SR
bro THAARUTT  BAZHKG4L =2PN + HJ5A% (1PN) +
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¥ x 100% ; 2PN G 24 % = 2PN G 24 %0/2PN % x
100% s PEIRIRIG 3 = 11050 i 20/ 2PN % x 100% ;
RIS = Al ZRIRJIG £/ 2PN % % 100% 5 0] IR
JiaR = al HIRAG B SRR x 100% s JE L IR =
BRI H 5IR SR B x 100% 5 18 e IR = It
JRBE R SRR EL x 100% 5 ] PRAEFR A = n] P
PR B TR BEEL < 100%
L3 ZEif#diik N SPSSI8. 0 GEit#ift kAT 4L
P, THEE ORISR = ARifEZE (x 5) R, 4
FUBCR FSAL ¢ K, THCRORHA T 0 (% ) 3R,
A ELEBCR X K, P <0.05 2 A G
2 #R
2.1 P MRBOR R PRAE LT 4RI AN AR
B SPE3R R 2 MIT GRS — R BOR AR LE 22 57
WG (P >0.05) , WK1,

£1 WA HBFEHLE(xs)

gy sy PIIEC TR ACRAERR CPEBREIEC -y MIT
B (n) (%) (%) ) IR%(A1N)

TLZH 351 31.66+3.76 3.46 +2.42 9.93 +2.50 8.30 +2.27
COZ{ 242 31.88+3.52 3.49+£2.37 9.93 £2.86 8.25+2.38
t - 0.730 0. 746 0.014 0.229
P - 0. 466 0. 872 0. 989 0. 819

2.2 PSS 1 R(D1) ZAETH AL AL PRZHAE 1PN
ZAE R =3PN AR AU 520 K S8 b A L4
SHTEG T E L (P >0.05), TL 4119 2PN 5%
HEREST CO4, ERAGITFEX(P<0.05),
W2,
%2 F4 Dl AR LK

41 9 2PN ZHREHR  IPN ZHER =3PN ZHER RIZRER
TL 4 71.44% 3.14% 7.36% 2.16%
o (2251/3151)  (99/3151)  (232/3151)  (68/3151)
o4 64. 07% 3.54% 8. 74% 2.75%
o (1539,2402)  (85/2402)  (210/2402)  (66/2402)
% 34.129 0. 607 3.543 2.013
P 0. 000 0.412 0. 060 0. 156
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%3 T4 D3 KK F HAE LR
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Ly 98 26% 98. 84% 45.21% 62. 16% 78. 69%
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coup  98-54% 98.90% 41.92% 54.47% 77.30%
A (1872/1900) (1522/1539) (638/1522) (829/1522) (1447/1872)
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T HE AN AT R NE AR SR A L 22 R 4 TE e
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il PEIOIE L (Y WHE i A VR fR A
TLA 64.71% (1034/1598) 20.59% (329/1598) 33.79% (540/1598)

COZ 67.80% (775/1143) 19.42% (222/1143) 34.12% (390/1143)

X 2.850 0. 564 0.032

P 0.091 0.453 0. 858
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3.2 Time-lapse Ji X0 AZIPAL 2 ARAEHITIE
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23 FECGR I AL ETIE S 1A Tt de LGS I 1]
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JiE A W, X D Bt BN 2R AT DL IE SR, N
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P BT JIG 32 325 T8 LG %, T DS/6 iYL ot
BT SR8 5 2018 45 Barberet %
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Observation on the efficacy and histamine changes of MORA biophysical therapeutic instrument combined
with levocetirizine in treatment of chronic urticaria LI Jian-min, TAN Mei-le, YANG Meng, et al. Department
of Dermatology and Venereology , the Third Affiliated Hospital of Guangxi Medical University, Nanning 530031, China

[ Abstract |

levocetirizine in treatment of chronic urticaria, and to analyze the changes in serum histamine concentration in differ-

Objective To observe the efficacy of MORA biophysical therapeutic instrument combined with

ent treatment groups before and after treatment. Methods Ninety chronic urticaria patients were randomly divided in-
to instrument group, drug group and combination group, with 30 cases in each group. After 12 weeks of treatment,
the efficacy and the concentration of histamine in serum were compared among the three groups. Results  After treat-
ment, the serum histamine concentrations of the three groups were significantly lower than those before treatment( P <

0.05), and the serum histamine concentrations of the combination group were significantly lower than those of the
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