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old children born after preimplantation genetic diagnosis. Fertility and
Sterility. 2019;111(6):1151-8. Available from:
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2555. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deaa219

Not relevant outcome

El-Toukhy T. Clinical application of PGT-A: is the price too high? BJOG.
2020 May;127(6):719. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-
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472. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/].fertnstert.2022.06.009

Not relevant control group

Khorshid A, Bavan B, Chung EH, Lathi RB. Mosaic embryo transfer versus
additional IVF with PGT-A Cycle: a decision model comparing live birth
rate and cost. J Assist Reprod Genet. 2024 Mar;41(3):635-641. Available
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https://doi.org/10.1016/].fertnstert.2019.02.022

Not relevant study design

Scriven PN. Carrier screening and PGT for an autosomal recessive
monogenic disorder: insights from virtual trials. J Assist Reprod Genet.
2022 Feb;39(2):331-340. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-
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Health economic studies with low quality or transferability
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