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Multicenter Retrospective Cohort Study in China. Front Endocrinol 
(Lausanne). 2022;13:900499. Available from: 
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https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deab117. 

Not relevant 
outcome 

Blockeel C, Schutyser V, De Vos A, Verpoest W, De Vos M, Staessen C, 
et al. Prospectively randomized controlled trial of PGS in IVF/ICSI 
patients with poor implantation. Reprod Biomed Online. 
2008;17(6):848-54. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/s1472-
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Bay B, Ingerslev HJ, Lemmen JG, Degn B, Rasmussen IA, Kesmodel US. 
Preimplantation genetic diagnosis: a national multicenter obstetric and 
neonatal follow-up study. Fertility and Sterility. 2016;106(6):1363-9.e1. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2016.07.1092. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Beukers F, Houtzager BA, Paap MC, Middelburg KJ, Hadders-Algra M, Bos 
AF, et al. Parental psychological distress and anxiety after a successful 
IVF/ICSI procedure with and without preimplantation genetic screening: 
follow-up of a randomised controlled trial. Early Hum Dev. 
2012;88(9):725-30. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2012.03.001. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Beukers F, van der Heide M, Middelburg KJ, Cobben JM, Mastenbroek S, 
Breur R, et al. Morphologic abnormalities in 2-year-old children born 
after in&#xa0;vitro fertilization/intracytoplasmic sperm injection with 
preimplantation genetic screening: follow-up of a randomized controlled 
trial. Fertility and Sterility. 2013;99(2):408-13.e4. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2012.10.024. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Chang J, Boulet SL, Jeng G, Flowers L, Kissin DM. Outcomes of in vitro 
fertilization with preimplantation genetic diagnosis: an analysis of the 
United States Assisted Reproductive Technology Surveillance Data, 
2011–2012. Fertility and Sterility. 2016;105(2):394-400. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2015.10.018. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Cho YJ, Kim JY, Song IO, Lee HS, Lim CK, Koong MK, et al. Does 
blastomere biopsy in preimplantation genetic diagnosis affect early 
serum β-hCG levels? Clin Exp Reprod Med. 2011;38(1):31-6. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.5653/cerm.2011.38.1.31. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Chu CS, Li D, Olson-Chen C, Kawwass J, Vitek W. Recurrence risk and risk 
factors for monozygotic twin and triplet birth in over 65,000 single-
embryo transfers. Journal of Assisted Reproduction and Genetics. 
2023;40(4):851-5. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-023-
02737-8. 

Lack information of 
previous parity 

Desmyttere S, Bonduelle M, Nekkebroeck J, Roelants M, Liebaers I, De 
Schepper J. Growth and health outcome of 102 2-year-old children 
conceived after preimplantation genetic diagnosis or screening. Early 
Human Development. 2009;85(12):755-9. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2009.10.003. 

Lack information on day 
of embryo transfer, can 
differ between groups 

Forman EJ, Hong KH, Franasiak JM, Scott RT, Jr. Obstetrical and neonatal 
outcomes from the BEST Trial: single embryo transfer with aneuploidy 
screening improves outcomes after in&#xa0;vitro fertilization without 
compromising delivery rates. American Journal of Obstetrics & 
Gynecology. 2014;210(2):157.e1-.e6. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2013.10.016. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Giles J, Meseguer M, Mercader A, Rubio C, Alegre L, Vidal C, et al. 
Preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy in patients with partial X 
monosomy using their own oocytes: is this a suitable indication? Fertility 

Singles not separately 
reported, not relevant 
control PICO1  

https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dez245
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2016.07.1092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2012.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2012.10.024
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2015.10.018
https://doi.org/10.5653/cerm.2011.38.1.31
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-023-02737-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-023-02737-8
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2009.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajog.2013.10.016


 
44 (51) 

 

www.sbu.se/393 

and Sterility. 2020;114(2):346-53. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2020.04.003. 
Gingold JA, Kucherov A, Wu H, Fazzari M, Lieman H, Ball GD, et al. 
Preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy is associated with 
reduced live birth rates in fresh but not frozen donor oocyte in vitro 
fertilization cycles: an analysis of 18,562 donor cycles reported to 
Society for Assisted Reproductive Technology Clin. Fertility and Sterility. 
2024. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.08.315. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Go VA, Goros M, Choi BY, Farland LV, Robinson RD, Mak W. Perinatal 
Outcomes of Women with Recurrent Pregnancy Loss Undergoing Frozen 
Embryo Transfer from the Society of Assisted Reproductive Technology 
Database. Fertility and sterility. 2024. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.10.016. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Gu R-H, Fu J, Ge N-D, Li Z-C, Huang B, Xu Y, et al. Preimplantation genetic 
testing for aneuploidy improves clinical outcomes in patients with 
repeated implantation failure. Reproductive and Developmental 
Medicine. 2023;7(1):12-9. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1097/rd9.0000000000000043. 

Lack baseline data för 
intervention and 
control group 

Harris BS, Acharya KS, Unnithan S, Neal SA, Mebane S, Truong T, et al. 
Success rates with preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy in 
good prognosis patients are dependent on age. Fertility and Sterility. 
2024. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.09.043. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Hatirnaz S, Ozer A, Hatirnaz E, Atasever M, Başaranoglu S, Kanat-Pektas 
M, et al. Pre-implantation genetic screening among women 
experiencing recurrent failure of in vitro fertilization. International 
Journal of Gynecology & Obstetrics. 2017;137(3):314-8. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/ijgo.12135. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Haviland MJ, Murphy LA, Modest AM, Fox MP, Wise LA, Nillni YI, et al. 
Comparison of pregnancy outcomes following preimplantation genetic 
testing for aneuploidy using a matched propensity score design. Human 
Reproduction. 2020;35(10):2356-64. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deaa161. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Heijligers M, Peeters A, van Montfoort A, Nijsten J, Janssen E, 
Gunnewiek FK, et al. Growth, health, and motor development of 5-year-
old children born after preimplantation genetic diagnosis. Fertility and 
Sterility. 2019;111(6):1151-8. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2019.01.035. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Heijligers M, Verheijden LMM, Jonkman LM, van der Sangen M, Meijer-
Hoogeveen M, Arens Y, et al. The cognitive and socio-emotional 
development of 5-year-old children born after PGD. Human 
Reproduction. 2018;33(11):2150-7. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dey302. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Hu L, Bu Z, Huang G, Sun H, Deng C, Sun Y. Assisted Reproductive 
Technology in China: Results Generated From Data Reporting System by 
CSRM From 2013 to 2016. Front Endocrinol (Lausanne). 2020;11:458. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.3389/fendo.2020.00458. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Kucherov A, Fazzari M, Lieman H, Ball GD, Doody K, Jindal S. PGT-A is 
associated with reduced cumulative live birth rate in first reported IVF 
stimulation cycles age ≤ 40: an analysis of 133,494 autologous cycles 
reported to SART CORS. Journal of Assisted Reproduction and Genetics. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2020.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.08.315
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1097/rd9.0000000000000043
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.09.043
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1002/ijgo.12135
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/deaa161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2019.01.035
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dey302
https://doi.org/10.3389/fendo.2020.00458
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2023;40(1):137-49. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-
022-02667-x. 
Kuiper D, Bennema A, la Bastide-van Gemert S, Seggers J, Schendelaar P, 
Mastenbroek S, et al. Developmental outcome of 9-year-old children 
born after PGS: follow-up of a randomized trial. Human Reproduction. 
2017;33(1):147-55. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dex337. 

Difference in frozen or 
fresh embryo transfers 
between groups 

Lei C-X, Ye J-F, Sui Y-L, Zhang Y-P, Sun X-X. Retrospective Cohort Study of 
Preimplantation Genetic Testing for Aneuploidy with Comprehensive 
Chromosome Screening versus Nonpreimplantation Genetic Testing in 
Normal Karyotype, Secondary Infertility Patients with Recurrent 
Pregnancy Loss. Reproductive and Developmental Medicine. 2019;3(4). 
Available from: https://mednexus.org/doi/full/10.4103/2096-
2924.274544 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Li Y, Chang Q, Mai Q. Pregnancy and neonatal outcomes of monozygotic 
twins resulting from assisted reproductive technology: a 10-year 
retrospective study. Reprod Biol Endocrinol. 2023;21(1):51. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1186/s12958-023-01104-7. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Liebaers I, Desmyttere S, Verpoest W, De Rycke M, Staessen C, Sermon 
K, et al. Report on a consecutive series of 581 children born after 
blastomere biopsy for preimplantation genetic diagnosis. Hum Reprod. 
2010;25(1):275-82. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dep298. 

Lack information on day 
of embryo transfer, can 
differ between groups 

Ma S, Hu L, Chen H, Liu Y, Hocher J-G, Xu X, et al. Inverse association of 
prepregnancy systolic blood pressure and live birth rate in normotensive 
women undergoing in vitro fertilization/intracytoplasmic sperm 
injection. Fertility and Sterility. 2024;122(4):667-77. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.05.150. 

Lack baseline data för 
intervention and 
control group 

Ma S, Liao J, Zhang S, Yang X, Hocher B, Tan J, et al. Exploring the efficacy 
and beneficial population of preimplantation genetic testing for 
aneuploidy start from the oocyte retrieval cycle: a real-world study. J 
Transl Med. 2023;21(1):779. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-023-04641-2. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

MacKenna A, Schwarze JE, Crosby J, Zegers-Hochschild F. Factors 
associated with embryo splitting and clinical outcome of monozygotic 
twins in pregnancies after IVF and ICSI. Hum Reprod Open. 
2020;2020(1):hoaa024. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/hropen/hoaa024. 

Difference in day of 
embryo transfer and 
frozen or fresh embryo 
transfers between 
groups 

Maithripala S, Durland U, Havelock J, Kashyap S, Hitkari J, Tan J, et al. 
Prevalence and Treatment Choices for Couples with Recurrent 
Pregnancy Loss Due to Structural Chromosomal Anomalies. Journal of 
Obstetrics and Gynaecology Canada. 2018;40(6):655-62. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jogc.2017.09.024. 

Lack information on day 
of embryo transfer, can 
differ between groups 

Martello CL, Kulmann MIR, Donatti LM, Bos-Mikich A, Frantz N. 
Preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidies does not increase 
success rates in fresh oocyte donation cycles: a paired cohort study. 
Journal of Assisted Reproduction and Genetics. 2021;38(11):2909-14. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-021-02339-2. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Mateizel I, Santos-Ribeiro S, Done E, Van Landuyt L, Van de Velde H, 
Tournaye H, et al. Do ARTs affect the incidence of monozygotic 

Singles not separately 
reported 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-022-02667-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-022-02667-x
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dex337
https://mednexus.org/doi/full/10.4103/2096-2924.274544
https://mednexus.org/doi/full/10.4103/2096-2924.274544
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12958-023-01104-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dep298
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2024.05.150
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-023-04641-2.
https://doi.org/10.1093/hropen/hoaa024
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.jogc.2017.09.024
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-021-02339-2
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twinning? Hum Reprod. 2016;31(11):2435-41. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dew216. 
Middelburg KJ, van der Heide M, Houtzager B, Jongbloed-Pereboom M, 
Fidler V, Bos AF, et al. Mental, psychomotor, neurologic, and behavioral 
outcomes of 2-year-old children born after preimplantation genetic 
screening: follow-up of a randomized controlled trial. Fertility and 
Sterility. 2011;96(1):165-9. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2011.04.081. 

Lack baseline data för 
intervention and 
control group 

Nekkebroeck J, Van den Broeck W, Desmyttere S, Ponjaert-Kristoffersen 
I, Bonduelle M. The mental, motor, socio-emotional and language 
development of 2-year-old twins born after PGD/PGS and parental well-
being. Human Reproduction. 2011;27(1):299-301. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/der352. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Phuong L, Thuc V, Quan P, Anh L, Vinh D, Huyen N. Selecting euploid 
embryo for transfer by preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy 
improved clinical outcomes in patients with advanced maternal age. 
Biomedical Research and Therapy. 2019;6(12):3541-9. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.15419/bmrat.v6i12.581. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Platteau P, Staessen C, Michiels A, Van Steirteghem A, Liebaers I, 
Devroey P. Preimplantation genetic diagnosis for aneuploidy screening in 
women older than 37 years. Fertil Steril. 2005;84(2):319-24. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2005.02.019. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Sacchi L, Albani E, Cesana A, Smeraldi A, Parini V, Fabiani M, et al. 
Preimplantation Genetic Testing for Aneuploidy Improves Clinical, 
Gestational, and Neonatal Outcomes in Advanced Maternal Age Patients 
Without Compromising Cumulative Live-Birth Rate. Journal of Assisted 
Reproduction and Genetics. 2019;36(12):2493-504. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-019-01609-4. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Sardana P, Banker J, Gupta R, Kotdawala A, Lalitkumar PGL, Banker M. 
The Influence of Delayed Blastocyst Development on the Outcome of 
Frozen-Thawed Transfer of Euploid and Untested Embryos. J Hum 
Reprod Sci. 2020;13(2):155-61. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.4103/jhrs.JHRS_115_19. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Seggers J, Haadsma ML, Bastide-van Gemert S, Heineman MJ, Kok JH, 
Middelburg KJ, et al. Blood pressure and anthropometrics of 4-y-old 
children born after preimplantation genetic screening: follow-up of a 
unique, moderately sized, randomized controlled trial. Pediatr Res. 
2013;74(5):606-14. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1038/pr.2013.137. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Sellers R, Castillo JC, Ten J, Rodríguez A, Ortiz JA, Sellers F, et al. 
Monozygotic twinning following embryo biopsy at the blastocyst stage. 
Jornal Brasileiro de Reproducao Assistida. 2021;25(1):122-7. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.5935/1518-0557.20200069. 

Lack baseline data för 
intervention and 
control group 

Sharpe A, Avery P, Choudhary M. Reproductive outcome following pre-
implantation genetic diagnosis (PGD) in the UK. Human fertility 
(Cambridge, England). 2018;21(2):120-7. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14647273.2017.1336259. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Sui YL, Lei CX, Ye JF, Fu J, Zhang S, Li L, et al. In vitro fertilization with 
single-Nucleotide polymorphism microarray-based preimplantation 
genetic testing for aneuploidy significantly improves clinical outcomes in 
infertile women with recurrent pregnancy loss: A randomized controlled 

For complications (PICO 
2), singles not 
separately reported, i.e. 
critical risk of bias. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/dew216
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2011.04.081
https://doi.org/10.1093/humrep/der352
https://doi.org/10.15419/bmrat.v6i12.581
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2005.02.019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-019-01609-4
https://doi.org/10.4103/jhrs.JHRS_115_19
https://doi.org/10.1038/pr.2013.137
https://doi.org/10.5935/1518-0557.20200069
https://doi.org/https:/dx.doi.org/10.1080/14647273.2017.1336259
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trial. Reproductive and Developmental Medicine. 2020;4(1):32-41. 
Available from: https://doi.org/10.4103/2096-2924.281852. 

For effectiveness (PICO 
1): The study was 
designed to transfer 
different numbers of 
embryos per embryo 
transfer in the 
intervention compared 
to the control group, i.e 
not a relevant study for 
PICO 1.  
 

Sun Q, Xu J, Yao Y, Huang X, Zhao D, Lu S, et al. Efficacy of non-invasive 
chromosome screening, preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy, 
and morphological grading in selecting embryos of patients with 
advanced maternal age: a three-armed prospective cohort study. BMC 
pregnancy and childbirth. 2024;24(1):545. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12884-024-06736-0. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Swanson K, Huang D, Kaing A, Blat C, Rosenstein MG, Mok-Lin E, et al. Is 
Preimplantation Genetic Testing Associated with Increased Risk of 
Abnormal Placentation After Frozen Embryo Transfer? Am J Perinatol. 
2020;38(02):105-10. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0040-
1714681. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Turan V, Gayete-Lafuente S, Bang H, Oktay KH. Outcomes of random-
start letrozole protocol with PGT-A in women with breast cancer 
undergoing fertility preservation. Journal of Assisted Reproduction and 
Genetics. 2023;40(10):2401-8. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10815-023-02882-0. 

Lack baseline data för 
intervention and 
control group 

Van Heertum K, DeVilbiss EA, Goldfarb J, Mumford SL, Weinerman R. 
Does embryo biopsy, independent of vitrification, impact perinatal 
outcomes? An analysis of perinatal outcomes following preimplantation 
genetic testing biopsy in fresh and frozen embryo transfer cycles. F&S 
Reports. 2024;5(1):47-54. Available from: 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.xfre.2024.01.005. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Wang X, Zhang S, Gu Y, Ma S, Peng Y, Gong F, et al. The impact of 
blastocyst freezing and biopsy on the association of blastocyst 
morphological parameters with live birth and singleton birthweight. 
Fertility and Sterility. 2023;119(1):56-66. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2022.09.030. 

Lack information of 
previous parity 

Yang Z, Salem SA, Liu X, Kuang Y, Salem RD, Liu J. Selection of euploid 
blastocysts for cryopreservation with array comparative genomic 
hybridization (aCGH) results in increased implantation rates in 
subsequent frozen and thawed embryo transfer cycles. Molecular 
Cytogenetics. 2013;6(1):32. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1186/1755-8166-6-32. 

Process and time point 
for randomization 
unsure, clinicians not 
blinded, no explanation 
to difference between 
groups in drop outs, no 
study protocol and no 
power calculation 

Yang Z, Liu J, Collins GS, Salem SA, Liu X, Lyle SS, et al. Selection of single 
blastocysts for fresh transfer via standard morphology assessment alone 
and with array CGH for good prognosis IVF patients: results from a 
randomized pilot study. Molecular Cytogenetics. 2012;5(1):24. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1186/1755-8166-5-24. 

Process and time point 
for randomization 
unsure, clinicians not 
blinded, no explanation 
to difference between 
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groups in drop outs, no 
study protocol and no 
power calculation 

Ying LY, Sanchez MD, Baron J, Ying Y. Preimplantation genetic testing and 
frozen embryo transfer synergistically decrease very pre-term birth in 
patients undergoing in vitro fertilization with elective single embryo 
transfer. Journal of assisted reproduction and genetics. 2021;38(9):2333-
9. Available from: https://doi.org/https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10815-
021-02266-2. 

Singles not separately 
reported 

Zakharova EE, Zaletova VV, Krivokharchenko AS. Biopsy of Human 
Morula-Stage Embryos: Outcome of 215 IVF/ICSI Cycles with PGS. PLOS 
ONE. 2014;9(9):e106433. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0106433. 

Lack information of 
previous parity 

Özdamar Ö, Boynukalin FK, Gültomruk M, Yarkiner Z, Findikli N, Bahceci 
M. Impact of trophoectoderm biopsy for preimplantation genetic testing 
on serum β-hCG levels, time of delivery and birthweight following frozen 
embryo transfer cycles. Gynecological Endocrinology. 
2023;39(1):2227278. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09513590.2023.2227278. 

Selected control group 
to not be comparable 
to intervention group 
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Excluded health economic studies due to non relevant 
Reference Reason for exclusion 
A microcosting and cost-consequence analysis of genomic testing 
strategies (including trios) in autism spectrum disorder: an update. 
Jegathisawaran, J.; Tsiplova, K.; Ungar, W. J. 2019;(): Canada 
Technology Assessment at SickKids (TASK) 2019. Ref ID: 1767 

Not relevant population 

Blakemore JK, Trawick EC, Grifo JA, Goldman KN. Prognostic role of 
preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy in medically indicated 
fertility preservation. Fertil Steril. 2020 Feb;113(2):408-416. Available 
from: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fertnstert.2019.09.040 

Not relevant study design 

Davis OS, Favetta LA, Deniz S, Faghih M, Amin S, Karnis M, Neal MS. 
Potential Costs and Benefits of Incorporating PGT-A Across Age Groups: A 
Canadian Clinic Perspective. J Obstet Gynaecol Can. 2024 
May;46(5):102361. Available from: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jogc.2024.102361 

Not relevant study design 

Doyle N, Gainty M, Eubanks A, Doyle J, Hayes H, Tucker M, Devine K, 
DeCherney A, Levy M, Jahandideh S, Hill M. Donor oocyte recipients do 
not benefit from preimplantation genetic testing for aneuploidy to 
improve pregnancy outcomes. Hum Reprod. 2020 Nov 1;35(11):2548-
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-
0528.16118 

Not relevant study design 

Iwamoto A, Summers KM, Sparks A, Mancuso AC. Intracytoplasmic sperm 
injection versus conventional in vitro fertilization in unexplained infertility. 
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