Analysis of Oocyte and Embryo in Human IVF-ET Program
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Introduction

48 IVF-ETE 3835 43 + NES A7 HaliA e A8 7R R4 B
& Tk Fkxlo] s]ojol &R Tt EE} FAo FATS AEs o)A TR YA
71318 F3AZE F e A= AHEHAM s dHAT FR F £ 8] L Folztn & F
AE qualityE ZF 3t slolA] FejstA, Aset A, AXRFHTE J2 5 o8] 7HA] ol
AAH 2 gt asv AdAFes B A, I H R A FHTE o] 7tA] AHEE

T NE RS FEEAA FP Pl sk oo AHE Aol A FE] blastocyst TA &}
Aa7tA] ol €] A A& o8¢ quality B8 83 o) diste] 8.fstd Mt

A. Oocyte grading
1. 22t (perivitelline space; PVS) nf & A (granularity)

A HEH GFAEL ICSIE 817] YA cumulus mass®} corona radiata cell& A A8 HE
Aol &7 W) 2 P e e particle (perivitelline space granularity)E°] F¥dle] ¢1&
gBlo] Bo] 9l AL #FT 4+ Yt} o] g PVS granularityy FALe] A4 @A (maturational
stage)o]] el AN EE 2 A Jelg = GVEA oA & 0%, MIS 4.4%, MIGHA o] W=}
Axe 34.3%94 Hl= g YeERA AT ©] 2 3 PVS granularity & HER & dAte) v &2 328
o tha] W& =y ANNEE el SAEA, 22l dEGZE 9 stimulation

717kl A3 hMG«] ARgFol Bkd AN A YedE S UBHt 234 o]
&3 granularity S Ve & WGAE ICSIE o] £33 & u granularityE YENRA] &= dA}
Hsl F3 &, 32E 222 A Eel oA Aol & WEhlA] 3k} (Hassan-Ali et al, 1998).
Ty ICSIZF obd AwkA Q] X957 (conventional IVF)RH & o] &stAthd o] 2§ PVS
granularity & YER & Ao $AHEL 24 vEEE 7t S g 2o

o] 2] g PVS granularity7} S Tj A Frefi gk A2, o] A S 23 A HE&eA A
E 2gAw gz d77 Ao} ghoh. WA PVS granvlarity s} 22 9 @7 &4 3k
3855 (inclusions)2 corona radiata cell®] Z-§-& (remnants)o] 2t F730] o 2] g x}Eof 93
AA A drA o 72 I}y FFEE S A (meiotic resumption)dt= 37 o] A coronal cell
o} ‘FapArlo] 9] gap junctiong B A3t ¢ & 3l coronal cell®] E7] (projections)E o] @A H
A ol EAEC] AR A HEH o] 9 o] Y&AA o] Fo = uhx] 27| 7] (scrap)A H
Fol & 2-$7 Uthe FA ot} (Gilula et al, 1978; Sathananthan, 1997). =3 A& 1] A3} A
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E3}3} (cytochemical)& o] & ATE B3 W A At IRl A A EA (cortical cy-
toplasm)ujj of] ¥-4]3 (secretory vesicle)?] &7} Q5o o059 F7} ZA+-EAG A A
T4t S71ets PVSUHZ 2E9] 882l glycoproteing ¥&3h=H] ol Hd Aol Azt
Ao dAS dF AEL FEo G #o] itk AU AT} (Stastana et al, 1983). ©]
2] %} glycoproteino] 2|3, 7+ 2. 2 PVS granularity2] Ao #4E 754 A WA &
ot @8 SR A At dAe] 20 FZ (ultrastucture) ATE F3A o] dR
o] &7l granulesy} filamentsE A E extracellular matrix?} &4 dche Ao] R Qo
(Dandekar et al, 1992). o] 9} 22 granular/filament matrix 7352 cumulus cell¥} corona radiata
cell Alo]o)] &7} 3}™ o] &L protein?} hyaluronic acidE X §3}l1 otz Rax o).

o] ARELS AHE u 430 AP v FFH T2E vhgd o7 G ¥ AT
Fe Byl glom W@ A v g J&HF AN Y JF7H 53) FYdU 4F
e HHZFE FATo2HA F3FHA FA AFE WT & de 800 2 32
gzt Azd

2. Morphology of the 1st polar body

WAl A FH A MIOEA 2] Gapel A 1 A7 vl F A2 2 & e (fragmented, very small, overly
large)E Y EPAS o o] 59 FAe] FAAAHA £ EL T4 vhA ¥ AAGAHA FH L T}
3t A4S UEH AT (Veek, 1988). =3 #) 1 FA]2] E 3 (degeneration)2 dxte] A&
(ageing)T} Z & #Ho] glon olEd ZAE AU FAE $ADA N FNE vl D
(Eichenlaub-Ritter et al, 1995). g+ Wx}o] =] 1] Arel, QJa7te] m7 9 A xAY 82
(cytoplasmic inclusions)®] &4 & 7|22 dAle] 5FE FSA L 9 olE ¥ FH0l
TR EF ICSI F 4 &9 quality®} 52 ¢ S JePHAT} (Xia, 1997). ¥ & R
< T8 A 15A LEEY A A X Bgolgte HolA YRS AFRE S FAHE
g3 FAbsleh el 3 o]l F R e AFAHQ FAHEG S Y (potential) A2
A1ZFEEY 2AAA Al 1 FAY B2 2R 715T & dvkz A

3. Morphology of cytoplasm

A FAo] qualityE St glolA AEZHS ¥FZAE Y JA] o Hxe s Fo]
g 5 o). EAHQ v F G A E2 o] Fel= coplasmic granularity, ooplasmic vacuoles, L
2] 31 refractile body (2 A) € & + A}

Ooplasmic granularity= dA}e} A XA FHEE 532 BPAS FHE HA sty ol
g P9 G HPA (atretic) V|4 5 dA HAY S dAM AF E F Uxe BFLEA
Y2l o] xR o] 8FE T} Ooplasmic vacuoles& A XA 24 8l3 Y V4T vacuoles
59 §3 o] 9% smooth endoplasmic reticulum®] ‘Z XA (vesicular) 8 24 (elements)S 2} 33 33}
FHoE FAHAY EXAT AEARZ QA3 v¥HFH QA endocytosis (A E2}He] o) o &
JREAS F578)e] Az A HA(tT G A ok A refractile body= XA £
I FF AP 2 g3 AAAET dAe] HA G #A™Ao] ot @A ol A XY
FHEY EAe A B& FHEDN $SHAY B2 qualiy: 2 ATE Ze) ol
@ refractile body & F-F-& FAE 354 o] /e B & £ €] A4 e #Atel
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4. Chromosomal abnormality

dntd o g v FA4E AL E el E A v &2 A 3 F o 265%F A8}
™ hypo-haploidy 13.3%, Hyper-haploidy 8.1%, diploidy 3.5% &-& JElic} 53] gejglxoa
HI A3 A R FApe] A F o] &8 o 50% o] o] o]4/d (aneuploidy)e] ¥ A FHAE
I T T AN dAY] S Gxd @7 0] o] & A GG Artd ¥&S A
Sl GE A pHA} 66 0]319] AEY © WAL 60% o) o] WFAA FAAE 2A Hu
pH7I 722 A% #FY Wt ol vF4H dAto] vl &o] 8%2 FASHA Asts e @4
< Yehdch

B. Zygote grading
1. Pronucleus size

AdutA oz ¥HZEY HFA (zygote)?] 278e] pronucleus % male pronucleus?} female
pronucleus Bt} th4a AT dejA It 28 v AFE g zygoteo| A &= ©] F pronucleuse] =
7] 2] males} female pronucleus® TH37 | & A &8 A& 1 277} ¥ &6} ey
e TF 1 2719 Aol7t T3l g zygoteE FA T 5 UTh o] 2 & zygotew 53] HAA&H
GAE FRHAAS 7 W] LA} (Goud et al, 1999). o] 28 A5 R E B} L 2
712} pronucleus?} female®] o}l male pronucleuse}t}. o] 2] g+ v]3 A2 =7] 2] male pronucleus=
"] 432 Q] chromatin decondensation®] Zl&o]] oj& 2& Ar|e] A G Aot AHY
A A2 2ot 28 o] 3§ A WAt sperm chromatin decondensing factor®] ¥ % 4
A activity®} A #o] e A At Gzl ESE 3 glutathione?] 4 & ol £3o 17
T AR AL el sk He ojeld A4 Ay s oyt A S E o] ageing
d dR A A e

2. Pronucleus Polarity

€43, A 2709 AL date Sl A M2 s 7D FHE A 1,254
€N} A= g olF 3 3l o2 e FH el 2tz o3 zygoted] qualityE F7 st
o] 7bgstvte Bart AA AT (Garello et al, 1999). F A8} T4& Fohste A4
< T F28 3n o] B4 FF /e FAGe] 4xE a, W FAH %Y 428 b, 282
F FA Arel9] Azt dAle 4 ol F e =g cEtn AL W, 298 AES AFFE
ol F dgo] dojd #% &9 quality7} T i e B FE Yetlov bel st AL A
F Fol oA 4 &9 quality’} Hadte A3E dEdth o2 @ 23 F FAH 9 F4HA
7 Y F4 Fo] AAE o] Fo as} be] st 4B T zygoter} wpHEA T A
8] 9] polarityd ZEttn & 4 St

3. Nucleoli arrangement
4, A8 4 AY Y= A N2 gAE 1274704 2] €21 (nucleoli)e] T}k gt
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F2Q 7L ol Fo EAT. o] & nucleoli®] &A= vacuolesd AR L 78 3= marker
2% o] 850 Hoe olE] WA EA AR qualiyE A3t 7|E 2R AMEH
3 31t} (Taesarik & Greco, 1999).
2% 71Ee] B & Y= dRxAHY Yl F4423F patternS Th3 3 2t
Pattern 0: &F Ul o] Q1] 71 37f o] 2po] U] &3 & A ol &le] 7} 77
ol3td A ol& Qo] A= FH FAHAS W B Ee TH oY B¢
ol #<glo] ToX & FHY AL WA Ee A5
1. g AEu o] dle 47} 370 o] A7t Y= A5
2: Aol 3 7ol A ol 77 o) 8te) B]le] A& ulX] e
3: B % g JHe A ol 77) o] 39 dQle] SHE w= BF
4: Hojx g JHe] A Ujof 374 o]ste] HEe] e B
5: 9% Ao de F4ST g VoA AL FAL wR] Y= F 5
Pattern 0-2- L EMY & zygote?] 73 THE &4 21 9] patterns (1-5)-F U e & zygoteol] v & A A
A L 9 & S Jehn, 22 A (developmental arrest) @/ E-3] pattern 1 (31.6%)3}
3 (30%)ol M = A bt

Q
3

C. Embryo grading
1. Embryo grade

Grade 1: 43 7] 9} A & o] F = &7 (blastomeres)e] F73 &

Grade 2: TY3A] &2 379 &79 £H

Grade 3: A ] &9 25% ©]&}7} fragmentation® % &

Grade 4: 1 A &2 25% ©]4 50% ©]3}7} fragmentation® <78 &

Grade 5: 23] &72] 50% ©]/¢o] fragmentationd 7% &

ol 21 g 3 ¥ graded] W& YU &, 2}E, ongoing/delivery rate= TF°] L5 9] ¥ 3
L2 Aese 298 vehdoh BN 7Hed @ o]yl E Grade 1, T 28} 374x] 8] 74
& A}8311 Grade 4 == 59) 3L o]y FH8LA] FET

2. Multinucleation

BAAoR £AE G < 17%7F Fol= 3 7 0]/d¢] 28] (binucleated)2] T+5 2+ 9l
o0 FHTH O 2 Grade 28 Uehlle $£H T ASd= 15% F =7t b4 (multinucleated)
&7E 23 ot (Hardy et al, 1993). o] 2]k T A A FL FAHQ 3¢ 98 =9
wgET E Jehdy v 3 4E d4H ¥ & (15%)9 M= FAAQ £ (32%)°l v
2u) o]ite] & WA NITE el FAAEQA £ATTE 0|4 Fo vlE g 3
T FAAD £ A o] FolA Bt & YA E T ongoing/delivery rateE L}E}
WAt} (Katharine et al, 1998). T}ai A =4 & o] deld] s & ofF] BEv A% cy-
tokinesis processoll A] A oit errore]] o] &) FAA Q] ERFAY FE Ee AXLE HAE 29
e A Z2o) ol v A SH AL B B2FR 7 AU B 59 IR} s HE
A5, & A NS E VEpAT
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3. Fragmentation

FA#] qualityE AA 3=t oA ol 71 EHA R AR EHE Ao 3T
o v AU £l o3l LA st fragmentation®] H]-Eojzt & & Ut o] HF T T2
fragmentation] ) Y Qlol| W3] A] programmed cell death 3= apoptosisel] ¢] &) 47 9] frag-
mentationo] A F = AAFQ Q22 F3} (Jurisicova et al, 1996) ¥ 7 o}rj 2}, endotoxin
7} reactive oxygen species (ROS)= # {3tttz $H A Q1 E9] 574 (Yang et al, 1998)0] A A| 5
Rt 28} -8 = IVF cycleo] whakr] 4278 9] fragmentation rate7} 41§+ 2po] & Yetl= &
Z7F e ¥, HEAEQ cyced = B FARE A qualityE JER & $AHE B 3
o} wEta 4% 9] fragmentationo] HA st RS Aol AAE RAAH o]u] AelA 5
A o] o] program¥ = 33, EFF FAF A e Fxiol o ¢ T Bde] &
AE e ASE A & 4 .

o} #] %} fragmented 47 -2 fragmentation ratec]] @&} A =9 o]z} hovt AAAQ non-
fragmented 47 @ol] H]a] 2 WS F4 5L VEPATH (Alikani et al, 1999). o] 2] g 2
Folle 7] £4T dA A Y ¥wd AT fragments®] W& T A &2 Q] G
Y 2 3} mitochondriat} 2] 2} protein®] F4rol T+l s}l pinocytotic cavity T3 -8 organelleE 2
E4E s Hx o2 S4E AEE FY¥FL 25 2] A Yo} (Santhananthan et
al, 1982). o] ]t fragmented =% &) FA4H] B L & Ax} o 40% o] Aol £ To] F A
o] 4-& YERY T (Munne & Cohen, 1999). w}2br] o] 2] &t fragmented 4% T2 o] 2o} o] &3}
AS W 6% A= vlF-2FL AFEES Veldde AL 29T 2P Ak

3HH o] & g} fragmented =% 2] fragmentE W 2 3} (assisted hatching)S o] -8-8}a] A A3k
T ol TS o] AT A5 AL EC UAX F 4% &S JEFAT (Cohen et al, 1994).
o] ¢} o] AT fragmentsE A AU S W VeV F% Boe FAH EFE9 T
A FAE tA] I EAIZIG T B FHU AFY FHE AA| ¢ fragments T
o] F& W& AEDA st AAHA &7 7 Ale|o] FEE el oEs ¥R g
compaction, cavitation, 12 31 blastocyst F A4 Z & &t} T fragmentse]] A H3 S BFE
) E 3] (vacuolar degeneration)?] Z71EAHE YehJ =4 fragmente] A AE ol A= @79
o8 g HE S FAXNY2H £ T 2214 < ¥ S o gt} (Santhananthan et al, 1990).

2o A= fHEAQ] IVF-ET program A& 8ol % 4% &9 qualitys7} o}l d4lo]
HA e BAES] FH S AHE T8 fragmentsE A AT F o] 2 ste] g4l & Ertel] 4
23 Al Eo] ok

D. Blastocyst grading

Blastocyste] gradeE $E3let] oM AR R 71 S oA 5 ojok & A& FA} glopz
g & ICMo|t}. A 44 2l expanded blastocyste] ICM2] A =17]3= inner cell 15~2071 7} §3F
© mass2A], & 27) 9] ICM EE ICMeo] A o] gl blastocystS o] 2] 514G & 79 4l A
T} ste e Blolrt Qe sac (empty sac)®] A#7F Z#E 4 drh ICMe) =79 &
o] blastocyste] M| A X4 JA] F Qe AWtAH o 2 130~2007] % =9 quality7} £ blasto-
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cystgl & 4 Ut} O ©F-& 2 2 blastocyst?] ¥ e}/ tropoblast cell®] ®Fo] vlA] W (sickle)S]
FeE Hotn 433 FElZ 1 F blastocystE EHRI U= A o] vpgz ot =3 Ty
o A] expanded blastocyst7} FHA A X volume?] Z7}ol| wal FE3] golxior 3t} i)
o] g FAHo] S W 73 T blastocyst2 o] o] A3 E B oz} v FHFHY
B2 Qs AAd W) 8200 H& A 97t Atk 9 blastocyste] qualityE BE 3= B
o AP E otz dotd gellA AFE oocyte, zygote, embryo TA oA o] HAT &
#3771 §-& 331 blastocyst quality & F F W3t AHE-STHA Ego] 2 Fo|t}.
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