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Are cleavage-stage blastomeres totipotent?

Which cell or two cells to biopsy?

How much & how well can an embryo adapt post-biopsy?
What to do with the current evidence on mosaic embryos?
Can, and how much can, the embryo “self-correct™?

How “normal” do embryos have to be?

Are any detrimental effects due to the loss of cell(s) or the biopsy itself?

A F SR % —TE > HaTembryos biopsy techniques#PGS clinical outcomeffy
s FESE A

1)Embryo biopsy technique influences the cycle outcome in PGS cycles. The journal
of clinical embryology 2010 Volume 13, Issue 4, 19-23

2)Comparison of development and implantation of human embryos biopsied with two
different methods: aspiration and displacement. Fertil Steril_ 2009;92:536—40.
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