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Abstract

of assisted reproduction has received increasing attention. Assisted reproductive technology plays an important

With the rapid development of Al (artificial intelligence) technology, its application in the field

role in helping infertile couples realize their fertility wishes, and the introduction of Al technology offers new pos-
sibilities for improving the efficiency of embryo selection and pregnancy success rates. More and more studies
have shown that the application of Al technology in sperm screening, embryo developmental potential assessment
and pregnancy prediction is gradually increasing, especially in embryo image analysis, data mining and prediction
model construction, showing significant advantages. Despite the great potential of Al technology, its practical appli-
cation still faces challenges such as data quality, algorithm transparency and ethical issues. The aim of this paper is
to review the latest research progress of Al technology in assisted reproduction. This article will explore the effects
of its application in sperm screening, embryo selection and pregnancy prediction, and propose directions for future
research to provide references for clinical practice, thereby promoting the further application of Al technology in
assisted reproduction.

Keywords artificial intelligence; assisted reproductive technology; sperm screening; embryo selection;

pregnancy prediction; image analysis

B A FEH R (assisted reproductive technology,
ART)ITAERIAT TR & B, i 2L & XER K
FEHR T B SR, 1K — U AR SR T W o
ZHR, BRI R AR B R ABEN BL A
MR S o B JUR R, R ART B 335
LT, VAR B R R BE DA, [RI
ARTHEAR AR LRI 22 BF SR 5] & T H22 1
e B, XA ST, REE B
TiE LR & ARTHIRCR M Z e AU N EE., 5§
PEIRIF, N L% g (artificial intelligence, AT)H A
AR Y BRSO T HTIT R A HIMLIE . ATFERL
o PR AL F DL R AR B2 7 25 7 T A0 N P 7

JIECK, RENS A B = 25 T 47 st B A £ 1 7R SR AN
. B0, AERS T IR0 AR iR 7 B b e B 1 24
IR, A HRIERR, —Fh B SSRGS BT
A DS ASURG 1 Sk B M Lo 3K 0 B BT P B
TS S Pk B R T BRI T SRR, T T
PRI F AL AL FE LR T RME. B, FaSIE
R S5 A ALFLRAE RS TR T 7 i th R B T R 4F
OvERIE . R AR HEA B BE 70 SR BVE T STORK-A S
BB BAR T ARG, I SRR I RN i A2 A
PRI PRSI ) SR BR K, AR A EIS AL, 22 F fH
AR 285 A 5 IR A 1) . BT ALERRS 140 AT AR
IR 22 Som A i ARTIRBE QR 218 70, JER
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A REFEARAAR SR 206 J IR AR B2 iR ATEORIK
AW D, RREAE ARTH R A B2 A )
TR AR .

AHE T & IR ATBORAE ART A (19 B A BLR
L EAEAER W . BATR I8 L 0 AT FEOCR, PF
i ATFERE T . IRARGESE . JEGRTII . ARTHLT)
BT IT DU B A6 A S5 THT AR R P A
o MO, AWTTCILRE RUE AIBOREAR B, IR
L HoAt w2 J2 i o s PO P ke, USSR SR BT e A
SKESRMAH RIS HENIR T BRI IRAEA
ARTH3E— 20 R AR SR (L A B 1%

1 AL E&ADFEAREAR
L1 AIMERB S5
ALZARRES IR 1T ENL R S, XL
REPATIE R T5 BN R ERES, 5> HER
fifp i i) AN B 2 ARE S . RIBIIREI A, ALE;
AR 43 N SCATRL) AL Horogk LATR 1 THEE
R BIAT, T X ADEC) T2 5 NS4 1)
BRI . TR, ATFE IR 22400380 1 . FH Bk i)
2, AR IS W 16T 7 Sl A R
ST R T E RIS 7. ATROR PPk f il
&% AR Rty B s ot b 38K s, A mi$e =
Il R SR R HER A AL R . AN, AT R FH B 2 i3k
TEITRENSHICE , SGE 7 ERE KRR
TR . AR TR, AIRES S B R 297 T,
T R LTS RE I R4 B AR — e 5 R v R
HIEEST M55 7728 S4b, ATAT e ALE R B2 5 214
P /5 (point-of-care, POC) AWML E A | IXFE B 12
e B ISR PR . AR AT B R Rl M
A 7] RE R EAR 2 W 7V,
12 MR FIEREFIEEZHHNA
TEARZ AT AR, HL#82% > (machine learning,
ML) FIRJE %~ 3] (deep learning, DL)/2 &z A = (1]
7. ML —Fhisd EaR IR, B a5k
o O] R AT TN A HOR o T DL ML 2 2 1 —
MTEE, ERH 2 Z 4 W 245347 R AE S ORI 3 5
Wle LR, DLAE R 5 B o b () S H LS 1
R, JUH AU o B AR B e 2 5
i, DLEE B 3w 1 RGBS Em . [F
I, MLECAR W) 72 N T 465 /40 B2 7 Eds 1 43
T, i, LETH A PR, e B R AR A P A

BH WA H ERTT TR AIRORIEER
1 AR T R 7 M 5, X A R
(i R B A2 S 2 A 0. I
BRI R Be AT, ALRENS 4 B 15 A k47 L 301
o 5 MRS TGN , AT i e 7 R 95 ) o R A 2
HUOI IR, R AE RS T SUS R BL 1T R (1
2P A5t , B i e 25 Eedf Fa fh A8 2 1A DA I
PRIZ 32 LSRR, X 88 [n) L 5 AL AR R T 70 gk
IR A RO

2 ATEBEADEAEHIEAEFHINA
2.1 BIRFiwiE

ARTIP) D %52 22 PR R g2, ok 1ot
HNIRE I GRS iRk 7 3 Bk RIS
BRESIFITE AL, (7L JR B4, JoiZ A VPl A
T B AP ) Re A AL T2 BEE | IX AT RS2 U PR 25
AJE AR B U AL 73 B RS T 1032 Bl g )
AL FAT IR, TR REIE 75 AL s 2% 2
LR G B Z T SRR, T $2 T 07 328 1 HE A
PEFIRLE . Bilan, AR LA HTkS 1 Bis shak . kS
HIELL I DNATEHNESE 2 4508, #5 Bhkik o i B
B IIRIRE T . — TR Annexin-VEE KK &
I BR BRI R AR IH TS 1 RIT AN /N BRIV AG 50kS 7 2
TR ST &5 R A 7E, 45 SRR, 1A iG o 2 4
e, D37 YRR B R 2 MO IR ALK 31.1% E Tt
#38.5%, DSFER AR A 11.6%E 15123 4%
AT AR B T A BR A M 73 1% (magnetic cell sorting,
MACS)H1GN 5T A T A e 45 113 33t (intracytoplas-
mic sperm injection, IMS)&5 &K 715 /1. &K
DNA S #1155 S HURHIE R TRk K B I 1K1, ImIK
S5 AR IR I B9 Tk T Re S 1R T IR i 5T & AT S n
LR S1Ah, R T IRIGERAMCE B T3
ARTHI D)%, & BRI R I IR A R
UEYRZE R R A T,

AR R FE 27 > R 43 i, RS ARSI
TEAHHE. 183061, 5 /I DNATEE M, ks
BT TR TR AR AR . ATEIRTERS T i
BT ASZEAE T, ik 7S BAE
B W APEFI AR — B ZE B ) R T ALE T &
G BRANR FE 2 2 B EE AR5 KS T TR &SRR R BE
% 4 TR MR AER b 2> B N, e i s o R
WA R IR 7 5, AT DLUIRGE ) R 284
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[FIEA IR 7, SRBCH WSk AR MK SR
WSE XPITEAMUE S TP, iR
RINAE Gt 7 1M At B AR 2 S, AT RS+ 1
PR UL B AR KR U, 2Bl ae RS 1P
ATECRTERE Tk £ 55 — AN B E N FH k. K
T2 FhRe ) B HZ R Re 0, AR R BT
VR TR AR R E I RN ). ATEEAR 8 I A
B AT MG S PUEEIB B, REE SCIT L HER L PR A RS
TS TSI SRS R LSS
) EE, ATRT UMK S 808 vh 27 o JEA AL PP Al 5L
B AE1S 123 HE 7 (I e 45 SR SRS v . i dn, A
FRW, BT AL E 3005 BB A B T 4Lt i 3
B (sperm chromatin dispersion, SCD) R 4L AL 7E )L
I3 N 58 BON BTN RE [ DNARE F #5 4 (DNA-
fragmetation-index, DFI)[¥) 5 T PEAY, 1 H AR K HE
Pewm FATI AL Z U, AL, ALE R DL IS 4 His 3
R, 5 B A LSRR 2 RS T, AT AE 4 B
A TR S B = R D) FR 0, K T DNAK) 56 8
PEEECRBIMNGH K G IR . &5
() DNAF& 8P A 77 VA4 52 4% HLFERS , T AR
I R ARSI, RE DU TEAL FS T DNA
(e s . i dn, R R R AR 2 A AT, BT L
FERL 3 Bl A 56 BN R BRG TR A ) DNA 76 BV Ao
M, 52 5 SR () R AT HE R PR PR, ATEIR
TERG ik I 7 BRIy, 8 1 AETE R
IR

PDRERE )RR B BT, 45 K BERA £ K
TEXRMETF RO E T AFERS Tk 4 1)
JBLH, B I BT A R AN R, g Dk
hE B VRIT AR . AR GURS 7 Ik TN M
8,5 T2 BN F B0, T AR fg % il i
BIR AL B AINLAS 27 >0 B, 0PRE adkAT PRod M A v
(o3BT o BATTRT AR ALZ: BT I PR 2D R i i 3 1) 2>
AT B3R 7). 35 1 DNATE 8V 55 2 4E4R
b, e B BT IR 7 T ART, DA & 32k R
. piltn, AURIH TSRS BIFS 720 8 (computer
assistant semen analyses, CASA) & 4t S PEAL S T
(I8 SR PERITE A4, AT A 6 e FE A 1 b A7 4
HNSZHE (in vitro fertilization, IVF)B S 77354 (in-
tracytoplasmic sperm injection, ICSI). — I 745 &
CASAR G ML LHMIA , VPl K 1 IR S AN
TR et . BRRAR AL RS Rt m i

Y, DLEfE I kS 7, ITTREAT 2 — B 1 N LK .
WA R IR, =N ATBERYAE T 44 SR IR Jif ™
# (in vitro embryo production and pregnancy, IVEP)
7 T TR 253 531 2990.7%. 75.3%F179.6% . IX K,
N ARG HAR T DU T AI-CASA TR, HERf Al
THRESL A A I RGP B BY . Ak, AT LAy AT 7 52
Hlls, TS TR SORE 45 J5) BOREAE, AT 9 i PR
RFARPESCRE o Py Al D HEIE B FHAEHL S TVF
BRICSIVRYT IV, Aeis k£ 5 Bl UL O 1, AT
P NG AL YR N o 2, ATCARAERG 19
e BRI AR SR L B R E R . IS S
ZRBIEIR, ALBETE TR T TR IE R, IR
e AR T T %, TR ZE S i 1 2R A
ORI RT3
22 BERRk EERETE

R HE ) 2 B ¥ BETE ART R 470V 35 42 0% B B2 1) £
0, WRAR 5 B B K AR B ART B IR 4R B 2h % A
PR ImMRAT RN, RIFIIEIG K B IRES 5 B
fERE. RGBS R UG R R E VIR . Hl,
FRATIE H T3S AR A A B 25 M B AR PR IR
AR BIEOL, XTI R, BEAFIRIG 2K 2 184
FAAE MRS BR . STAEK, B HORIBER, o
HORAUMIMLEI N, IR AR 8 T8 BE A TPl AR 45 5Em
R AEAN Rk B, sl M IR R BT S FR B 30
577 T8 AR 332 At B AR BRI B8 I R ARRAE , ATRT A
5 B IR AN TN B A 0 B R BB SRAELN , TR
IVFHI RT3 [, I 22 R e A5 22 490 00 2 P g
TR B LR 3 o R i 30 49 0 R O AR A O
P Rk, X — AR TE T I R 52 IR
Uk, WO IR T S m R L.

baAE N LA Ae ATBOR I IREOR &, ATZEIR G K
1853 M 1 S 328 B A e R R . AT DL
RPN KB i B AT AL FRAN 23 Hr | SR EUEAE R
REFBE . ZRITEAR S T IR VRS IR,
WD TN RR T . 20 REY, AR
A FE AR P PO SN AL, TR A AL PR 2
TEASFHIERS , AT LB SR T 48 e P Al 777 B2
— S m] A A TR I, R R 5 4 A 48 B 14 (inner
cell mass, ICM)F13%% 7% M JZ (trophectoderm, TE) K]
BBEAT AT I RS AR AR | R B4R VR R AL
ith 28 M A (area under curve, AUC)M 0.716%2 /= 3
0.741, LT E A IR R B e, A I 22



2020

SR

A Jifs RRAG 7 AR TR 40 28 X 2% (deep neural network,
DNN) A T8 RE 7%, 0k £  AE ot & I W g 2k AT 72
1, IR R 7 B 8h 28 B (chi-squared automatic
interaction detector, CHAID)& 7k 45 & B & e Al
WG ot & (D05 B9 0 ) KPP Al D iR R e . Wt Fi &5
REIR, BRI LRBECR . TR
S BEFE =450, 15 TLRACH 13.8%.
X FIRAG R EL . BEFR =390, LR
BT E42.2%. X TIRIGRER. BFER<37Z
B, M JLER N 66.3%; WM G ES . BEFE
ke <3THF, A LR T A 49.8%. (Kt M
CHAID &L/t MG i , vT LA SRS b &5 & B 3%
SRS 5 IG5 & (DLJBT B 5 5 ), AT 4 e o s Dl e
GRZFW P AERYE. Sz, N TR REAURAL 7 —
Fhe] B IR AG BT VAL 7%, 1B R R IUE A
AR VR i e 498 SR 4250,

B AL R A AL TR G 0 A i 2R At . 38
R RGN, G KBS R K&
MrBOE G e B . X g Sl ik s, ]
CLH FHRAESE ORI 434 o I AESK, I 22 IR iR i % 52
ARETFIN, A0 R IG & B 12 1) 32 M N ]
fE, MG 5 5 I WG & B i A2 h HOR Sk,
Refs S HERHL PP AL R B iR, RN, FURAAEEE;
AR WA B S PG ORI RE, 2> TN
PEAGBRZE, S 7V IR T . B TR B
AR AUCA 0.6 %2 0.7 2 18], B4R Je B ANER AL
PRI T N IR 739 PO X ImPRI 7 i, A
F ALHAT N T AR T3 B B 0 2, 54
PR IR IR T 5% % 12%. IEAh, ARG TS 5
I R UEURZ [R5 SRR B, 499y 2 57 = 0.1
I, GEORZE R E S T4 VFor 22 57 <0. 18, AR
ISR E SR PR, ATTN &5 5 52 e B o &
i 22 B VF 4 R FE S8 AR [ e i 1420 ATIRMEUAL 3
AL AERA ZR AT ML AL )8 i 5 K A 1
gk, MLAERY ) 5 5000 1 25 2 ALZE IR G VA
W N B DG BE  JE B K E TR i PR S A
MK B 4R, a7 K a2t il mie K&
TERERIREAY . X Le AL R H DLEE, e B 3)
FEE G A 1 B R, AR X SRR AR B AT 2R
AT . — THE T AT AL R # S 4Bt W
s EEEAT 4, Hax e g B A C A IR
SRR ZE S GBI G ) LO BRI ), FE R8T I IG 77 &

B U UR TN ) BAS FE A 2T A AT I8 DA R
PR RS DL R S A A A B R e TN () #E 1
P, IFAS R P 23 A7 i BT R AT AT AL . U
Hb, ABATIE R = 7673 3071k (AT AR )M T2k
HEAZ XL, PREAS AT AL 5 6 27 S TN o 12 1 22
S, AT R, ALY BEaE K SRR, AR
Sy T HER M B EER G 5 2K 3 & 17 24.7%, TAE
T HE 7 R R R 1 T 42.0% . IX LR Figh Rk
B, 5IMIGE KA GIE BN 155 0 95 iEAR L, AL
FE VR HE A7 178 ZE AN U 18D 28 VP Ay A 6 F0 6 77 B S
PR P, HAh, ALE P RELE 2 A R IA B Hh SEELIR
NGB T VbR ARG, TG 75 4 FH 2% R I 22 IR i 1
B R N, gk ERR, 2R, ALK ML
TR A TR0 VR i A A7 26 07 T AERR 1 v, e 28 B
I PR = A= H B G B RS . b Ah, Bl S BdE & 1)
BINFIEOR A, ML R PR RE RS2 T . XN
ARTHAL 138 J1II SRR
2.3 PRIRFUNARE A

UEUR TR A ARTYR T H B EE IR IR =
o I AER TR GE R B D 26 AR RE S Ol BB 4
BB TT %, MRS AR B % . XA
A BTl AS b R BRIT T, 18 RE BRI AR 1Y
OERIZGE A i, A REFIR I, H T IR
) S G o 0 A R 6 A GRS R R, AT 32
AR PR 48 0t , 980D BRI R IE R K A Fe . — T
BT REA AR, FEMEBEAA
A e R G R 0 00 A5 R 1) 42 52 3 AR RRAE AUC
H0.716, #EHfH960.81%, REENT.13%, £k
950.5%. X YLHT, FET ML T8RS i R U 4R T
MR R 1 RAF AP e, e NS RIA7E
RN TRAGIRTT IR A R SR SR, X2
TR SR AR TR (U0 TVF), 35 BB A VP Al 8 3%
PSRRI /1, FERAIRE RS S mE o (£ — Tl PR
Fo, HEON G 56 14 R FNEE 16K 2 [A] 1 N 2% B REAE 14
%% 2% (human choionic gonadotophin, hCG)¥ J& Z
S ANAE T A AR B gR T T B A Se it 5 X, T H
I 2 U 15 PRk 3k Je 3] - 060 P B 4R AR B0 AT
BN ST | —MoX a2 7 1 2 45545 Transformerdi
77 ATTUINASEAY o 2 FH T 50F SV P v 1 0 A sk
1T ATRE 22 2] B, B S5 R 7R | Transformery 2=
AT B R M AERA 2 . KSR, B, FUER
Je AUCTRFR ML RN T 77.11%. 74.51%. 76.16%-
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Fig.1 A multimodal transformer live birth prediction model with bidirectional attention

(modified from reference [31], drawn by Figdraw)
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RGBS 2 5 (B 1B, PR, 4 A R ) 4 4R
TSI oF - O S O &4 SRR v B B e /KT B
AHEREZ

AR F2 I8 5 2 B BORAE G R T A R 5 5
SRR E B VE o B A TR R VR I R ER
WF 5T BENE VR I 5 M AF R i Th R ) G R 3R . AR
K, MLA AR RS0 K & , 578 REUR IR
HBEAT 52 2% R SR T AT s PT RE . B ALER
MLV REBS A TR 728 J5 (I R AR %, M
T I PR SR ER (AT ) IS FR B 22 B R 4R
ER—MAR RN 2, B TR = . 17
ZW e T 5B INRG REXHZNSH, X
S 2 0, 5 A A HE BRI R AN ] 23] 8411 i
YR ZLPR B I AT TR B M5 20 SR [R) . BEIRTT
GBS E], DR IE B )15 ML 5 S 5
Ho —IN 367G AT T I 2 BB W5, I
L T ML FCEAT 1 50808 23 4 iR T 9 A 2
TN T WG R A AR A AE 2 2 B2 2 IR BRI
S o 1) S5 PR ) S I e 0 DR 54 %, 1T A i B T 55 1 11
JRRENITE B0 71%.0 35 7 28 (1 TR0 45 A0 5 3 Uk 2 AH

8L, SR AHFE RS . X Eess BRI, FE T IR
FVEAARRANERE B0 2530 70 2 0 fil 5 MLASE Y]
DA 20PN I PR A Uik 26 B2, bk, BE 42 0 R B
s BB GRAR S AR 5, AR BE ST 4R
BEARYE o« — TS 2 AT b 247 [0 J 4 BN 47 0000 A b
SR HIBEFC R I, AR AR r AL 40 55 9k B2 4 i b
{ (neutrophilic granulocyte vs lymphocyte ratio, NLR)
A CI B E KT R BATIN A A S g (R AR R A%
J& 5 8 L3 B-hCG 2B ). BEAl, NLRTEZ A8 &4y
Frep a8 B35 o B NLR B K I /N 5 ik 2 48
Ji EE AR AT DL i A G Uik (G0 5L 448 [ 3 7 7 e A
KB HE), HNLRAEZ AR B PR 2. UK
I NLR 1 B8 FE 5 7 4 Uk GE IR AR e 3, Jf
2R BN P IREF G R . AR, HAbwE I
I RAEFR SV A BETIAA S 285 AVE) S Ry Al
NLRECN ARSI 30 o SR D) — A5 ) B SE
T Bz, BRIz 5 00 iz M T4t
GRTI , A BT 3R i AR B AR A AL IR T U5
B2 5 0t EEAFEMA T . H5%, InARE
Y 1B B 55 23 B o G R S0 AR L T ) itk . B
5 I R WO AR S AN [R] B I RS . (RS
PR BT R S ), BEWs E 57— i A it
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Pio XLk HEARIER RS ikt &
PIFEM . R E N N 32K (intrauterine
insemination, TUT) & #7677 AN 42 5 38 VAL OF S 4% 2%
HMIPRZRE i, T 40 A — R . fltn, —T500)
KEWImREIE AT T B sk 7e, IR 1
Z PRI IR BT 2 [ R R B IR BB R AL HEPTK
) 2 (anti-Miillerian hormone, AMH) 7K F1 5} 51
DIRE R B VIAH G . FE3 2 TULRYT o R4 1) L
i, B E I AMHZKCSF 5 8 b 2 4R s 1 AMHIK
JERE K. BBAh, 1K AMHZKP 59072 J L3 FEAR A VAR
K, RZFEREM . AMHIKRE 5228 E MK,
Al SHb 7 5 1) 1 B S0 380 — = i N 4% (controlled
ovarian stimulation-intrauterine insemination, COS-
TUD) & 31, AMH R A RO A gR 45 Rt

WAL, A SERE R SE Tt 2 B J7 A MLECR /]
DA HP i BT AE AR QORI SRR, T 9 B R 00 2 it
BEERYE . RN Wil R B, BF 58 AT LS
Ui Wb R AR S R (1) AR D A ML, 32 T 2 2 R ot A
R 5esE. HAh, 0 UEF VP4l P A 2 6 PR AR
Il PR N2 R B SEBRAN B B B P IR . U R FU A
BT B S PR IR, DAVPAl A 12 A o] SE 1
TE S SR FH A ST UE N A1 56 UE 5 7 V2 R VA A A
Ae. i, BT E IR UE 1A E N R AR R A, R
FE L MLABE AL AE FROI 4 Uik 46 )= 77 T R IR e, AT
ERE e 7 AR . — DU TR ST VR AL T4
AT 240 5 i 2 R B 8 i K (large-for-gestational-
age, LGA)IGJLIY HAE PN AY | %00 SR H T A& 4t
132 %5 [7] I (logistic regression, LR)FI/SFML /¥,
T i 346 3K PN AR 2R A E K DT R 1) 10N AR AE SR A
AT ARFAE W B 7 v, [RIEE N2 FH T Shapley AT g
FBE IR SR AR R 5 Ve T e () e B SEERRAE , R TN
T MLEEI RE 543 RO 37242 /i 5248 5 40 2 1 LGA T
MR B, o Rk B AL, 28T 17 10> DUk
RHIE R BN L AR AR (random forest, RF) &A1Y 1) ~F- 14
AUCH0.821. XK, ML AL F AL BEAR KA
Il R MBS FINLGA JT T 2A R PERE . R,
A ML 38 S 0 PO ASS B m] DA S — Bl s
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