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[Abstract] By analyzing the main evidence and meta—analysis results of clinical trials published by
Medline citation,and referring to the relevant guidelines issued by ESHRE PGD Consortium and PGDIS,
the experts from Chinese Society of Reproductive Medicine (CSRM) jointly developed the PGD/PGS
laboratory technical guidelines. The practice and management of PGD/PGS related laboratory technology
can be standardized by establishing standard operation process and effective quality management system.
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