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[Abstract] Frozen-thawed embryo transfer (FET) is one of the commonly used assisted reproductive technology. Because FET has the advantages of

high cumulative pregnancy rate and low incidence of ovarian hyperstimulation syndrome, the number of offspring born through this technology is

increasing year by year. Many studies have shown that the risks of preterm delivery, low birth weight and small for gestation age of FET offspring are

lower than those of the offspring born in the fresh embryo transfer cycle. There is also evidence that the risks of macrosomia and large for gestational age

of FET offspring are higher. At the same time, there are also reports on the long-term health status of FET offspring in childhood and adulthood. This

paper reviews the short-term and long-term effects of FET on offspring and the causes.
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1.1 [™HEE R
141 B2 R AR R RN TR L BT R
AR FRE (low birth weight, LBW) J2-7 B2k JLE R Al
SR EBERR, WA kR 25, R
P2 ILFLBW S LTE AR 5 5t BB A K 7 BEAEBE
g8 M R, LBW BJLFEJLE G B D) RERR AT . K
AT R SR, RO R AR I A RO S I B
PRI S RS o B, 7R LBW AU Ja i [l
PRIl EERNE, Witttk iiE i EyT 4
e

LR ST 1O & B, SR ART AR B9 PR B 7
LBW M/NFhGi# JL (small for gestation age, SGA) %4
R T HARMERB AN TR HAr, MRS E G
/R FET A& Az X AN ) FRL 7= S (9 XURS: B AR T
B JEI . Smith &8 1Y [ PE 49 A 9 [ 2003—2013 4F 4%
Z ART i6 97 19 N BE, 3L 337 148 4~ {2 HE o & 10 |
399 896 1~Hifif S FET J& i, HrhdkZz 2% T FET 1Y
KA LBW FI SGA 1 RS B, JAURS: EL 43514 0.71 il
0.64. Vidal &5 "2 [a] Jii 14 44 A Jin £ K 2008—2012 4 17
ARTIRYT HL G 300 09 8 3, L 11 U 09 i 39 v a5 3 o
JEI A 5 560 1] . FET FIHA 1 158 4], &% 5% 7 5 6 5 101 Ay
SGA. F 7= %A %47 T FET J&19]. Maheshwari 25 1% %
1984—2016 4F: & & 1) 26 i FET A G 58 #E47 meta 53 H7 ,
R W R FET A LR ™ . SGA. LBW . # Akl A=
i (very low birth weight, VLBW) [4HE = 1 7 e J
WA W R, EAE R AHT A LERE M = XU . ek
W B UK B PR T AR A Ty T A . TR, 53 AT
g% ORI, BANGAMEAY FET T80 Bl = AR T A T
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LGA Je E RJLA L I F SR AR B . 2 AURE IR . 1R
LR AR R R AR BRI, HLOR S 2 e B
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Berntsen 55 2 X} 17 RS AH I AT meta 0 H, 4501
7R FET A E KL K AR KU R et R 2.7 6% . A
SRUTURIN 2.4 6%, LGA KAENXE EHEFBM 2565, A
SRIEUR A 2.3 45 o Wei 55 2V (1 2 o0 B AL X BRI 36
(randomized controlled trial, RCT) LLUP & I G IE % 17
ART 36T 10 2o Pk B 3 R I gE X 52, 43 by i e &) 300 401
FET 4, 4T ; 455 WoR FET JBE 7= R e
TR et E ), P s 4 W Y FET J& W98 A= L2 2k
R TE e R (3407.9 g vs 3293.1 g), [l FET
JAI 0 LGA & A 2 TR i TR A 1 (18.6% vs 11.6%) o
Spijkers & 22 [P XH O IT 40GH R, ff 2% FET Sl 1%
SRR A 3 443 g, T HAMIR TR (3251 g).
Ginstrdm Ernstad 55 "' 1] JB P4 44 A % 2 2005—2015 4F
ARG AR, A FET 49 726 49 . 7 fef J 10141 24 365
B ASRIEIRAL 1 127 566 6, 455 o8 34109 LGA &/
FOHIH 6.5% . 3.5%. 4.5%. HHI, WAL EHE BRI
NG s 2 1G5 16 19 FET I E KL X% LGA kKA %8 F A &
UL R HT F FI . Pinborg %5 %) X [R]— X K 24T ART Jf:
Xt A A 45 JR AT meta 40 M, DAHERR R AC 58 4% 45
SEFET WA R LGA FIE RILK R, AN 4
R — R R R AR S RO FET M A, &
RN IR FET AW A FHRALGA. ERJLE AR
W B 5 — IR B R . BRIk, RSN U HEBR AC BE ik
RN #E )G, FETHRERSINFL A LGA BYRE: , 3X Al fig
S TR VRGBS IR =2 T AR R RS
1.1.3  HABAHCER  Vermey 55 ) 3 i meta 53477 &
ART J& A7 &6 8 B B2 & T74E ART, {H FET Ji ]
B R A A AR R ANEE ART A 25 5% . Shad§ ) X 31 R4
SR R 5T AT meta 4347, 45 5% i n FET J& W & A= i &
AL AR 0 MR I AR T J 40

BRSO S 7R, FET J& 39 AT 66 -5 4 4R 300 =5 1fn.
JE 9 5 IEAH X . #F Maheshwari % ) 1) meta 43 A7 1 12
7, FET JEI 1 LU e JR 00 & A 4T A0 300 v ot 99 9 14 XU
RARIEM . [FIFE Roque 55 ) g4 A 6 R IF5E 1T meta 4347
PRIT FET FHT 6 1 1 77 B 25 )y, 45 2R W FET Ji 1
AR T T30 2 A AU B e o Weed 55 20 9 2P RCT 2
7N, FET 20 1 A0y 9 57 30 & Ak 3 0 T 0 &% J) 0 4
(3.1% vs 1.0%, P<0.05). IGRIESEHER, TEAEURIIF &
TR AT R E AR L I & A D B A R A
H R AR I A 1 USRS 7, e, BRTAS
T8 48 FET J2 7538 13 35 1 18 0 391 7 w7 301 14 & 2 Sk ) 422
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H BT OC T FET A2 75 58 01 0 A= Bl B 1) 4 28 XU
TER . ALBFTIAN, FET ALHAMEG 518 1 4= B
B 1 2% 2 RS . Wikland 45 2% X6 103 1 3 55 4014 VR 42 i
FEHL . 199 138 ff 45 IR RS A I 194 (5118 i & VA S IR RS AL 118
AL TR, 255 R 3 41 AR B I R AR RS R
1.0%. 2.0%. 4.1%, 2ZR IG5 # % L. Kato 5 ' 1]
JBRPELN A 6 623 (] AR H A= i ART TG, 4550 & BBk
ORI IR R AR AR B B e A 0 2.4%, HTEEIR R
AN 1.9%, %2 P A 0y A TH) 22 % g8 it 5 & L
Beltran Anzola %5 07 [\ Jiji #4: 49 A ART H A= 387 4= JL 2 750
i), GEit 25 R B IVE A A B B 1 & 42 35 5.0%
ICSI K =% 0 5.2% . IVE-FET % 4: %4 2.5% . ICSI-FET
KRN A5%, HEFTGEI¥E L, Yind Y EEK
TR T — T BRI R A 5T, Fh4h A ART F-1% 4 236 141,
HAIVFZ 2 5435, 1ICSIZH 908 7] . FET 417851, HT
ARV 3%, 45 F R 3 4L Az Bk & A 550k
2.28%. 2.86% F11.27%, 1 ICSIFAR H A= il i 19 XU
B . FET 418 A XS AR

R, A2 ERE TS LR 4se, B
FET AJ 34 in 48 1 A= S B 19 & 2B AU o Ookd 2 40 A
2007—2012 43 if ART H A 19748, TVF/ICSI 4 5 fii Al
XU H A Bl A R 93 M 1.37% A11.21%, FET 414351k
1.3% F1 1.73%; X HRTE , FET A ARG kAR
IVF/ICSTAREL, fHHBUSG A= i i & A= % &5 T IVE/ICSI
24 . BelvaZs ) X} 937 {5l ART Hi A= 09 FACHEAT A, &
PRAE TVF BG4 % vh FET FUHT 6 I8 B B2 4 A0 HE A BB
HEREI T E 2R (4.1% vs 4.6%), {HAE ICSI I IF %
v, FET J& 120 1 A= il e 32 W b vy T3 i S 0120 (8.4%
vs 4.2%) o Kk, FET & al 34400 th A Srpa e
HE—B 5T

2 EEAEIN

WA C A FRIRAT LI, ART XA =4 —E 1Y)
LS, RO A B AR | A L PRI K
BRSO (CANE G S5 ) A2 AR LT /W ) B A
ERREE Ie— B BRS L R R s ) & 5202
BE . M R AR MRS . MR SE O Y FR,
A I I R R BT S AR X D, BT R R BT T 4k
iRt
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9% JLE, BFETXFRAZHEmHTsE, FEWN
Febr M AL IRIALS 7y . B2 R . B R AR K
R EH B AW F 2 st a5 oR, 1~3 5 B
A 3 HAUR A LI R A K R BRI T34k
A 10 B A, HAJLEEIEHWE R, Hie
B FET T AR & B M2t ) BB 50 R0

Nakajo 5 P/ £ HATF J& 7 — Wi [n o, g A
658 A~ JLE (IVF 40 125 {5l . 1CST 4 418 ff] . FET 4
115 45)) , @t XA BEAT a5 R A, B DR AR 28 2 4% 1) 10
JLE By . KRBT S B R B AR . A5 R, AT
Wi, fE3~4H . 6~THIE, o~10 K. 1%, 1%
6 NALL R 24w, 3HILERN Sm . RETE SR L#E
SR K B R RO 5 (R T XU I R, A AR R
i 3~4 H IR AR T R A, Ee~7 H iR
AR 0 3 B3 50 i B

Hann %5 57 [0l BRAEAN A 5 200 (91148 ART (405555 ¢ J]
WIFTFET JE1) Az JL#E K 20 800 i [ 2K I iR A= L 3
X HAA KR FHEOHAT T GERR T e
AR R A LB AR BT A L A SR AT R4 4% 93.7 g, I FET
JAI s AR R A L LG A AR AR IR 2 57.5 g5 A RS 6~
8 i, B SR AR 0 B LR RS R R R S B S T A
SRITURAL, ARSI B R MIC T AR AT R4, EHE
PEAE R AT, T FET 4128 LA M4 5 o 76 I 300 [R] 14 386 4
HAPEENE; SAIRET (4~7%), 3AILERM SR . K
Fiit K BMIBARIABIUKT . Bk, 2B EZd 24
#, FET 410K BT (3Kl 28 5 00 B 5o 0, K
fr N SRR URESSE D

A 2 2245 B8 S IVE B FET /N RUBERY & 30, 397 6 J)
HAZH R FET 20/ B AR A T 82 34K T4 H AR I IR 1 A 1
XPRRZE ;A RS 1~12 )8, T A DI ZH I FET 20708 BRUA
R TR 4, H FET 2044 58 oo 3s o 9 A B, i
BB 3 39 2 o k78 A A 5 X B TR A AL AR S
BF, FET 201/ B 7 1 12k i % BRI R 6 S 301 20
VP & TR AL Bk, o8 IA ok B fef S
XFFAAAR T 1 T4 /NF FET,

HAT, WA 7RI R FET FIRAEK K%
JE T AKERTA . R, s R A A LBW
K SGA KAHFELFET W5, AL 78 L H 9LE EE vk
AR, T FET FARAE K & & b ek J 3 740 T R 322508 A
SRR, DI IX — 4510 15 75 2 0 2 0 I IR IE 95 45
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7E Sutcliffe % % JF J2 1) FET FCRE Vi 5L, A
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#83IM, HrprafG sl XUR 26, Fxf2 AILEK—
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FEIREEAAE . 3GIRVE . 4 B0 ) BREAs,  [R] B X B2 A
6 IR . 9 BT Jy et . [R5 R FAS HLAE .
PR etk X i AL EBEATIZ 8 . 15 F ST L,
TEHERR B IRLE B AE LS, 240 LETEMITsy . B3, #
2. EE . RPN — R 22 F ¥ g1t
R Wk, #F5EE N FET FR— R RS A
SRAT R A= LB AR

Wennerholm %5 ) FF & T — I Fy B P 5%, 49 A
762 il Ak L (FET 4 255 i . IVF 41 255 ] . X iR 4l
25241), ABEFIHAE 2 18 AR — M FRRA, 2R D
IR UL A LA I Bt . INHTRE DD Rt . T AL TE S
WG T 5 R 0 55 1) A 05 3R 24 TE W I 22 5
kTN R, FET A FAUR — et Btk i R 47 .

Pelkonen &5 "V [a] JEl 1 44 A 1995—2006 4 ART i} A=
L 4 758 ) (408 FET i JLEE 1 8254 . i faf J&] 1)
A JLEE 2 933 4)) M HARAE R A= JLEE 311 137 491, X
FN A2 3 4 B TRE T, 5 R 7R A B i 3 e
JEVURT FET A4 LB HE A B5 B 1 5012 IO R ) 25 57 0 4¢
R, H¥m T AREIR S A ILE, [FEfFET 4
JLEEHAR | T MPIGE R ) AR SR 38 e R e SR S 4

17 243 Spangmose % 2 JF & T — T ASIATFE, LA
HiG AR ART PN XS (FET 41423 61, rfef
Wi 6 0721451), FEMMFESR R 15~16 % 1% 2 1St , 45
RER2HFRAFHEE . BUF . S WAL
S LS R] 22 57 Y TE g R R

gE LTk, FE— R HRIRAS A e R AT R B,
ZHRGEN N FET TR ML | Kbl k& %A 3 5.5
W, (HA RIS FET A LM% . T PP I8
e AT RER N

2.3 IR

Green 55 ' 7E 51 VG >4 JF & T — 30 ART T X B 15 F
%, MARAG . R H AR 3.5~11 4 L3, &
HRA (ARIEIRMA) 946, Brést A WIZl 7249 . FET 4
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BB S TFETAL, HiXFhZzR F2kIEForL#E.
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ST R B AR, FET LRSS ZAEE R FEF 2K
At IR IR B T, R S AR RN TSR
I3 KT BA 5 RAIG s #E IR 7 8T, FET 240U i 375 e 2%
JE B /KT8 %F B RO S SR B A A BT RIS, =T
KT HB i R AT = o BRI IR, O e R A A
K& H W25 0l fed T35 4 J LA 1 SGA J¢ LBW 4%
. G AE L E Y IR AR KT EC Y [ FET 41
HH BT ) G Y B A SR A ME LA R, R RE SRR AR
BRARDG, sl SIEHFER 25 . Rl A ¢, 3
] BEFE /R VR R i X AR BB AR A ARV e i

2.4 i

2019 4F- Hargreave 55 > [l Bl 0F 5% 22 1996—2012
AR 1220 T3 AE L, RILFET A4 i )L 38 1 e
IABE R BA S, B4 5E 10 07 A& A 44.4 5], I8
TR (17.161/10 5 N) RO AEZ (23.140/10 77
N, H BRI s A s 22 R MR . RN
BUASRy, FET AL EE 01 A8 b 768 ME 5 45 i ] B 5 VR il
W G 3 AR 5 B R SR A G, (RSB e Bk
BRI IEER ST

3 FETHFRFEERMRE

3.0 BRAAR m e AR A 4]k

X TR EERS AR T, BRAARRII4ZE 2 1 1 v 1 S 4 HE
URYAYT . R P M R AL TR AR RS KO . A I R E
P s R, R TR A v M R R R TR A
LBW. SGA IEAH ., Zhang %5 ) KB, HUHP & &k
A HE — 0 (B 49T 5 100 pg/mL, L1t AR 1A T i 2k
BA5 g, [FRE, fE/N USRS 2 e i R /N B AR
HR AR A i L IE R /N BRI 2 0.1 ¢ 0 AR LT B R
BB TFREF AR L/ FERNEZ—, FET AT
PIRHE R 7 R ZREAL, RS H e — s /K 7 BH S AT
JEIRA 7, TR LR RN RN R . R
HNBEZSZE B, B, FET R =45 Bt o T3
SEJEIG, T e SRR S SRS A A TE A DG

3.2 WAL SR . AL

I PR JVJi VR i & A 1 B R sl IR, L IE SRR
JRFERIZH 0S| R L2 “HERR AN A A
DRI I VR T %) R 45 T i 2 2 JHL 35 A2 AR 2R WLt A% v ke ek
A5 52, Zhao 5 W R I/ AR IR VR LIS 22 e MERE I Octd
il Nanog Tk W AR . 250, Shaw 55 B X A HY 8 4
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