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(FEZE] HIY TR R AR FE Ry g 5 22 JEH06 B 6 5 0 V0 6 3% Al 4T iR 445 Ry 1) 52 0 o
Jitk B 2022 4 10 J1-2023 4F 10 7R E PREE R R 2% I TR 5 — B e 2B F 15 2 vh ol 18 IRAT IR A1 32 4 -
GRS A8/ 50 Y 3% P 8RR 7 I 373 94 (in vitro fertilization and embryo transfer/intracytoplasmic sperm
injection, IVF-ET/ICSI) B 223364 7387 ff Ji WA G RE A 1% Ji2 e A28 R FE 101 45, ARAIR B RISy 2 A5
A IFIR S ZR LT (insulin resistance, IR) , 435153 A4 2075 IR 21.(49 ) , 2 TG IR 41.(52 f) . Bor
IR Z4H(49 %)) , B AT IR 41(52 1)) o bede4e oy IR 4UAAE IR 41, 5 07 IR 41 REE IR, 4541 (A 3L Al ek
TEHEOR IS O VR RE RS A T DL AU R 45 =) 1 22 57, Logistic [819 23 B JE 5 25 HEHT N I Wk 45 5y S AR HE P 52 36
I, 85 OIR ZotE4l AR  BMI 53k IR Lo P41ty 8 25 71 &5 (P<0. 05) ,AFC 5
A IR PR A B /0 (P<0. 05) o Q@A PE2s I I s -5 2 U 4 MIT 5P &, vl A R R G 28 10 5 R i
B RFAIE(P<0.05) s L IS R S ON REU S5 2 IEASE(P<0.05) ; 2P HOMA-IR 5 GN
KA B R IEAHIE (P<0.05) o IR oM G FIA R G R A IR 5 E IR 2ot gl A He 35 8 S R AIR
(P<0.05), @WH M IR 4114 BMI 55 #:9E IR 4 A B & TR (P<0.05) , ® =4 RIE(Xy IR 4, —
i IR 20 S T8 IR 40) BB R I R AE IR A B 3 (RG22 57 . @ Lotk I il
AR ]S R RO MID IR AT RS A IR DL iRk, 8518 RS RARHUR A i R N 22 2Pk IVE/
ICST JE A A IR B 0 5 i AN < FERUT 19 5 R AR P e X TVE/LCSI J J01 %) AR s oA 238 Rk PR U Bl 232
A I
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Effect of insulin resistance in couples on IVF-ET treatment outcomes
LEI Ruobing, LI Weihong Reproductive Medical Center, the First Affiliated Hospital of Chongqing Medical
University, Chongqing, 400016, China

[ Abstract ]| Objective To investigate the effect of insulin resistance (IR) in primary infertile couples
on pregnancy outcomes in fresh cycle embryo transfer. Methods A total of 101 primary infertile couples who
underwent first IVF-ET/ICSI assisted conception with fresh cycle embryo transfer in our reproductive medical
center from October 2022 to October 2023 were retrospectively included. According to whether they had
combined IR unilaterally, these couples were divided into female IR group (n=49) and female non-IR group
(n=52), and male IR group (n =49) and male non-IR group (n =152). The basic data, ovulation
promotion, embryo transfer and pregnancy outcome were compared between the female IR group and non-IR
group, and between the male IR group and non-IR group. Logistic regression analysis was applied to
determine the effect of IR on pregnancy outcome and laboratory indicators of ovulation promotion.
Results (DThe IR female group had significantly higher body weight and BMI, and lower antral follicle
count (AFC) when compared with the non-IR female group ( P<0.05). ) Female fasting blood glucose was
negatively correlated with the number of acquired eggs, number of metaphase II ( MII) oocytes, number of

transferable embryos, and number of high-quality embryos ( P<0.05) ; and both female fasting insulin level and
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female HOMA-IR were positively correlated with the days and total amount of gonadotropin (GN) (P<0.05).

(3 Embryo implantation and clinical pregnancy rates were significantly lower in the female IR group than the
female non-IR group (P<0.05). (@) The male IR group had significantly higher BMI than the male non-IR
group (P<0.05). ®Embryo implantation rate and clinical pregnancy rate were in declining trend in all

following 3 groups of couples ( both IR groups, single IR group, and neither IR group). (6) Female fasting

blood glucose level showed a negative effect on number of acquired eggs, number of MII oocytes, number of

transferable embryos, and number of high-quality embryos. Conclusion

IR affects embryo quality in IVF/

ICSI cycles in women with primary infertility; IR in couples with primary infertility negatively affects embryo

implantation rates and clinical pregnancy rates in IVF/ICSI cycles.

[ Key words |

insulin resistance ; female infertility ; in vitro fertilization-embryo transfer; pregnancy outcome

Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (81501335) and the Natural Science Foundation of Chongging ( CSTB2022NSCQ-MSX0086 ) .

Corresponding author; LI Weihong, E-mail: liweihong1211@ 163. com

JiE 5 ZHEHT (insulin resistance, IR ) 38 2 J7 K &
B e FR 5 2R M IR A, B0 R 5 2% %) ) 2 W ) B A
FIFRIRE ST TR, N AERF LA B AR 2 7K 1 S BUBR
BRI . IR 25 2R B 1
R LR NE e v 1M s Bl Bk BE A | 22 28 O 1 25 G Ak
(polycystic ovary syndrome, PCOS) . JE 18 ¥ 4 B i T
o WA BFFERITRA IR XA 58 D) HE (14 5% 1) R k52
BT, IR AL RESE Lo PEA AR, [m] s a2 1
ANZE NTE B A BT 1 AR v s S G R A R
49 RS, ™ B B8 AR B A R o
VIR B RARHUN AR HD 2 K- IR JIG R AL/ DI 3% N
BE 7  fE &) (in vitro fertilization and embryo
transfer/intracytoplasmic sperm injection, IVF-ET/ICSI
T4 SR 1 5 0 € A1 3 BF 5, JTANG 4670 BF 5% 2% 31
PCOS 2t ry A A Uil bn 55 TVE/ICST F 51 2R 5E 45
JRZ IAFAE G S R, WANG %51 B ge & B, 76 1%
A PCOS MR IE A2 104 v IR 5 BN+ 43
OB AR AR G ot & 22 ¢, #2875 TR A AL W] RE 52 Wil
PCOS LV IVE/ICSI A5 25 J5y , AT gt 2%l PCOS
LRSS SR R R o A B BIFSE AR A
GAMEBERETFRE PR GEKEZEY,
MANSOUR *! 25 % AN J5 5 AN 22 () 53 o il 5 341K
EAC(HOMA-IR ) 3% i, {H 53 ¥ IR 7E % Bh A= 55 4 R
(assisted reproductive technology, ART) BZ2597 1Y
S T /DA SCERIGE . BRTIMFR FEE D T&
PERRAE ART BhZ3677 b iysgm , KA B9 B 7E4R
PR R AP RIERT I 5 R AP IVF-ET 1597 457
FISEIA , Al PR BT 22 A A 85 , DA A ol B R
AR EE ART B8 /AR R i9I6 7 5 1)

1 #RSHE

L1 BRZt %
AWFFEUCER T 2022 4F 10 A % 2023 4F 10 HAETE

PR BE R 27 B I8 26 — B2 Be A= 4 B2 2 oD AF & TVE-ET
IBYTIRAE, B AT IVE-ET/ICST By 2 3 R 4737 i Jil 19
JRIEFEAE Y 101 ] J5 S N2 R ZE B I IRk . S AR
- DI ZEX Ty 4 J5 R AN 2 AN 9 18 A% 52 i B
AEFE BN AT RO TVE B ICST A4 O 22 5t PR A4 -
GRAEPEAA HEON g T BUN A2 g A2 AR
JFERIARZ5E ) s QAT B ik AR AR . HEBRAR I DR FE
A — 7 Y o A S R FEAT AT — 7 3 Q) J8 5 RS o
g SRR IR 00 B PE R ( R LLBE AR L S
8) VE B (FTI0) s @)%y AR A5 s e R
PETFEIRIE ; @5 )5 B 55 R hE X TORS T4E ; @K 2
=07 h e s

1.2 BFRor ik

L2.1 AEFANGUMMERNE A NARREES
AAEHESR RIS A T H 256 2 80 3 KA e ] L fili 2
Gpya A i & (follicle stimulating hormone , FSH ) | JE il 12
HAARAE 2 (1uteinizing hormone , LH) i — i (estradiol ,
E2) W ¥ 2 (prolactin, PRL) | HT B #) 4 ¥ & (anti-
Miillerianhormone , AMH ) ; 3f- 47 [ i B #8 ( transvaginal
sonography , TVS ) ki #r , 10 55 WU 52 DRy 5l it

1.2.2 G bR I 2 R BB NSRS E
Hihai , A 25 B8 14 (fasting plasma glucose, FPG) | 55 i
Ji#3 5% 2 (fasting insulin, F-INS) , #2#& FPG FI F-INS i}
4 HOMA-IR =FPG * F-INS/22. 5, BUtfF5¢ A ftrh HOMA-
IR P (HOMA-IR = 1. 64) #4147 e 5 R AK P
A TR AR HE BN IR 7 1, A R TR Rk R
ARE T PR R A 16 7 2, s R 454, B WL 1 —
LARYT A E R TR N A JF LM A8 [l if 3 Y — FR
XUGEST , —HSUIAY Rl 1K 2 (500 mg/ 1K) .
1.2.3  {eHFIn IRt IKYE B 4RI LA
WE AMH |52 51y B i 4 T AR HE DT 22 A4
PRPERRBR BOHCR (GnRH) #5475 . GnRH #8057 <
TR EAEIRES T AEHEIR (PPOS) Jr %8, fe kit
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T v 775 WA R 1 9 25 AR A KT N B I RS DL
WA AR R, YA 1A ER =16 mm, H
TSI A1 B2 SFH{E =200 pg/mlL B4 -2 HE,
MW AT, 36 h J5 7E A 515 42 B 2 0 3R
G20, AR IO H C RS VRIS DL U AT TVE 5 ICST,
AR TN SR AZREEL, A JG 5 3 REE 5 Rt 47
FOM AR IR T A5 2414 R GEVAL WG oI, %45 &
FERE 51 0 B A T DL BT S AR A, — S 3 RIAL
FIEIERAR 2 4>, 565 5 RIGIERAENE , BoAE 1 A~ XA
OHSS JRUBS 8,FF P4 I A A R A B oAl st B S 30
ARG G TG R R B E BUN R, RS
5514 K, P 1. HCG {#, % HCG =25 U/L 2 kA=
R RS AR IS 30 d 47 TVS, %5 B M /R B N Al
U223 ] i 0 S T A I R AT R 5
1.2.4 WsHEtr O— M0kl AR  BMI A Z24E
FRVAFC  ZEAily FSH SE Al LH JE Al E2  PRL AMH
FPG F-INS HOMA-IR, Qf¢HEAH 4545 : Gn ({244 1
WE) Mt Gn RE, Q@SLI0 = 1045 R 1 W (hi )
B IEFERETIEA . ROPEC MIT BREL 2PN SZ K554
AR AE IR A A SR iR 25 MIT B 32 2PN 328 6 Y
TR LTI 2R XR I IGE . @I R AT R 45
Ja IR R R I R AT IR %

145 : HOMA-IR = FPGXF-INS/22. 5

MII B2 = MIT 5%/ 2550 %% 100%

2PN 245 % = 2PN ZHEH0/ 300 < 100%

YRFF 2R = A RS R BR E/ 3K B £ < 100%

PG 2 = 1 R IR £l T RS AR A $x 100%

JR G i 26 = 22 S50 R R R iR £ < 100 %

I R W 3 = 4 A JR B 450 B A2 ] 1A 45 < 100 %
1.3 it oar

K SPSS 27. 0 MG AT A AL B, A7 T
R IE A WEOR ST AR A ¢ K056, DA xs R, 65
WK FHAE S B 56 5 THECF R AR sk i 43 % (%) 36
R RIGHESR X K5, 200 R A
ANOVA J5 25081 A5 H1H R ] Pearson A 5643
Mro ZHE DR AL 0B L BIH5 M, P<
0.05 hESFAGIFE L,

2 R

2.1 %M IR 3t IVF-ET 497 & B0 %m

2,11 WA R R ARSIl
A 101 Bl U AR 38, R4 HOMA-IR 7304 IR 411
JE TR 41, Horp IR eI A T 49 B8 AF IR Lotk
AT 52 IR, AL R F AR B i A2 4E
B LAl FSH FEAS LH  JEAil E2 PRLAMH 72 550

GEiF2E R X (P>0.05) 5 IR 47 PE2 (9 Pl it BMI 554
IR 47 P41 HAeH |5 713 (P<0. 05) , AFC 57 IR %
Peg Hoe B (1)

F1 MAXMEBEE-MABLE (3x)

i JE IR ZM(n=52) IR ZM(n=49) P
AERS/ % 30. 63+3. 41 30. 8424, 32 0.794
B/ em 158.33+5.95 157.94+5.31 0.731
B/ ke 54.91+7. 41 59.56+9. 16 0. 006"
BMI/(KG/m?) 21.88+2.54 23.89+3.55 0. 002"
ARIHAR R/ AT 3.29+2.95 3.532.75 0.678
St FSH/(mIU/mL) 7.01£3. 61 6.40+3.09 0.364
SLht LH/(mIU/mL)  9.79+9. 12 7.50+5.96 0. 140
SLht E2/(pg/mL)  94.24x102.53 86.99+94.24  0.714
PRL/(ng/mL) 18. 82+8. 75 20. 46+9. 93 0.417
AMH/ (ng/mL) 3.57+2.01 3.22:2.42 0.430
AFC/ A~ 14.106. 97 10.916. 44 0.022°

a: P<0.05,53F IR Sk arbig

2.1.2 L2k R e HEUR AR SR A2 AT D0 HE AR
PHZELIA] AR 7 ) GN SR B B Sl 30 B 450 MITT B 4
2PN AR R, Al B AR 5 D0 R i K ML B <
2PN SZAGA O 1R 5 DU BOIE AR 5  FS AR R A % H
WRRIGH R (P>0.05,%2) .

®2 WAXMBRERAMFAERBERBRILE (1)

Y| JE IR &t (n=52) IR &P (n=49) P
GN XK/d 11.62+1.86 11.80+2.21 0. 657
GN MH/IU 1 922.60+499.69 2 080.10£524.12  0.125
FRIE A 14.12+5.97 11.88+5.59 0. 055
MII B %/ 4 11.92+5.21 10. 37+5. 31 0. 140
2PN AR/ A 9.42+4. 66 8.20+4.77 0.197
CIE: 751N e 6.04£3.25 5.53+3.24 0. 434
LIRS A 3.73+2.61 3.5342.98 0.720
MII 52/ % 84.99+13.08 87.22+14.36 0.415
2PN ZHE K/ % 66.95+18.29 67.93x19. 65 0.795
GIFFI R/ % 44.93+18.22 47.33£16.52 0. 490
LB iG 2/ % 61.60+27. 56 59.48+27. 69 0.701
B REE /A 1. 54+0. 50 1.61x0. 49 0. 459

2.1.3 LPERESEIMPE S IE S R  HOMA-IR 5
PRHEORES SR AR BT Lok as IR ks | 25 18 e
552 (HOMA-IR 52 HE P45 5 i) Pearson AH G 434 i
7N, 2oV zs JE I 55 AR B M BRES R A% AR IR IR 4
PEBIRIGEI  AAHDC (P<0.05) s s B S R
GN KB B 5 1E A 26 (P<0. 05) 5 £ 4 HOMA-IR
5 ON R S R IEA XK (P<0.05,3 3) .

2.1.4  POLH Lo B I DR A UR 45 Ry 1 3 g
A 101 Bl g, Hop 2 W22 51 86 il 45 Jolfi PR 4T Uik 45
Jap, Herp IR 2Pk 40 ), dE TR 2Pk 46 i, FRgh A 137
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BORBA VLG IR B R 36, Hoobt IR 4o bk B AR B 2
66 Hr, Ak TR LERS MM ST 71 K. TR O PERRS
R I PRAE R 550 IR L PEAR L34 8 25 B AR (P<
0.05,%4),

®3 ZMBETEME ZERSE HOMA-IR 5{@H

IP 45 /Y Pearson 18X 5 #7
T H SR r SEREZE s HOMA-IR r
GN K#/d 0. 007 0.212* 0.204"
GN JH/1U 0.195 0.218° 0. 235"
IR A~ -0.252* -0.132 -0. 169
MII GRS/ 4~ -0.227* -0. 082 -0.113
2PN ZHEH/ A -0.190 -0.114 -0. 140
AR AE I iR B A -0.227" -0.084 -0.115
RS A -0. 206" -0.051 -0.078
MIT B8/ % 0.068 0.128 0.148
2PN ZH5%/ % 0. 080 -0.053 -0.033
51T FH 2/ % -0.019 0.012 0.013
eI HE 2/ %o -0.130 -0.035 -0.053
AR % H /A~ 0. 095 -0.048 -0.039

r. A& B4 a:P<0.05

x4 WMALTUHBEEEREREFZOLEE
TH 4E IR 4P (n=46) IR %PE(n=40) P

7, RS R R | 25 IR B 3 HOMA-IR &5 2PN 52
R AT AR DB AR 2 2PN S G LBt
R SRR R > K 8] 2 R WL B2 AR SG 1 (P>0. 05,
x7).

Fx6 FMABHEEXRHAINE BB BEER M
Pb3s (%=s)

T JE IR B4 (n=52) IR Hik(n=49) P

2PN ZHE R/ A 8.65x4.55 9.02+4.96 0. 699
AR HIMERE R/ A 5.87+3.41 5.71+3.08 0.816
PR AR E A 3.62+2. 86 3.65+2.72 0. 946
2PN ZKE R/ % 67.91x17. 44 66.92+20. 45 0. 796
PR 2/ % 60. 87+27. 58 60.27+27.71 0.913
B RECH /A 1. 600. 50 1.55+0. 50 0.651

®7 BHBETEME ZERELE HOMA-IR 5{EH

P45 /i) Pearson 1HX 77

iH M - ZSEBESE - HOMA-IR r
2PN SR A -0. 081 0.081 0.058
] R AR R d -0. 108 0.077 0. 067
AR A -0. 041 0.087 0.081
2PN Z K52/ % -0.094 -0.025 -0.043
G R HG2/ % -0.034 -0.027 -0.032
AR H /A -0.039 -0. 031 -0.019

AR (%) 40/71(56.34%)  22/66(33.33%)  0.007"
W RAEIR (%) 32/46(69.57%)  19/40(47.5%)  0.038"

a; P<0.05,53F IR Kok 4a kit

2.2 BB IR & IVE-ET 3457 45 Bred %k

2.2.1 PABPERE MR A TR IR A
AT 49 B, AR IR AN T 52 Bl , Bl
[A] 8 B4R IS RS TR AT Is 3l PRUEH R TR
PJe A e (P>0.05) 5 S0k IR 4149 BML 2257t
15 (P<0.05,%5) .

=5 FMEABEERE—HEMILER (xxs)
yE| JE IR BPE(n=52) IR BPE(n=49) P
i/ % 32.08+4. 49 32.22+4.37 0. 868
BMI/ (kg/m?) 22.51+3.13 26.89+3. 40 0. 000"
R TFueE/ (+10° 4/ml)  95.54£68. 40 96.07+93.92  0.974

Wil32 30 PR/ % 43.52+18.67 42.12+19.27  0.711
EHRFIES/ % 7.46+3.57 7.51+3.52 0.945

a; P<0.05,54F IR B Hrbit

2.2.2 L5 R E XA HE IR 45 R AV G B A 1 L
MR PALE R E Y 2PN 2L AT RS AR
TR AU 5L 2PN SZH5 % LG 2 FeHa i
HEHTC R EEZES (P>0.05,36),

2.2.3 BHHBEA I S E RS R HOMA-IR 5
TEHEORSS R ARG E BT B ks IE b | 25 1 e
2 HOMA-IR 5{2HE P 45 )5 1) Pearson AH 543 #T i

2.3 RER G e by FWAUATARHE P 25 By 0 %o
2.3.1  RFEWE FARPUXT A HE I EE Joy R i 11 He A

LA 101 X ZE, Horp R FENUT5 B4 e 5% R AT
21 ], RZFE—TJ5 R EY ZARPL 56 B, WU ¥ oM 1 24K
P24 i, 3 4RI HEUN L5 R R UL R 3 25 S (P>
0.05,%8),

x8 ZHXEMRHINLERFZMALE (vts)

Wi [ BTG IR —H7 IR W7 IR

(n=24) (n=56) (n=21)
2PN 2R A 8.63+4.41  9.39+4.80  7.57+4.85 0.316
A BAEMIEE/ A 6.25+3.74  5.70£2.95  5.52+3.47 0.718
PG E A~ 3.54+2.86  3.79+2.65  3.33%3.12 0.806
2PN 5%/ %  65.36+17.78 69.21+17.92 65.06+22.67 0.576
REIG%/%  58.57+28.10 63.52+27.17 55.02+27.98 0.448
BARIGECE /D 1.63+0.49  1.52£0.50  1.67+0.48 0.432

2.3.2 RFEWE FARYUXT Ik PR AL YR 45 = 572 0 1) HL 4K

LA 101 8, Horp 2 LSS R 86 il i IR
UEYRES SRy, o RO A 1 i 248 18 ], — T e
FRARYL 47 41, W7 #9 Jo g i3 R AR DT 21 Bl LA
137 MU RE WS I R R AR 5, HE i XUTT 249 e 2 ZR 4K
UM ARG ST 18 M, —TJ5 IR AR BB A IR R
BT 4T B, X7 B J0 R B R AT AL R AR R T 21
Mo 3 A ITE ] R b AR i PR AT IR 5K L 2 3%
PEF(P>0.05,389),
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R9 ZAXETRKRIRER/ILER

WiH W5 HITE IR —J7 IR XU IR P
(n=21) (n=47) (n=18)
JENERAE R (%) 19/35(54.29%) 34/71(47.89%) 9/31(29.03%) 0.098
W IRIEER (%) 15/21(71.43%) 28/47(59.57%) 8/18(44.44%) 0.231

2.4 Logistic )2 54748 % B & xR HE 97 45 By 69 % v

AL I A S IS R VHOMA-IR,, R ]
ZICERNEB AL A 1553 B TLIHE Brodt 2o A2 HE DI 1 20
R R IR ZS Jy R 52 )

(1) AROPEL: 453 W, 25 W6 I Sk 2% 1 [
[TiE¢8

OO 75 R AR IR = 26. 78-2. 612x%5 i Ifi b

CAEIR

3 4 5 6 71 8 9 10
23 1 1B/ (mmol /L)

Bl ZEmESRIMEHEECEXRE

R 10 =IUEARXTIR PR AEAY & TR E A

A B SE B t P VIF
23 15 Ik -2.612 1.009 -0.252 -2.59 0.011" 1
R 26.78 5.34 5.015 0.000" "

(2) MIL BRI 455 s, 25 I i =5 97 17 52 1)
MIT B

T A MIT GRS =22. 334-2. 121 = 25 i IfiL Bl

F 11 =TUERxT MIT BRSO NEH) & T2k 14 B )3

WHAZE B SE 5 ; P VIF
MM 20121 0.915 -0.227 -2.319 0.02 1
it 22334 4.82 - 4613 0.000
30
25
& 20 -
= 104
o
O | T 1 1 1 1 1

25 W& U/ (mmol/L)
2 FRRMMES MII BPEA&EE A E

(3) A RSAE ARG 45 A /s, 2 A = 1)
SR Al AR AL AR AL

T A W] R AR AR R = 12. 615-1. 296 = =5 fif
ik

ARG R A

25 M 1A/ (mmol /L)

B3 =fEmiESBERRER&ERRE
® 12 =TDUSHRX AT B ER IR ER M & T & M E U3

AISES B SE B 3 P VIF
ZSEmpE  -1.296  0.56 -0.227 -2.315 0.023 1
O 12.615 2.964 - 4.255 0.000
(4) DU R IR R : 45 2R W, 25 1 I0E (5 2 171 1) 52
M A S5 R AR
TIN5 A PLBUEIG £ = 8. 949—1. 01 * =5 Ji IfiL 4%
157 .
£ 0
% 10
ﬁé
=
0 1

25 1 LA/ (mmol /L)

B4 ZIRmiESHKRERSREEREE
R 13 =TustRA R BRI & Tt 13

FAISES B SE B t P VIF
sSREIEE —-1.01  0.483  -0.206 -2.09 0.039 1
A 8.949 2.558 3.498 0.001

3 itie

A5 T IR B A RIEN T IR Xf IVE/ICSI
B AR IR RS AR AT URSS = i ) SR 45 SR B IR
R AL AR T BMI 53R TR 4 oAy g & Tt
o, PR AR BT A BMIL 35 IR 4 56, IR 2ok 4
AFC 54 IR M2 o i k0, 3R IR W g &%
Wil 2 P 1) B9 S 6 2 T RE PN BRI 1Y & & o WF o & B
HOMR-IR F1 FINS Fifiz5 BMI {384 i i BH 2 75, JE e
BEBRA IR A REME LR R IE W RS, xS
AHIFGEEE AR —F0, FEHL ] AT B8 2 40 i 5
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PR E 45 5 R E 1 (sex hormone-binding globulin,
SHBG ) , {2 15 i 8 28 MR 05 38 A 43, 3 350 IR, T 80
i 5 25 AN B KOS RIS W 43 A S o Lk
T T B AR IR (free fatty acid ,FFA) & & 7 2352
M) BP3EE 4 1 B 5 2 7, a0 T ) 9 40 ) A=
REGHMET . NERERT S FFA 75 50380 1 &
Fh e, JR I 2R T J ] B 7 4 U FFA T IR () 48 B
DA P55 14850, T3 FFA R I AL R A 5
FW L FE ORI R, FEA [ RN 3% TR A FRA ) Rl
PR, B5 M A S A e 4R R T
IRCIRAS R, BRI R Y FFA R BESS I, i — 252 IR
BEIER LT .

B R AL PR 23 I U 25 IR B X (HOMA-IR
S HEIN S AR AT A M R B, Lotk s
MBS R IR MIT BR %, Al % 48 1R 16 % L 00 5V it %
PEAMIG s RS £S5 ON R B R IR
A 2o HOMA-IR 5 GN RE N B R IEAH G,
) TR A B A AR O S FSH (14 52 17 s A 7 4
Jin GN KA . AR5 R, 8 HOMA-IR 2
R FB T IR A FSH R AR K A R
Zepfa], HIRMLH 9 E2 2%, RO E b X B
IR M4 FSH i SURE AT REFRAR™ . ARTF5E R,
75 WG I S 2 O TR MR R KR, T s L It WS B 1 TR
(A TE) 3248 A , 76 2 B (A 5T Hh & BLAE TG PCOS H. BMI
i G2 Pk Hp TR 210 BB 2 i B0 s Tl TR 41
SRS A —, ABFFEH IR 4L & F BMI
BEETAE IR 4, 7R Al g BMI A IR SR 2 55
Wi 2o PE A BRI T BE . HnT BE AL b e 55/ B JrE £ P N
i 5 25 0 6 ) i O 5 2 FSHR 36 1K 7K P B AIG, X
FSH 3| 38 5 0 AS 2 A0 B2 7 A gl 20, DA T 52 W) HG 7
IVE/ICST A i3k o o ABFS8 & B, 25 16 i
i 8. 25 67 T R ) MULL BB, m B A R i L G B A
B, x5 JIANG 262 By pFge—3, i aT G ML
IR 38 35 45 3 i br X 1) DNA & i, 5 B0 kL X ) DNA
S A AN R TR 5 B 20 R A 5
PR A I 2, 5 [ R RE 41 5 A 4L B AL R A
BAR OB 200 i o o TR o 4L U B ol 3R L A
YRR GAE IR Lo P4 AR o ¥ 2 35 G, 40 IR AT i
i 3 S G B RN BT P R A R R A S BUIR
JRFRE R I R IRE T e . FLrTREALHI N IR 3@ i 4
AT S 7 38435 T 7L 20 ) T 1 2R 8 1 ( mammalian
target of rapamycin, mTOR) (12] ,mTOR B IE & B 15
) —A B A, 76 mTOR 1776 B S 5L F B 77 Ik
He, AT R R TE BE IR I BE s 1k R 7 9~ 12 M I,
R IR ARSRS, mTOR [{5 B4 a2 55
M), DA T S5OV i 300 % B 45 o TR ] L ot 41 il st

F A T 408 7 B BRI 25 32 1 o R PN s 7K A i
ZH i PI3K-Akt 3R AR V8T 40 Ml T, W] S e D IR i
PRSI~ E P S 050 S A 75 90 4 1L 375 19 26 4 2 (bone
morphogenetic protein 2, BMP2) | Mk i 25 A1 42 i 25 1) %
RECH 25 405E 7B R R B A, 5 1S 2ok ik
S S LS, S P R AL VR G 2 R

HATTF IR X ART BhZ23677 A5 i 48 Hh 75 & Pk
N R/ BYER R RRGE , R AT A 5 P
FOHTRIERTT IR X IVE/ICST 37 2 JiA fifs J& 301 1) 5
Wi, AHIFTE & B0 5E 5 IR FOAE IR 4149 IVF {2 HEORZE =)
AR REA W HEAU IR4, — 7 IR 4
XU TG IR 21 = 2H ORI FIAE 56 LI R A Uk A5 [
fikias, R4 22 B %A B8 B F K P, x s B i
IR AJ BB 2 %) QR URZE Jmy ™ A R T 2 i . A B 9% kR
BE%E HOMA-IR (138 0, 53 P Ai7 ) 12 Sl 1 508 15 L
RFRE HATREML N TR F0 BMI 2t [R50 T K-
AP R, 51 S R KT R AR, 52 MRS 7 1 $iE R
A INS AlE I GnRH 155 GN 943 HL
AT 4T B4 8 2 A IS B T INS (940, INS
TRV 2 R M A 2 A R R S DT 2 i) e R 26 P 9
BT GN () 53 b 7K -, 520 T e i - T - i ) 1
R, [AIAs e I o 25 320 GnRH A9 435, 1 2> GN
1 PRL F /K F- , 771 5 25 1] J3R 200 o S 43 b 0™
WFSE & B AT 64 10355 S2 B % 4% B ShRE = A= T i
S, PR T AT, 52 U0 B 52 RS T 50 D
D R IRE . AT R & B IR TR
AR IR BHEA R T bn g B 227, R4 RS
VERIT %7 —3, 54k TR U 1050 A AH 541
TR TR HBESE, B IR X ART BhZ23R )7
FR) S ) A A AR T R U1 B e PR AT 9 S IR S

AW FATAE—E MR BR Y . BFFE X R E 0k A 7 —
B, BTSSR REA TR AT, T B — K
FEAR BT 2O oE . ARWEIE 2 REA B BRI, A
AT IR AR N PCOS 35 il PCOS B 14
M, I RAEAR B 5 v %R & A2 ANBER IR X
IVE/ICST g fif J&) 1 W G F% A8 1 52 i i — 2B B iE . R
PEATARHETN 7 0 53 J2 43 A, i H AR 5T HJ& 408 T
IVE/ICSI 35 fif J&) HA WA BG B2 A8 4 I DR U Uk 485 )Ry, e/ L
TP R BT R ANTE PR R T4 0, AR T
H—0F5% o

25 F PR A 9T & B Lk s T It 2 5 v 1
GRS 28 R AR A PR A IR 45 Ry , R ZE AU 19 5% 2 Akt
ATRESZI ART BY 23R Y7 45 )R o MO R b Ry X & I
IR (B I L P 7 DA BE Gy Fnds 5, 5 T 1A IR
Y I R AN B8 3 B 2P i R R A A 3 T SR R
AR Y AWkt I EL e Ay | kL S I S &
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