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8 Couples attending fertility clinic for IVE/ IC5I treatment, from January 2016 to October 2021
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Figure S1. Schematic of the recruitment in the study. OR, oocyte retrieve; OPU, oocyte pick-up; TZs,
Teratozoospermia.
DGC, Gradient centrifugation; SU, Swim-up; MACS, magnetically activated cell selection.



