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Comparision of the Clinical Outcome of Day 2 and Day 3 Embryo After Cryopreservation with Vitrification and Programmed Freezing. Xue
Yamei,Li Kun,Ge Hongshan ,Lii Jiegiang. Department of Gynenology, The First Affiliated Hospital, School of Medicine, Zhejiang Universi-
ty ,Zhejiang 310003, China

Abstract Objective To evaluate the efficacy of vitrification and slow freezing for the cryopreservation of human day 2 and day 3
embryos in terms of post — warming clinical outcomes. Methods A retrospective study was performed by analyzing 170 frozen embryo
thawed cycles with day 2 or day 3 embryos vitrified or slow — frozen. The main clinical outcomes were compared including survive rate,
blastomere survival index, the proportion of transfers with at least one intact embryo, fully intact embryo per thawed embryos, implantation
rate, pregnancy rate, miscarriage rate. Results Survival rate, blastomere survival index, the proportion of transfers with =1 intact em-
bryo, fully intact embryo per thawed embryos, implantation rate, pregnancy rate, miscarriage rate were 73. 6% , 65.88% , 80.85% ,
31.46% , 14.17% , 36. 17% , 11.76% in 47 slow — frozen transfer cycles and 92.96% , 86.49% , 90.83% , 68.04% , 18. 84% ,
35.83% , 9.30% in 120 vitrified transfer cycles,respectively. Vitrification provided a higher survival rate and blastomere survival index
as well as fully intact embryo per thawed embryos, but it can not significantly improve the proportion of transfers with =1 intact embryo,
fully intact embryo per thawed embryos, implantation rate, pregnancy rate, miscarriage rate. The results suggested that extending human
embryo culture period from 2 to 3 days had no effect on the clinical outcomes. Conclusion Vitrification is an effective techniques for
cryopreservation of human cleavage embryos that can be used as a substitute for programmed freezing. The survival rate, blastomere sur-
vival index and fully intact embryo per thawed embryos are higher than those of traditional programmed frozen embryos. Freezing embryos
on day 3 showed similar clinical results compared with day 2 cryopreservation. For a busy IVF (in vitro fertilization) laboratory, day 2
embryos can be frozen.
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The Application of Laparoscopic in Patients with Advanced Gastric Cancer. Liu Hongbin, Han Xiaopeng, Zhu Wankun, Su Lin, Li
Kun. Lanzhou General Hospital of Lanzhou Military Command, Gansu 730050, China

Abstract Objective To evaluate the application of laparoscopic in preoperative exploration and radical resection of gastric cancer
in patients with advanced gastric cancer. Methods The clinical data of 30 patients with advanced gastric cancer from July 2008 to Sep-
tember 2009 were reviewed and analyzed with preoperative laparoscopic staging, the surgical procedure, operative time, blood loss, post-
operative recovery of gastrointestinal function time, postoperative ambulation, time to eat liquid diet, pathological and follow — up and so
on. Results Laparoscopy found 9 cases of peritoneal metastases which were considered no metastasis according to preoperative clinic
staging,,and unfeasible operations were avoided in 4 patients because of numerous metastases to the distant peritoneum, palliative opera-
tions were performed in 5 patients because partial peritoneal metastases were discovered in laparoscopic staging,and 21 patients underwent
radical surgery. Twenty-six cases were successfully performed by laparoscopy and one case was converted to open surgery. Laparoscopic
assisted total gastrectomy was performed in 6 cases, proximal gastrectomy in 4 cases, distal gastrectomy in 16 cases. The average operative
time for total gastrectomy, proximal gastrectomy and distal gastrectomy was 380 (350 ~410) min, 276 (240 ~ 350 ) min and 265 (250 ~

310) min respectively. The average blood loss in total gastrectomy, proximal gastrectomy and distal gastrectomy was 490 (400 ~ 600 ) ml,
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