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3. HENFITHRDLENI DRI « fREFIZHONT
(1) MAERA b RGARR . KD ERERBRE (2 HR 5 Ak & L TO MR

<R DR R IT i (R AR R I S5) . MsRms /. SCHR - Ao 55 o e #
1 D kI % >

1) MM 2 AGEMBIE R (Assisted Reproductive Technology : ART) & &
Kwe 727 1 (Dydrogesterone) O #H&E R ZFHR 2572912, PubMed TR
17 o 7= (B3  : “Assisted Reproductive Technology [Title/Abstract]” AND
“Dydrogesterone [Title/Abstract]”), < D#E% 10 4 (2021 4F 4 A 15 HEHAE) M
FY LT, BYLT@mXos b, R ThHY, o, BEAFICKEDL YR
RTAT O ORETHTZ LIFIZOWTLUTIZZEDONAEERT,

2) WA T D BME Y (Transplant cycle) & ¥ Fn 7 25 1 v




(Dydrogesterone) DRI A TR D 7212, PubMed THEKE 217> 7 (B
= : “Transplant cycle, dydrogesterone [Title/Abstract]”), & O &R 3 £ (2021 4F 4
H 15 HEBIU(E) NEZY LT, ZYL@mXor b, BEXALEKERABRTHY
o, BEARIRLY Fe s A7 e ORETH7Z LIFIZTOWTLELTIZE
DHNEZ T,

3) LEOMEBEMEEZMTT DHMP T, LNRAE XMROEREIToT2E 2 A,
FRHMELAMCTHOEENFIRLIY Fa X 2ATar OfEND > ==L
TIZZEDONEZ T,

4) BARIZEBT L AEHMBER  (Assisted Reproductive Technology : ART) & ¥
Fr 727 1 (Dydrogesterone) D ERILZ ML 7202, EHREETHEK
Z1{T- 7= (B “Dydrogesterone/TH or 5 = 7 7 A b > /AL” and “/E 5 i Bh %
fiT/TH or ART/AL”), = DOfE5E 39 F (2021 44 A 15 HBITE) %Y L7z, #%
MU O DB, G SCRREE R G U it 28 . RS s S0/ T o & Mkt
BB TH O, o, HENFIRDLI Y PSS AT u0r OWETH -T2 2RI
DNWTUFIZZEDORNEE =T,

B, AFELEITELENROHE - HEICHESIN TV 2 OFEHIRBEO B %A
JE HA TR RS AR IR AR O A L R R TR AR R RIS X LA T
2R,

<IN BT D ERIR AR E >

(O e AE ]

1) Chakravarty BN, et al. Oral dydrogesterone versus intravaginal micronised
progesterone as luteal phase support in assisted reproductive technology (ART)
cycles: results of a randomised study. J Steroid Biochem Mol Biol.
2005;97(5):416-20.9

BT YA v et 430 il 2kt 4 & LT IVF/ICSI 2 6fT L7 & & O SR R
EELToY Fuer2ranrORME, 2B LOAEEEZMH R T 07
Ta R & T A Rm X HEAE AL EER,

FHik BB TFENRENEE (7~12mm) THY ., +ENFEOKEZ R
TZET UANRBEOD B, IVF/ICSI (BIN) 1B 2 iifT9 5 25~42 i D &
M A AR A AT, IVFICSI %A 7 VISR E) & 7e o T2 iREE, B LW
EATVE = NIBE, 58 OB AEIE . AEIRRRRE A F 70 132 ZE Rk O BLE foe
DEEEN & 2 R B I AR ORI LT, &BRFEICR L, GnRH 7+ v 2/
HI 1L mg/HE2 R FHRET2EAEKTH con /7 ba— ks &Fu b
Xal—varzifr L, WICEE F## 2 FSH 150~300 IU/H % F#& 5 L




o XU Xalb—valryPNERSNSE GnRH 7 e 27 OH&E% 0.4 mg
ZkE L, IPREORSIZESE FSH O &% i L7z, 6 H BIC2EE %2 %t
B, BEWIIT LY UL A E T 5 ultrasound folliculometry 2 W CE =4 U
VT EITWV, TOH%, BEIE3IHARWVWL 4 H I LIV, TOBIIWE 203
BHE=FY 7 2T, BEOIRY A AR EL 17 mm LL B2 - 72 KR
T hCG (10,000 IU) #MiAANE G L, hCG $&5 0 34~36 IFf]#4 (2 JF R0 fa £2
BaFEMLEZ, MBEBIC, Mh RS oy 25 o EBRNES (600 mg/H % 3
Ny B E) £7203Y Fa 2o s fkofkh (20 mg/ B %2 2 [FIC4E#% )
DWFT I X D IR FTEIEIC 51@%Afwﬁ%%%@HiT%%%%%
L7z, MBHE 13 HiZIZ, mFIZ B hCGC DIFIET D Z L IT L W IE IR R &
h@\ﬁ%%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%lzﬁi?%ﬁbto%%ﬁ%4\mﬁ4kioé
RHERZRBROGIFHEE L Lz,
%%:ﬁﬁ%%%rﬂ%%%$7m€X?my’ié%%%%%%m\m%%
ke AT e Nl LA EEMITEEIEICEELSICEN D 1T 72, REOJRK, &~
LA, IR B ISR 2 B NEER L OEOAMICEE L Cmit i Eel LT
Wiz, AREHE L -WHBRE IR T e S A7 a VBT 80 il (22.8%) T
Hol-DIZxt L, P ReFX27a  BETIH 196 (24.1%) THY ., WAl o %=
IS FIERICE LR o7z, £7-. BARMEICHE L CHEEMICHFFZNE
BEEIROLON Doz (R Te X A7 B 83%, ¥V Kur A7 u it
7.6%)

LM Y Fa sl 2T 0 U BETIIIBRO BRI R L BRE DN R 7 o
FATa U RELE L CTHRIC &W_kﬁ%%ﬂ’ﬁok(RMmoﬁ%$7
0 AT a R CIIERE O 10.5%(Z B8 0 W F 72 IR RIBUE N FR O B iz o
mﬁb\9Fnﬁx?myﬁﬁd%@£oﬁﬁﬁﬁiw&%otoﬁwbﬁﬁ
EORFENBOONTHREORASICEA LT, Yk 2AT7ra VB EMHmAR
a AT a CHEOMICARBRZIIROD bR otz (211 2.53%% 2.28%)

2 ) Griesinger G, et al. Oral dydrogesterone versus intravaginal micronized
progesterone gel for luteal phase support in IVF: a randomized clinical trial. Hum
Reprod. 2018;33(12):2212-2221.2

RBOER: #&O0Y Fn/ 270230 mg/H X, IVFIZEBT 5 EE YR —
DI, 8k b7 v 27 m > (MVP) #L 90 mg/H L Y45 - T
2 7N?

FHIEZE: RO Y e F 27 a 03 4R 12 B8 o B VO OFFFEIC R LT MVP
fwmﬁbfﬁ%ﬁ%fbt(#yﬁ7~yylmm
TTIHLNTWD Z & IVF Té%%%%f~%@ﬁﬁ%@#7imvp
DEMTH D D3, %Mik@ﬂﬁ DTUWNE LRV EZEOa L TI73A47T
VALBEELTWS, BHENSED LN, IFRTEX 2L T a7 7 A VR E




L, AT Rer 27 o U EEREE LT MVP IZli>- TR 5 Z &
N5,

RERT VA . A X, #M: Lotus Il (X, 2015 4F 8 A »> 5 2017 4E 5 A & Tt
10 » [H37TDIVF B ¥ —CTiron - BIEALIEE MRS sk L FE 111 FHIE
FHHERBRTH o7, IVF 2520 TV S PR Z M 1034 A (18 Ll b 42 %k
W) 21k 1 (HEFwmgnlcE@nlibt) ICEEZIZE T o, 1277
7 4 7 Web Response System #H\W T, 1 H1FKEOY Res 27 1 30 mg
F721% 8% MVP 7L 90 mg & &5 X7,

SINFIB R, BRE. ik #EBRE I RMEEN B IR Y RaFr 2 7e v
(n=520) F£7-1% MVP # /L (n=514) OWTF g G5 S, HIEH O R—
MIAENE 12 8 F Tk S av7c, FEEFHMEE B X, PR CHIE L 72 ARk
12 @R ORIE.LCOFHES Lz,

TR EEE ROV e 2AT7ra r OIFELHERRI I, ER 12 B EFO 71
MY 7 v (FAS) 2RI AEESEIT, ROY el A 7r 8 K00 MVP
TNFETZENEN 38.7% (191/494) L 135.0% (171/489) Th o7z (i
37 %, 95%CI:-2.3~9.7), FAS IZBIFH2HAERIT, RO Ry zx5no
VRET 34.4% (170/494), MVP 7V RET 325% (159/489) Th o7 (%
7#19%, 95%Cl:-4.0~7.8), O Y Fa A7 o IR EENELF T, MVP
TRk OZENE T e T 7 A NV EIR LT,

FIRR, FEEOHEM: FBROSHIIMELIREEZZET 27D N E AN TV
D, RO EZED D ERBMIIHAERTH > 2 REMENH D, MVP 7L H
DT TR T TV —F—%ERT 52 EITHENNICARRETho 7o, =
DMRIZFHFERTH o7, ZNIZLY, ZOMETHRE SN EBH= R
A RDNRATADY AT RNEE ST/ ENH D, Z OMFTETIX, BrffE
IVF 2B AROY FaFrAra o AR SR, BENSTFEELZY
Tl T AEEMRY A VBT TORMMEERRD DI B 5
TNRVETH D,
HAEREROILNVER: ZoM%EE, RO R 2A7a R MVP 7L LA
DAL DEBEEZATDHZENE MVP ZLicib 2 HRRBETHD 2
EHERLTND, BEICELWRAOKRGREO- O, HiffE IVFIZB T 5 HE
YR — FOEREIREE LT, Y e X 27arid MVP I2E-> THRb 5]
REMENDH D,

3 ) Tournaye H, et al. A Phase III randomized controlled trial comparing the
efficacy, safety and tolerability of oral dydrogesterone versus micronized
vaginal progesterone for luteal support in in vitro fertilization. Hum
Reprod. 2017;32(5):1019-1027.%

IR ER: A%k (IVF) BT 2R LI 2720, #HY




KrZ7 27 a2 30 mg/H (10 mg/H 38 (TID)) X, K {bE v 7 X7
7> (MVP) 600 mg/H (200 mg TID) Elb#cL T, 404z 12 8B ORKEEE
B MmAE TR OAETHML 256, FELHMED?

FREIE: R 12 B CRAOY FasZ 27 a o3t MVP OELPENRGER S v, 4
IRFEL LOBHEGFEXM (CD 0ZEIX, WIhbIELE~Y—TY L AThHoT,
BEICE BN TWD Z & MVP 1Z IVF OEET R — FD7=DIZlE s A DB
AT CHBEMNZHER SN TWD A, TIIEEORNEC w7 & ORIWER 2T
B, BEOZIJANARRLEBEHEL TS, P FXFzxsorii, BEICE
LWRAOERGDOTORIBFIREE 20 9 5,

BT VA v A X, B Lotus T (XEEEMZRE 11T A0 EEA/E 4L LGBk
THY., 201348 ] ~20164E 3 HIZHFT T 38 »ATlch - » TiThiviz, xt
Gt A ZHRE T E L COIEARTIEDOBIEREN & 2 ket (FEl 18 %
LAl 42 5K, BMI=18 ~ 30 kg/m2 LAF) Th o7z, EIEZIITITE PR
By AT ARSI, RBRFEE . AR —ORET — A B IER
B zEBE L CERibanNTEEELE -T2,

SINEIM B, BRE. HiET 5F 1031 s, O Y ke A7mr (n=520) £
721X MVP (n=511) OWTN21&2%F 5 & 5 EIELIZE Y 17 o=, IRk
AAEER Y B L0 AR — 2B L. W% 2 @ B ICEIEREGEN
Bon=HEa13 kR 128 (10 #) £ CTHERL L 7=,

FEFRER L OEE: 7T G E M (FAS) Tk, Ay Fe 27w o #f
497 il L O MVP Bt 477 IR MBEZ 2 T2, #OY Fe s 2AT7rr0IESH
PED R S, IEIR 12 BICBIT A ERRIIRO Y Fe sy X7 B8 LY MVP
BEHETENEN 37.6%B L 33.1% Th-o72 (7 4.7%; 95% CI :- 1.2 -
10.6%) ., HARIZ . Y Fa 27 m U8 34.6 %GR 213 IO RBL 172 #1) |
MVP &t 29.8% CHrAIR 158 Bl £EH 142 ) TH-o7- (% 4.9 %, 95% CI :-
0.8 ~10.7 %), FHY FuZFATF o NIZAEWEN R T, MVP & FEfEDZ 4
Mre 77y A VERLEE,

HIBRFIE, EEOHE: RO SHTIIERORIEIRERREZEZET L2012 E A
o, MAERIEAMICKEZ2ELEZOLS JREERH D, Lizn- T,
AR TRO DN HAROIREIEM ZICEET 2 MM ITEEICIT > S5
NHdHEEZD,
EROLR#HREWRE VY ROy varxra i, BAERLE IV LEFICEL
WRRAOERETHY | ARME BN RIBEETHLZ b, IVFICEBIT 5K
RHIH R — hOEREIRIE L LT MVP ([ZH > TRO D ATREM DN & 5,

4 ) Salehpour S, et al. Comparison of oral dydrogesterone with suppository vaginal
progesterone for luteal phase support in in vitro fertilization (IVF): a randomized
clinical trial. Iran J Reprod Med. 2013;11(11):913 918.%
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(RERT Y A ) 2otk 80 il x4 & LT IVFIZBIT D E ML L L TR
Ay RaZF2rarofatts e s 27 s EA L iRt 2 mim &,
EAL, HEmRAER,

(FiE) FIRBEENEF ho7 a7 7 FUoNEFTHY ., BUERITORE %
HL, 9F RbrabrtsLrEy (GnRH) 7rhu Z7#-lKIIc L5347 o L ¥
2b—3a YEMITHPTHOARBEMAIER THY . IVF (891 RO
(ZFRET IR BN E & AT LTV D 40 R R O ot A2 ARBRICH A AN T, &
WEBRFEIZGNRH 7 2= A F 500 ug Z# 1 H 1[EfZ F& 5 L. &I 150~300 IU ®
BAs 7R 2 ORI AR v > (FSH) X E#liE FSH (HEORHE 2 L) %
BhH L, REBBEEREICLEVIRAERLOE=2Y v 7 %iT\, B0 EH
7RI D A A ELE 18 mm & 7o - A T, hCG % 10,000 U f5 AINFES- L
72, hCG & 5% 34~36 W¢[H LA IZIPREME G 2 #R vk CER B L. WRIZ P
RS T IEAYE (ICSD) 2L BB at A% % Lz, IIRFMIaELE B 12 8k
MFIRELABB L, B EA Y Fe S 2572 10mgl A 4 [EFA# 5 (n=40)
FE TS AT e 400mgl H 2 [BIEEER S (n=40) IZBAESI2E Y 117 7=,
HARA SR IE I AEAE 12 8 £ TRk L 7=, TEERB X O KR 2 R Bk O HR)F
fRRE L Uie, BRRIEORIE, JPREMARM G 6 R ICEE R A X v I2 XY
AR OGFENHERIND I L L ER LTz, HIE 20 B E TOREELT ZiR
FEDEFE Uiz, £, (RRMKSE., TR 12 BICAEFRES 1 UL EGFET S
ZELEEFRLEL,

CFER) BERATIRB I T a S A7 a VERI O S 2% 0 - 5#E (32.5%) O
FRBEAY FaF2T7or OG5 2% -E (25%) ICH_XTEN-72h
DD, ZDOEITHEFFNCHE TIL o 72 (P=0.52), F7-. WMERIZEL T
H, Y RaFxaTa U i (7T5%) a2 ra i (7.7%) OMICEE =T
B BN o 7= (P=0.95),

(ZEME) Y ATa sl LT, keSS xre o HTEEWVEIED
PRE I H M (20%%t 48%, P=0.03) . #.l» (0%X% 25%. P=0.009) i K OV
9 (0%%t 15%. P=0.008) 2338® H 7=,

5) Ganesh A, et al. Comparison of oral dydrogesterone with progesterone gel and
micronized progesterone for luteal support in 1,373 women undergoing in vitro
fertilization: a randomized clinical study. Fertil Steril. 2011;95(6):1961 1965.%

(RERT YA V) IVF 24T 2 ot 1363 il 2 ki & L TRl i & LT
OFEAY RaF2AT7a O EBH R e r 2A7e v ERB IO e s
A7 RS VE T Haim . EIEAL, BER, R,

(FiE) WIRRERENEE > 70T 7 F U NIEE THY  IPEEREE, B
PEAGE, R REMEANAIE . T8 WIBE B E AR AL £ 7 (X HEINEE O WREZ A L., IVF
D 7= DI FHE IV AN L 2 fi 1T L TV D 23~42 ik D otE 2 ARRBRICH AN
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T EWBRE ICHIRR T 4 70 Y R500pug 2 1 H 1[EEZ F#S L., &IZ 150~300
IU DR 7HHE 2 FSH Z2& 5 L7z, HIl% 6 H B b RREE SR XL 51
OB OE=4 Y 7 &8s L, EERIf DO A AR EE 18 mm UL E &7
D EAE 17 mm UL E O IR EEER D 5T T hCG % 10,000 U #) N %
B L7, hCG ¥ 5% 34~36 WM ORI E R A T TUNRE I A fREvE T
B L7z, w2, BHEAR— M =D BRIEDNER TH 255 12306k O IVF
o3 U, MRS 1RE 7o X EE ORI T E O A 12X ICSI &2 E i L7,
BeBRE A 3 HEIZ 0. MMBAE B ICLL T O 1B L D i ek a2 Ban Lz
ARE (n=422) \ZZY FueFFAx7mr 2 10mgl H 2[EIOR O S . B (n=482)
IR T e S AT CEHAZ VA 9Omgl H LElO#& G CHE (n=459) (Z
TR T A AT o UEF (17 kL) 200mg 1l B 3RO L 21T - 7=,
WA SRR IR 12 38 £ TRk L7z, REERB X O R IEIRE 2 Bk 0 B2 )%
FEEE L LTz, BRIRALHRIZ., SPREREIRRAE O 7 BB ZICEEHRE AT v 12 LD
AR OGFEPBRBIND Z & EER L, IR IX, Tk 12 BIZ4ALF
RN LU EfFET 52 & EER LT,

FEF)VITFIRERB L OWERO NTRIZOWT S 3FEMICAEZEZITR D LT,
ARE BRI L ONCHEICI T DAEIRFE T, T E 4 28.67%.28.63%35 L ) 22.65%
THO ., WMAERITZNETI 11.57%, 13.04%3 L OV 18.26% T H - 7=,

6 ) Patki A, et al. Modulating fertility outcome in assisted reproductive technologies
by the use of dydrogesterone. Gynecol Endrocrinol. 2007;23(suppl 1):68-72.%

(BT A ) Mt 675 flaxi5 s LC ART IZBIT D SR EL LT
DAY FaF2T7ar OFNEEBH R T a7l 27 v CEH & 4 2% Al
&, EERML, HEEER,

(FE)GNRH 7T =X M X2 RMF v ¥ a2 L—3 3 % 10 B L. BHiEAT
U ART %A Z )V E AT T 28R E % 3B T . D HEOEBRF e v /7
b —/ L %&HEfT L C, OHSS ® U A7 72 < (n=450), E #EiZiZ, v /7 nm
ha— L %&JE{fT L C, OHSS ® VY 27 O &b D HirE % & (n=105). F BEIZIX.
IRt 7n /I A2 E L, RTF—0RiEZ2iTo7~ANnbEHEEHBT A T
=V OHEEHEKEE =T T LHBREZZ O (n=120), 3 FHEORHERE
ROV RaZ A7 0230 mg/H (n=366) 723K ~7 o r 27 o gl
600 mg/H (n=309) OWT DG REIZE/ERIZEHI O AT, JRRE RS A
B EBARR LT, & GBMA 14 BZICITE B-hCG IREZ M L, JREN 50
mIU/mL %8 2 555113 5 2/t L7z, i 2 B odidisEE s L, 3
TR ICBERIC LV R LT,

(FEF) R Tar 2AT7a 05 2% - 95kE & ik LT, DB (26.7%
% 39.1%. P<0.01). E Bf (35.6%5I 41.2%. P<0.01) ¥ X O°F &£ (33.9%%f 48.2%.
P<0.001) ICH T D ERFITY Fr A7 nr OREEAZTEHRBRE O PAE
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IZEWZ ENRBH LN o T2,

7 ) Zayed FF, et al. Luteal phase support in ovarian induction cycles using human
chorionic gonadotrophin or oral progestagens. Saudi Med J. 2003;24(1):34 36.7

GRBRTHI A ) KMol plaxtg LT PRI F F ey (hMG)
PEONFERICEB T D hCG £ IIRAY R AT X 2Bl RiEoR
Shk & AR L 7= BT & AABR,

(F1E) RIS 2440 Bichbe o | IPEBUEESER SN TS, ART O
BETEE D 720N 40 s AT O 2ot & RBRITH A A=, 3 HHIZ FSH BB X
OV LH 2 10 IU/L K chHiE, hMG 75 IU/H RN & 512 X 2 HEINEE 3
R Uiz, FEMENK FIEAEE (IUl : intrauterine insemination) D Ff £ T,
hMG D & % IR O SOSIZ S W TE BN RET L7z, 3 LA EDIRIa O ¥ E L
28 18 mm B D% A XIZEL, POBIO MR X T O — VIREN
1000 pmol/L LAk & 78 - 72 FF G, hCG 10,000 IU % 5 & fF 8 C B NS 1 1E
A& FER L7, Ul FEfT 1 B B3R A FERIE L LT hCG 5000 1U @ 2 [H]
NG (n=46) F7- 13RO Y Resrx7uey (n=45, HEORH L) O
W EI D AT TR G 2B L. 14 B H £ THRE L, RIERER (B R
WR. s, TEAMEE, {LFERR A2 E D) 2RBORSHEEL L,

(RS H) #IEIRFRICBI LT hCG B (17.4%) &Y Fu 27 U f (17.8%)
EDOMICHEEBEZITIBO N2 -T2, £1-, MM CTHREEDO LS (hCG
HTLHl, PRkaF27a BET26) ICHEEZETRO LN o 7,

8 ) Kupferminc MJ, et al. A prospective randomized trial of human chorionic
gonadotrophin or dydrogesterone support following in vitro fertilization and embryo
transfer. Hum Reprod. 1990;5(3):271 273.%

(RRERT VA ») &t 156 Bl & x4 & L C IVF A I 351 5 35 Al o ik
ELTOY FaF AT ar£721X hCG fiFIF LD H IMEZFEM 3 2 pim & | &
EAk. B,

(F¥E) HEM 3 B AIC, @& MG 21 L7-#kBrE o B\ CTHEIRFE %
ATl o Tz, o, HBRE O A N T U4 — VRN 500 pg/mL &8 2. #RIE
AE RIS LV EL 17 mm DL E O3 RS S fuiviE. hCG 10,000 1U % /)
NG L7z, RIZ, hCG #5715 36 I ICHB TR A R FTOFHICL
DI Z B LTz W50 B 48 R IS 24T\ ¥ Re /" 257 17 > 10 mg
1 A3EFEAHKE (n=54) £7-137 TR 1H3ERKEAOFKE (n=51) % KEBAE
HIZBA#T 28 b L IIMBAE%R 3 HH .6 HEH I L UN10 H HIZ hCG 2500 IU
NS 21T 95 B (n=51) OWTNICHBRE 2 \IELICEI D fHiF 7=, Y F
B ATaUEEILT T B ARBICEEL B LB 1XE 14 B
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720 &G 2 ke LTz, IR, BARWER., (LFERINEE R X ORI %
AR OERIREIE & LTz,

(RS iR, BIRRER, (LFMERE X OMERMGEEE O WTHICE L
THLHBTAREITRD N o T-, YV R ATrn s 28G5 LA T
IXIENR N 29.6% (16/54) Td > 7= DIZ%F L hCG Z#% 5 L 7= #Br & TiX 23.5%
(12/51), 77 R &5 L-9iBr#E Tl 27.4% (14/51) Tho7-, KR
W THERR S 2 B LT BRI 2 B W T H R PE £ 72 1ML BE DS A & L 7=
AlE, Y27 o2 ®&E LR TIL 37.5% (6/16), hCG 5 L7
PRF TIL50% (6/12), 77 AR ZhH5 Lo iE Tl 42.9% (6/14) Th -
Too BEUREE 1 = HALIRE & CTIRUE 2N Mk L 7281 &%, /%H&XTD/%%Q
L 7= W BR3E Cld 24.1% (13/54) . hCG %= &5 L 7= B3 T 19.6% (10/51)., 7
TR E G LI WBRE TIE 21.6% (11/51) Thoiz, BRI 7o r 250w
WX, MM 3 H BIZIE 3 58 (R4t X OIEEIRZ DO W Hic
DWNWTH) TlE iﬂ&&f%b\/%H&XTH/ﬁk77tTﬁfiﬁaE

BXOOOPAHIZCHIFEREETH-7-20. 6 HHB LV 10 H HIZIX hCG % #
5Lt%%%@ﬁwmw EB ST 5T, it\MG%&ﬁbt%%%
TIE. PR X275 a BB L0 IR TIFTIRER LT BT 5 K

%ﬁﬁ%tﬁw:&ﬁ%%émkom%$7u&xrm/&5%it%%ﬁ&
SHEBLVE HRICITT XTORET, EIE L 7-gERE & 4R L7220 > 7o gk
BHTCRBETHS7ZN, 10 HEIZIETRTOMT, IR LEEREO T NAEE
@\ ar 27T VRENREO L (P<0.01), 3EEHET XTITBWT,
R 10 BRIZBIT D 12ngimL 22 570X AT a U REICK > TR
PSS ENTET,

9) Belaisch Allart J, et al. The effect of dydrogesterone supplementation in an IVF
programme. Hum Reprod. 1987;2(3):183-185.%

GREBRT A ) etk 286 Bl %ktg & L CIVFIZBIT D EERmMFEFEESE LTO

Vkuﬁx%uy@mﬁéﬁﬁﬁéﬁW%m\gigm\77tfﬁ%ﬁﬁo
(FiE) 1 DL EOIREMIEOBRBUC R L, IVF HifT3 25 ¢85k E 2 A BRI H
HANT, 772 rBLOhMG, fi FSH, FSH & hMG Ol A&#]. & L<
(== N = AN = B/ S AVl L Dt NS E =l s G = AN G
VHEAOROBTE I XA IPREAMEIEIT L, 7217 2B hMG % #&
H L7, hCG &5 (HEDRH# L) » 35 FFFZICIIOW S 24T\, #75R
FryFursr27rmr10mg#&&i#&L (n=125) £721L7 7 AR (n=133) T
TEZIZRID T 72, BB I, MR AZ SR L7 H oRICHES L, AR
EFH CTH DR . 1 A 35, 21 AMMkRE L CTIRFET 2 X SR L7, JREEMI
BE%3IHHE. 6 HARBXO9OHAICME Yo XY AT 0oV BEBIOZ AT
VA — VIR BE A G L7z,
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(KR Y Rher2A7ue 2 LEHREIZB T 26 (n=27) 121377
AR (n=20) L L CHEZEZTIRO N o, £7-. MWBH% 3 HH.,
6 HEBXLXOOHHEIZKBTA e/ AT7 0 BEBLIOTRA NI U4 — LRE
B LT, MERICABREZIIRBD N h o2, BRIy Ferfxray
HOTNRAEBICENI EXH LN >72 (P<0.01),

(@ B 285 31 C ok b i e i A ]
ABIORFRMETIIRESE R L

[ @AV o % o ) -C RS b i i B 4t ]
AR DOMBEMTIEZ S 2 L

< HARITIB T B R R >
(OF:Iy i 2i9
AR DR FM TIERZE SR L

(@ B K8 1) C wURs mh g e R 4

1) mAE By 7 M. SBEREREARSEG~ORRE T 0 P 27 o v EEE AV
2R VE iR OBE BRI AR COME. B AR R A IR
A MESE 2019;36(1):92-97.19)

A SCREAA « 3 SO/ L IE SR

Abstract : MR JE B O 55 (R EE o i R P4 B OAR T 2358 D & AU 7 E BTt
L, R®RWT e r2ra v ERlZ8H L, M P4 fEIEH R & ek 3 2 BR
FeaAT 2Tz, HPe T A RPEIRE N B — @ R g Al &2 17 - 7= 8200 JEH &
XL L, RBAEH OIMmF P4 fE7Y 11ng/mL LA _E D JEF] (6705 1) % 85 A RE IE
W & (control #£) & L. 8ng/mL LL_E 72> 11ng/mL AT oD FE 1 (1495 ) & 8% 0
RESRE AR 2B FERE(LUT #F) & 3% L7-, Control B CIXERMBIE LT, ¥ ke
FATa L E0mg/B)E B H S SAEREER ETo 1 HERO#KESL L,
Control #£35 L OV LUT BEIZ 31T 5 BRIRAVIEIR BT E L E 4 42.2%., 40.1%, #ikfe
AR R IE 35.8%., 35.1%. HAETRIL 29.6%. 272% TH D 2 HEBICHEEAZRD
o l, Fio, i, WEOWRBMEIE, BEMOWR S L — 25K+ &
LI EER AT 4 v 7 EUGGHT 21T o Tofi S, LUT BEO BRIRAVIEIR 3 | ik
AR, HAROFEL v X2 £ 0.99, 1.06, 098 L7220, T
LA BEERBD RN T,

(@ /1 > 788 23 91l AR s i )
1) 87, il AV ST S BRI R I 3 1 D IR T e SR
o RFIOLT T AR LA 400mg) A S a A AF UBIRN(T 27 7 A b Y)

15




R s T I I N
2018:85(6):705-712.1)

A SCAER ¢ I3 ST R E 7T

Abstract : M EROEERELE UV MIEICBWT, Y FaFXxATarofif
&G T TcorT v sBHAA 400mg DRGEEZ B Lz, €O R, &EE
M, EICHETENBEF TIZ LA LEORES & 18 2 EOFRE OB CRRIE
AR ENERBD 2o T-, —F T, 1H2EELEOERKEOHIEMEIL 35 5%
K D LML L O ENREZFFOZEICBW TR b,

ICH-GCP #EM D K ABRIC W TIX, TOFER&HTHZ &,

(2) Peer-reviewed journal D#RFEL, A & « 75U ¥ ZFEDHRE KDL

[ ¥ fE AR A ]
1) Shoham G, et al. A 10-year follow-up on the practice of luteal phase support using
worldwide web-based surveys. Reprod Biol Endocrinol. 2021;19(1):15.12

WE BRI O - OICHAMEIC G S 7z hCG MK L, BFRZ B BN
KPEhCG DM ENDETOX Yy v 72O 521, EEMYR— K (LPS)
ﬁ%%f%é;&ﬂiﬁéﬂTW5owsimﬂxfzmﬁ)ﬂ%®%ikﬁ
FRICEERZE ZH > T\ 5, @ 10 F£/MIC LPS 0% < OlmizB3 2 #iiz
RIEHRE LT DT L O ENBE I N, LA OREO KM &R E 7z =
EFUVAR=ZADHA RTA L DRIMDT=Z0, FexIIZ_XFNH_y R A KR
~NOREEZ LT-WEEBZT=DN, BIEOZET VAL A RT A4 v &l L TH
fif 72 IVF A 7 L T— %72 LPS O EE I 02? T Ok & HE 2 T, 10
FEMTHEMEOBERIZED L HIITEDL S0,

Fik: 10 4 (2009 ~ 2019 4) T2 0, —HI7Z2 LPS OEAT Eimdric oW
T\ﬁﬁﬁ&hﬁ%ﬁ@@?:?ﬁ%%_%Owt4<WMMbAHX@%E
ZEME L7z, BOWmE &k, EEGRIGHEICE Y, M IVF A 7 iz L 55
ReERElb Lz,

fES AT 303 D IVF == h3[EIZ L, TR 23 7 1000 [Fl D
IVF %A 7 VIR STz, 2019 AR ICITIE & A EDORIZE NEINY B £ 72 13890
FHIZLPS ZBAMB L7z (ZNFN 48.7% & 36.3 %), 2018 4E (2L, HIZEH D
72% SUEHR 8 ~ 10 #IZ LPS 85 L7z izxt L, 2019 421X 65%72°% 10 ~ 12
HWET LPS ke LTz, By o X A7 a0 RNERRKTHY, oM HRT
2009 FEDH A 7 LD 64%7)> 5 2019 4ED 74.1%IC FH- L=, & P ofHIZ D
<HITMNIELEE-TWND, 2019 FEIZITH TN 2.9%IC#EM L= Lix, ¥
KaZ 27 nr OEBOENEZ KL TWD A REENE V., E2 3K GnRH
7 A=A MI, hCG HM L [RERIC LPS I SN Z LixENTH V| JIHE
FIRNERERE (OHSS) OBIHE Y A7 IZ X VRIS D,
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fEam ENEEhERE (ART) - a3 a=7 (&Y Y —XX, LPS IZx45 7
a7 A7 ey OFAIZET 5 EMO MBI ONTONELZ 52 Tz, L
I E OB bbb T, T ADE LR L LTI E A
EO My 7 TEIFERWY, BBIKRTA R4 ERHITIZEAENEDORK N
EFUAEEH LTS, B—D LPS 7 u h a— /LiZBd 5Ty,
DT TIZ, IBROEIULICE S ZEWT, BREEBEOMOXy v 7L ER
% LPS WFFE D LB Z 5850 L T\ %

2) Mirza FG, et al. Dydrogesterone use in early pregnancy. Gynecol Endocrinol.
2016;32(2):97-106.*¥

N R IR O Sy & BAF R i RIT, w72 7' v 75 AT v AREIKET S,
LMo T, REBIOWEICLES 7o r A7 U REZIEIX, —&IZ7 e 7 A
TuaryOEEERBLE e S A N =7 U TRESNTWD, £OHITE
RTATR U EEBEICHELCEEEZATARAOLV AR AT A, RTHDLY
M= R7A Sl = B SR WA 7D#XTD/X@¢ X9 B AW FHIRIHEER &
ONRIRPEDN B, ARRFETIE, B IRHHE X AUEER L OIS E .,
KﬂﬁmﬂﬁéV%m#xTu/wﬁﬂ uowfﬁﬁﬁéoéiﬁﬁtﬁm
By Furxra il LIZBEKRBROT — 2 biEmIn g, 7'
AR T 4 TIREKAR, VAT ~T 4 v 7 b Ea— AFZT7 TV RITED,
MEDOBZNDOH 5 LM, FRITHECBREDH D LMEICB W T, ¥ Fe s R
THRUYNMIREBEEICLWET A ZENRINTWVWDS, ZHITEEEEINT-E
JESE TIRZR WD, GBI ER OB AW 2 VAR — F 28T, Y Fesx7o
VIXMREIE T e S AT e o LRIEORNEE R L, sl B AT Ral
AT 0 U ARED LA L BRMEICHOVWTHERICERINTEY, T—X1T 1+
NS SN BG4 - VA7 7a 77 A Va2 XFEL TS,

3) Griesinger G, et al. Oral dydrogesterone for luteal phase support in fresh in vitro
fertilization cycles: a new standard? Fertil Steril. 2018;109(5):756-762.%

MOy Fesy2T7o ik, K42 (IVE) 18O & SRR 35 4 514
— MIHWLNTE L, ZTNETEHEEBREERE: I TRV P 2T
nyEENT B AT a r OERRZ2EEL, 2000 FRCEIEN OB LD
2o BT, IVFIZBITDLPSICxT 2521 H30 mgkHy FurZrxror b1
H 600 mg OSSR b7 a7 27 0 O HICET 2 KIS EEA(L _ES
AT NEI—F I HRBEA R I N, 2O ERORBRIZ, ZnET
DS UT-HFgEE 0> b A MERT R 2 MR L. AR — Mcx3425 1 B 30
mg ROV RerZ27ra O EEZ O L L, BOKG L THD
THgZBEBR T 210 0bbd, BREEMITicE T, Y Ralxsra il
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a7 27 m v L RERICEEERRD bz, £z, ORI SH- ek
WRZEMEA~DOBREITIAE LT TR, BOLEWITKT T 5 LMD N 72 e i &
FBET DL, VRS AT a3 BB IVE ¥ 7 2810 5 s ik
R—=hDTODH LWL 2D 00b Lveny,

[OFrfEBAE, © A AW TR mAEIRBAE . Qa8 /Lt > F % A 1] T otk it
fiF IR A ]

1) Griesinger G, et al. Dydrogesterone: pharmacological profile and mechanism of
action as luteal phase support in assisted reproduction. Reprod Biomed Online.
2019;38(2):249-259.1%

HE: ARG EREICB T 285BI A— MWL 7 5 A =70
R L OVAEHZN T 0 7 7 A ik, BIRPERIR & i b U] 22 1B R R IR i
(L ECEETHD EEDND, RPN T 07 7 A LRI DR & 7Rk
fb7aF 27 (AP NS ONOHKTHRMN S TS, YRkerzxarny
X7 m 27 e ONAREEETHD | &0 TOAEYFRIFHEED & O Re H Al
TAFHRETH D 1960 Fnb T a 27 a v RZIEICEE T 58~ 7ok
OIRFIZHNLNTEY | R CITATEMIERE O —&R & L CHERHIHBRE
ELTAREINTWS, KLt a—DFEZ2BE., HAEAHYR— M XOMIR
BT A2y Fa X xTrue o HIcx 3 5 3B 208 X OV 2 RE
DR ERE O T2 L THh 5,

fiem o Y Rr A ATFTuroa=—7 G, Ta s AT7er L L TRO
NAFT XA TV T 4 OmEELTEL L, R RORGEZREICL,
NEZIEHRNTaF 27 v > o HICE#ET 5 A0 & ARPREE T D,
LotusI 3 & Ot LotusII @ % III fHikBR ClX, O Y Fa X275 o U N Em iAo
PAR— FRICABFERNE L, DR RIBEIETH D Z ENREI T, Lotus 1
DO TIZ, 2050 1 DEHEORDY Fu /25 mr (30 mg) 5. Bt
a2y (600mg) LV bH > TWNARWNWI LRI, /e LT,
BOY Fer 27, ZOBFITE LV ORGREOZ DI, EAEGE
ELTHBIbIET 0 X 2T 0 (2l TIRb D ATREMER D 5, O Y KR
Tk, BE IVFE 22 T DR P OHEE 150 5 A DL DRI T
ALY T Mg ERITAREERD 5,

2 ) Barbosa MWP, et al. Oral dydrogesterone vs. vaginal progesterone capsules for

luteal-phase support in women undergoing embryo transfer: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. JBRA Assist Reprod. 2018;22(2):148-156. 1%

H A OS2 RS2 W i S 72 iR IR A & SR it S e RPE O s iR R — b
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(LPS) o=y "aFrAsurs tiErar2Asarh7vrns o8
LMt ER (RCT) o5 v A2 RE, dlffi, BT 52 &,

FE2 NOMSL LTIZEEZN A PV EPEFIZESHWTXME A Y —=2 7
Lizth, FEEZRINL, T—X&2MHL, XM TRV 27 &7MMiL7Z, ¥ Fn
FARTurtruFarariE ) A7k (RR) ICESWTLHE L, #HEMOK
% 95%[F X [H (CI) THEMM L 7=,

FEFRI201TH6 A 7T HICEBINTEEFRET3T6 Ry ML, 2D 559
TRITER E AR ENTZLETHY, RV AT YT 4 v 7 LEa— L EESITIC
GENE, BERZETVRICEDE ROV K xTa ix, AR HE/
HEITHIEIRICB W, B X Aga 7L b7 &b RO EZ R
LTWwW% (RR=1.08, 95% CI=0.92 - 1.26, 12=29 %. 8 {® RCT. %t 3386
B, B L OEKRERSE (RR 1.10, 95% CI=0.95 - 1.27, 12 =43%., 9 {f D
RCT. %M 4061 f), =512, WMAERICEHET L EZ T RN LA RET LT
FUAOEIIFREETHD (RR=0.92. 95% CI=0.68 - 1.26, 12=6%. 8{n
RCT. BEERHYITIE 988 fi; = EF v A DB R EME D= DITIL T L TWVi=),
e MBHEZ 250 LPSICBW T . RAY Fa X x5a  (IEra”
27y LD ELRBEOETT 7 N LRSS LA RE
72 RCT 3R LCW5D, Y RrFZAT7Te iABa®RRETchy, Kok
Rz 2 b ERERICESWTITORETH D,

(3) HREFEFE~DIEER R LE L TORHEARD

<UFAMZ BT D EF EE >
1)
<HARIZBIT DHEREE >
1)

(4) PRTMBEEOBDIRTA R T A4 - ~OFLHIRN

<SRBT DHTA RT A %>

1) Fertility: Assessment and treatment for people with fertility problems (2013)
NICE guidelines 1)
1.12.7 IVF % O &I A — b
1.12.7.1 IVFIREBZ O BRIV R — b OdlcktE 7 v 7 A7 v v &t
T2,

2 ) Guideline of European Society of Human Reproduction and Embryology
(ESHRE), October 2019 8
16. Luteal phase support (LPS)
16.2 Y Fu X A5 oy
Evidence
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LPS 1C1X 1 H 30mg Y Fu 2T rngbEBICEH S S,
LPS Icxtd oAy ke rArun s LRET v 7S 27 v o Offi H % g
L=t O A ZfRAr ik, ARMPE | IEIRBICEZ T R ho T 2 &N
WE 7= (RCT8 /4. RR 1.08, 95% C10.92 - 1.26, %1+ 3386 f1 (Barbosa
5. 2018'%), RCT TiE, 1034 ADO &M% Gieii D A X ffHr L0 b, 1
TarFArary sl i L CVERBAERICERERZ TRV bt s
7z (34.4% (170/494) vs.32.5% (159/489)) (Griesinger &, 2018%),
105 AND#ME% & Te/ 72 RCT CTid, LPS IZ/4 50 Y ka2 r
oy E T TR LR LT L 2 A IR R IR RIS R 2R 7
ITRO LN o7 (29.6% (16/54) xt 27.4% (14/51)) (Kupferminc & .
1990m)0
Recommendations
R4S Ral Nl N Nl e S Rl S I M = i Sl w SN/ E S e WS T
Justification
Tur ATyt s, ROV Fa s AT o OFRMES R ILE
BETHD, A XM T, BB L OB A 2 Vb OFERN T
—)VENT-, £l A XN TIZ 3 5D RCT N HEE ORI OV TS
Eh., 2/3 O RCT Clk7usr2suorofEL—FLo b5 L—
Mg ENT (3 FHDO RCT TRHEMIIARMICEZZRDO RN o70)
(Barbosa . 2018'®), Tournaye © & Griesinger S (2 X 2 HF%ETliX, Wi
IGHRBECRIE O L2 L BRMENHE S iz (Griesinger 5, 20187,
Tournaye &, 2017%),
RkarZAxra I IRRO e S AT a v L 3 EEN B 5 0T
AT ThHn, MAEROLZEMEIZEENHDH, 2 DD RCT »
SOTET AT RERTaF A7y Ll L CEREFEOEAIZET
72y (Griesinger . 20182, Tournaye » . 2017%) 723, GDGlZZh b D
T=HIZOWTHEZLZFHETIICEARATSTHLEEZTNDLH, K
R FROBEMENRE L TWDL EEDRIIWCOWNWTHA RT14 W
TEHETOR—ENRD ST, ICH-GCP HMKIZ L2 ZEMoKRe, B
WImME T Oy FarX 25 OBHERR 2B Ez . g
HERITRETHDLEEZXTZRBELWVD

<HRKIZBIFAHA RTA 5>

(5)
4)

BHANKICHR DA TORBRAERAE X OFERMEHERE (EFE (1) B

22V T

L
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(6) Efto (1) 6 (5) ZHFEZXTLEEOZYHEITONT
<HEHE - IR HONT >

1) R LW - ENOZET AT A RIAhbRBENZ D,
<HEEHE - AEICSWT>

1) BEEHE - HE (1B 10mg, 1 B 3 F) XEAEAROHE - HE (&
HWACN 1 H 5~15mg # 1~3 R pHIRE O &5, FENEEICIX 1 H 5~20mg
EREOEE,) L0 1 BHEE L TEEHETIES S22, R LS - BN
DT UARHA RTA L0, BEME - HEICB T DAL LZ2EY
77 ANLNPHERBINTNDLZ NG, AIMELPZEEOBLENLZEY & W
z2b,

< FRIRHIALE ST 2 DWW T >

1) Y RaFZA7ra 0, EMdbhERICB T 28\ EMAEICHNO N TEHE
BEIZ o> - IS LTt Wi - BRNOZET L 200 A 5 A
VREEHORWN S, ZTOBNTORBKEHOLEERD D,

4. FEfiTXERBOBEEHL 20 HIEE
2L

5. %
< Z D h >

6. =5 k&

1) Chakravarty BN, et al. Oral dydrogesterone versus intravaginal micronised
progesterone as luteal phase support in assisted reproductive technology (ART)
cycles: results of a randomised study. J Steroid Biochem Mol Biol.
2005;97(5):416-20.

2) Griesinger G, et al. Oral dydrogesterone versus intravaginal micronized
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3) Tournaye H, et al. A Phase Il randomized controlled trial comparing the efficacy,
safety and tolerability of oral dydrogesterone versus micronized vaginal
progesterone for luteal support in in vitro fertilization. Hum Reprod.
2017;32(5):1019-1027.

4) Salehpour S, et al. Comparison of oral dydrogesterone with suppository vaginal
progesterone for luteal phase support in in vitro fertilization (IVF): a randomized
clinical trial. Iran J Reprod Med. 2013;11(11):913 918.
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