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Abstract Sperm DNA fragmentation is a hot spot in the field of reproductive medicine at home and abroad
recently. With the development of a large number of experimental studies and clinical researches, the significant
impact of the SDF on male reproductive ability has become the consensus of academia. Nonetheless, there are
many controversial issues on the SDF. Its exact mechanism is unclear, and its effective cure methods are compara-
tively limited. In this paper, we reviewed basic experiments and clinical trials to contribute to its in-depth studies

from four aspects the generation mechanism of SDF, clinical significances, detection methods and treatment meth-
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G T BB SE R IR 4L 56 BIIE X E iR
PR B R SL I X RRAL N 31 BIIERAEE K
He R 40 DFL h 11.0% ~56. 9%, Hidr 21 4
(37.5%) & T 30%; X} B 40 DFI A 10.0% ~
36. 8%, Hor 8 1 (25. 8%0) = F 30% ., LA L $hHs %
WA I 46 T DFT 3805 T XTI, 22 R AT g it
X (29.4% vs. 25.5%,P<C0.05)  WIEH & &
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BRAYT T B, FEAREE RN A TR (IUD K
Hh3ZRE (TVE) LA B9 5 P9 50K 34 4 (ICSD).,
Hui2# AR A X SDF 55 B A= 58 H AR 0 R AR S
W B4 2= # AR F DNA R B B 5 TVE Al
ICST B 3245 ) A0 5 0 35 S 5C  fG T DNA 588
P22 & RO 716 IVE W) Z K5 66 1 DL KR iR &
VBRI, 2177 52 e 3] DR A U8R 8 2 238 D) K38 i
TR . L Y kR B Meta 43 HT 2 7 : SDF
5 IVE B9l IR 4 Ok A7 75 25 50RH SC i 1CST 52
WA B W, Zhao " HATH Meta 43 M7
W AT AL 25 18 I 5 ZU 2 BOF SDF 1 by 35 4 Bh
A FHE AR RE S W) Z 2 R H . Simon 57
WAL T 41 RS SDF 5 IVF ICSI 25 7 f 5¢ 1Y 3C
ik, DL A B 1 Meta 43 BT % B . SDF Xf F IVF,
TCST Ilfi PR 4 Y 5 35 A7 A AR DGk . 56 Ak 2 90 Bk

51 4% 1 3¢ [ A2 4 5 2% 4% (The Practice Commit-

tee of the American Society for Reproductive
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A AR B 25 Jmy = A I RAE Y, SRR T
SDF J2& 5 %} i By A5 5 2 AR 45 Jay 4778 52 ) 1 S 1302
22 T DR 3 G o HG e e T2 R R L B A T
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A BRDL S N A N &5 BRI,
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B2 He s G B B e S B8 ), T RE S UG
FEFE IR AR ANFRE 11X Hh B35t A% 2 ke ol 3 o K 1k
PR TR B AR R B B M RIG M E
Zhang 457 BEGEAR AR H#EAT TVE 5 M6 # A 0
15 DFT AN W 32 8 B 14 1E 5 45 4, it EL52 e Js 199
Wi R E B BT 2 W] AKX T DFL AR AR 7.
RORIG I 7 B ™ 0y AR . ICST B #2385 3 1 kG
T AR E B R, R AT TS E R 1T
ICSI By KU, 7T e 25 T BN 26 5= 0 IR G 108 1
FIH ICST B A K: & B9 G B R A0 e 7™ 28 4 2 ot
% (glutamine) | TN il R fis (pyruvate) . TN & IR (ala-
nine) 554 BT , FeBT — WUHRGE WoR Y is R G L iR
K (nuclear magnetic resonance, NMR) #;{l| | iA
PR ry iy 1D 1H B #5635 (1D 1H NMR spec-
trum) 50 BF W ZEF) 5 DFT 5286 40 R 9 i 6 3%
o BE S 25 KT OE B X IR A [R] B S B A A7 R R LI

PRAEIR = G 5t & B 0 AIK T 6 B2, i 98 AN
HESE T R DFT X T 3205 38 AR IR A AU IR BT 6 1 52
el i EL AT RR R AL 1 — Fh oG DUOKE 1 DFT B9 87 77 %
K &5 DFT XS T 50 iR Fn AR 4R KOk & A7
HH 2 T AR M R A A5 RS T  BE R 3 i TR
RS 0k A b B R IR R L AR B O
T 1 A il
3 ®Kil SDF E A EERN A %

K %) SDF 8 % A58 . SDF A& il T B R
S LB T DNA S8 2 M A B AR A RS T
0 J5 45 0 43 i 56 (SCSA) | BA 40 fitg ¥ Jise i, Uk (sin-
gle cell gelelectrophoresis, SCGE) . K ¥ #% #% i /-
S A A% 1T R (dUTP) K 3 b7 id %% (TUNEL) |
YO RY B S5 (sperm chromatin dispersion
test, SCD) .22 Y JF v 2% 32 4% R (fluorescence in si-
tu hybridization, FISH) | LA & 8-3% 3 i 45 & 4 I
E ¥ (8-hydroxy-2-deoxyguanosine, 8-OHdIG) . £
4 Bt 4% 28 )2 W (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) |
FEDS A 4% R (Microarray technology) %, H il
PR #5 H FI H R 4§85 SCSASCGE, TUNEL, SCD
4 THURS I 4 AR
3.1 SCSA

SCSA JE55 1 MRy )3z Al 1 B9 A 1 16 A U
Jrik. IEHE K T DNA B % 45 4 ) WEE H A 1R 3
B RS E PEFIPTRR BE /1, 294G 7 DNA 2 451 i 4 2R &
0T G 0 5T S5 A8 1 B I, IS Y TR P Ve AR
i Z FE i B 4% , Y BE A (acridine orange, AO) A 5
HuiE DNA 4568 R G W) 0F Kl 40 60 50 8, 9¢
6T 5 AUEE DNA 45 & % 4806, I 2¢ 5t 3t 4
1149 72 Ak DA T S B X0 R - R, O R A
MR R ERE S . CE M & B R R %
P A + BT i 2 B, 2k SDF /9 4 br i .
L PR G 8 25 14 Cln g X A A 30 SR 4 v 2%
R TE N U NITR2E | B
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55— PR % F 9 SDF K4 R & SCGE,
N R RS2 (comet assay) » i — R AR 177 B8 A K6
IR DNA 4545 B9 8K . KBS T DNA 45 i i)
JRAS B A A i AURE 5 A8 AR A I, 505 B
DNA /N Be i #0375 07 3K 3 A% N 1) BH AR G %%, B
BT R R R R 5 1 DNA B il £
YRR I SRR AR B A . TE SO BB
AR R £ ALY 98O o B A Sk R KB T Al RS - 4 g
DNA (A5 45 72 B, Horp DNA 4% Wy 24 2 )3 b sy,
KT A0 A 2 O um B L R K R R R R B
SCGE g % filf 2. | Pk | 22 55000 37 0 5+ 5T 4 A 45
55, BE 5] B} A6 TS 7 DNA BUBE FI B BE (1) 7 24 1
O, BEHSCAY S SDF By #2 B2, (H & i T HoxF T
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R V0B PR AF 225K R L B 32 W LI S Lk pHL A
5 T o R NG A = W S i e Y S B v N 2t
S, PR AT AT — 00 05 19 L B A T BE R B B
PEEE TR = A . RO AF R 1 22 0F 98 6 i B R it
177 — St ) an e A%l Yk i pH (™Y B -
6= YR RN (E N e T R AU E R (S IR
B s B BRI T AL AT BG4 B A i 4
AR M AR TR K A
3.3 TUNEL

AR R, i T B SR A SDF A9 RS B o Fnn] 5¢
P — B85 (A I B R R Wi B, TUNEL 28 £
il AR ARG I D 3 . AR IR HUE  FS 7 DNA
1% N DO IS . 4% DNA % 80 3] i AUEE DNA K-
Br T DNA FUEE G O, AT 2 57 K
3-OH A i, M B3 2 A o B 8% 1 R 5% B8 il
(TdD) W AEH, ¥4 A ic % dUTP % %
F| 3-OH Ky, 2R S5 FECEE T o028 06 Wi B T W4k
T DNA W2 094 . TUNEL 3 A UM &8
RS B R L B 52 SRR S A B T 4 R
. TUNEL ¥ 48 ok A B 09 & &, i
TUNEL 5256 7 Bt F 8 75 B i (dithiothreitol) fi#
S ORS  A BE N S T R i O AR T R B I
D] i BE % RS 1 O A ARG RS - e €0 J5 45 44 1Y
i
3.4 SCD

IEH K F B9 DNA 2858 B2 28 1 JF  Bh i s
Je o TR 350 % 1) Yo £ 5 45 # AR AN B, i DNA BR
& T 5% B A% G509 9 8OV 8RR AE 2 19 6 2, T A
T DNA FsE | Bedi i DNA S8 5w H v B
BT G i 25 Sk R e B 2 LB O & A G
FIC /N T HI W45 7 DNA Y 58 B PE© . SCD i
R 235 S A 2 N 22 5 4 1A 22 SRR R A I L B A T
B AR BAR  (F R TR AR, HURE R R AR AR
SDF, 1fi AN REVE M A F 10 05 0 B2 B, 25 R ) 52 0
R, 65— 0 S % bR e, 35 @57 H 2 ik
5 A I A o A E R S 5 A, DR R BR A BR T
ZH AN K TE A, AR — e A P TR
a AL & DRE TR F R & i85 T
XAk F ARG o B REA REEH AH B R
BRI A 5
4 SDF W& Tr

SDF & 75 e 9 40 52 i 55 ¥ 4= & 8e i — 4>
ST EOR R R K SDF & 75 W AE N — 0% LK
DU AT # R - Jo 2 Fn 1000 28 M A 7 e 9k B
B4 B 5 X SDF 14 358 43 BF 55 #5185 i %
B, SDF 5 A\ JsA: B A7 76 % V) 0 K 2 L 76 AR WA
WHR R A 2 o, — 28 25 T 23% SDF MR IT
IR LRSS, HETIA)TY SDF 19 F Bt E 8 A P&

IR IT R B PR YT FH BRIR YT
4.1 HUEALIBIT

AL 51 SDF 7= A i 2 HL ], o &
19 ROS 1 1 9148 AL R G20 B ROS #g J7 # iR
B BT A AR A Rb TR — T A A
T, B AT LA IR A0 4804 700 A A RS R R v i
g AT FRRE MRS FhU A AL RE I 18 B, W
FHAY A5 BT E AR AT KRBT N TS B
P AT KR B AA AL R 32 ORI T A . A RO
SIAYEE R EVITR L 20 2 W R A BR S R A
RFEMEBR ROS™Y s G4 R C 44 R E LH
L0770 T = W £ 1 e AN S NG B 7 = W 1| Y 1
J2 H R IR T WS, KA TR AT BEMEAE D .
HILR XN T AL FEABRBBE I, Omu
S0 T BRAE Sy — ol S A AR O T 0ok T 4R AL
LA A3 R SRR S O B BRI . AR Ok
AW ERER SDF B (1036 7 7 1 5 fic i — WU 5% R
K 1 Eh v B B B2 B-5 (sperm fucosyltransferase-5,
sFUTS) BB I8 1945 1 5 4 DR 48 b Je 4t g i) A AR
FH S ARIPHE 7 32 S AU s — T T N-C L
2 % B2 ( N-acetyl-L-cysteine, NAC) [F 4 T &
A5 0 0S8R T O B F 9 R R T — R
B BTEFIA YT 3L LA 56T NAC XK 7 r Bt
AALVE G S2F 98 2 B, NAC i8] Lok 3685 1 1%
JIRKE ¥ 8% BE . B ECHE A R LA #E e (-
carnitine, LC) A1 Z Bt-L-N 2 ik (acetyl-L-carni-
tine) Xf T H AT AR FREMIEHNC A R E
SCHRHRGE Y, ERRMREE R E 5O K44
2 C i n R B SE BT A AT A L 5 5
AR AR P A B A 1 FH 22 Rl b AR A — 2 19 B3 IR
YR S B 2 AR SR W58 3 X A8 AR 48 1 A B I8 B3R 97 4%
B AT DUTEAS [m) A% BE b B AR 40 A 07 8T RS 5
B4
4.2 EBRHBENAST

Sl SDF i s IR KR 2, 1 2 iiE 1
ESEG1E A 1 DNA #5145 59 J5 A R 1 95 TR &R DA
Hb 30 5 PR B AR S S BB DDA OCT WA R A A
TR e T BOM W P A 4 a3 2 R 2 ROS
KAV Tt e o S B 5 51 SDF , B IR T
W IR R K e L m] ke SDF 9 5 3 7= A= A g
SRR BE S T R 2Rk il gk iYL 2 W A
S WL T RES R SDF My I &R 4R Lk rh 3 ]
FEEAUA MY DNA 5105 . 4t B 75 Pk 25 9 4 A0 S
SEEAUARE A SR AR AT . BT IR AT
SEAUAERG b B, 51 AR RS B A5 F0ORS 45047 PR kg o
TAH AT Z R B MR LT B 72 W R A7
SEURIE A F R 0 9 B AR . O R R R
B BE VR 1 I T] ) 33 28 2R 25 0 L AN {1 A T
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STABURIVRR R 09 T AE 25 R8T PTRE S 1R SDE , 491 fin )<

I ) DK 9 I 0 AT AT RE 5 1S RS Wh ROS 1Y S+

W Z S EOE T VRIS (CAND & K HAR

FAYINE Jg — b Z2 300 FEPE W 5L, AT 5 S K T DNA

W RN G B AR 25 4 S . DRt B A I TR 3R L R

W VAT I A A2 07 IR J7 SDF S 48 i 19 A &%

FE G

4.3 PERIT

PRI BEAT A E L AR Dy, HAT B

W 1% 50 2 27 5 BARCAL RO R 304 D - Be A 45 & SE

TR T BT R . AN AT s B AR R ORI S

HAERE BT R ARSI (BT - % 22 1 A A

TR T E T AR T O SR A B |

L GRS T BRI T B EHS T DNA i 4

FEJE MR 7 B it $0 IVE-ET W% 2%, R

KL 25 B ARG T L /S R b B ORGSR RS TR

AN et (| RF7RE S S E N [INAS - N3 & )

22§ K S TSR R K A W K BT R N A R i S

2 AT AR TR [ BB A R A5 G i v R 24 7 Bk

B B BB 58 T7 58 ARG 564G I 52 AR JBCAS: ) T 58

BB R T B R P B 2507 8ih 25 S U 4 SDF

AR IR ITVEH

5 B4

SDF A SRAFTE T ARG W, HE S 338 i i) L

HF A, 518 SDF 9 i XA 45 %50 OFf 28

IS v T A 2R K RRE L A B A IR S (25 W)

CBARTT R A 23R 50 45D LA R AR 6 ST 15T (¢

TP I BE AR AE) (BFREE TS G A X TR TS AE

B HRE R REAT I AR Y 2

TR A B A BE RS 00 18 19 2R W AT SDF

RS A . SDF A6 I A A4 AN W7 & J5& 08T A7 B T

#E— 2L SDF (NIRRT 2 5 4% SDF 1E i

MUK 1A 00 0 1 F0 A 48 B3 4T3 oK 3 57 5 24 Fil SDF

HIRYT T-BOf A 2, 76 B2 LI YT 50 | Bt A Ak 4

15 0 T EGT7 T B e oSG I N 3Rk 3 T AR AR 0

PR B R B B IG YT B, T BE P 2 KA B

() SDF A5 I £ A2 i B3R 7 i 23R ik . B

W Be A BIF 58 22 A Wi PRAJE 50, B il BIF 50 00 A BRAS: 55 o

PE ) 51, SDF B 58 AT AR AT BB I
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