
 
 

  

 

  

Day 2: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide) (n = 1) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n= -) 

Day 2: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide) (n = 3) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Enrollment 

Allocation 
Sperm preparation using a microfluidic sorting 

chip 

Allocated to intervention (n = 104) 

 Received allocated intervention (n = 104) 

 Did not receive allocated intervention (give 

reasons) (n = 0) 

Sperm preparation using the density gradient 

centrifugation method 

Allocated to intervention (n = 97) 

 Received allocated intervention (n = 97) 

 Did not receive allocated intervention (give 

reasons) (n = 0) 

Follow-Up 

Day 1: Lost to follow-up (failed fertilization) (n = 9 ) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Day 1: Lost to follow-up (failed fertilization) (n = 9)  

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Randomized (n = 203) 

Excluded (n = 0) 

 Not meeting inclusion criteria (n = 0) 

 Declined to participate (n = 0) 

 Other reasons (n = 0) 

Assessed for eligibility (n = 203) 



  
 

 

  
 

 

 

 

 

Figure S1. CONSORT 2010 Flow Diagram. 

Day 3: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide) (n = 6) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Day 3: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide) (n = 4) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Day 4: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide) (n = 7) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n= -) 

Day 4: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide)(n = 10) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Day 5: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide) (n = 21) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Day 5: Lost to follow-up (failed to divide) (n = 21) 

Discontinued intervention (give reasons) (n = -) 

Analysis 

Analysed (day 1 n = 96, day3 n = 89, day 5 n = 62) 

 Excluded from analysis (give reasons) (n = 0) 

Analysed (day 1 n = 90, day3 n = 81, day 5 n = 47 ) 

 Excluded from analysis (give reasons) (n = 0) 


