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Background: Despite the rapid increase in FET across fertility units, there is still insufficient evidence to recommend an optimized protocol for endometrial
preparation especially in patients with lower progesterone (P4) levels.

Objective: To identify whether rescue P4 dosing in patients with low P4 can salvage adverse outcomes associated with low P4 levels, resulting in outcomes
comparable to patients with adequate progesterone.
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Conclusions: Rescue P4 dosing in patients with low P4 results in ongoing pregnancy rate, clinical pregnancy and live birth rates were comparable to those of
patients with adequate P4 levels.
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