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ABSTRACT: Noninvasive prenatal testing (NIPT) has become an important technique in prenatal screening which screen the com-
mon aneuploidy through detecting the cell free fetal DNA in the peripheral blood of pregnant woman. It can be the first screening choice
of the pregnant woman in advanced age. However, the negative results could not always guarantee the normal fetal and the positive re-
sults should be confirmed by the invasive methods because the inevitable false negative and false positive results. At present, the main
clinical use of invasive prenatal diagnostic methods are chorionic villous sampling, amniocentesis and umbilical blood sampling, and the
first two are the common methods for confirming the positive results. This article mainly reviews the causes of the false negative and the
false positive results and the confirmation of the positive results in noninvasive prenatal testing.
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