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Immunohistochemical study of estrogén receptor in
imprint materials of breast cancer

Sumiko MAEJIMA, Toshiyuki YASUTANI, Yoshiko YOSHIDA,
Miki HATANAKA, Masayuki SATOH, Shuji TAKAHASHI

Department of Clinical Laboratory, Sappro Social Insurance General Hospital

Shinichi MATSUOKA, Yoshinobu HATA
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Atsuo HATTORI
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ERs were immunohistochemically studied in 36 patients with primary breast cancer in im-
print preparations. The results were comparéid with those of enzyme-immunoassay (EIA)
and immunochistochemical staining of paraffin-embedded materials. By immunohistochemi-
cal staining method, a mean overall ER positivity of 72.2% and 66.7% was obtained from im-
print materials and paraffin-embedded specimens, respe’ctixfely, and a mean positivity of
68.3% was obtained by EIA method. The concordance of ER:'i)ositivity in parallel staining of
imprint and paraffin-embedded materials was found to be 91.7% . The concordance of ER
positivity between immunohistochemical staining and EIA vyés found to be 86.19%. It was
suggested that preoperative detectionk of ER in_,aspirationvmaterials is helpful in determining

of the therapeutic approach.




