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Abstract; Objective To compare the immunostaining of human epidermal growth factor receptor-2( HER-2) among three dif-
ferent clones,and to compare with the results of fluorescence in situ hybridization(FISH) detection,to provide evidences for patho-
logical department to select appropriate antibodies. Methods 268 cases of invasive breast cancer were examined by immunohisto-
chemistry using antibodies for HER-2 of 3 different clones. The results were compared with those done by FISH. Results Immu-
nostaining using antibody clone SP3 showed 3+ reactions in 66 cases;Immunostaining using antibody clone EP3 showed 3+ reac-

tions in 53 cases,while using polyclonal HER-2 antibody,80 cases showed 3+ reactions. There was statistical significance between

those groups using different clones(P<C0. 05). Consistent with the FISH results, the Kappa values are 0. 76,0. 67.,and 0. 56, re-

spectively. Conclusion
ies,especially clone SP3.
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It suggests detection of HER-2 using immunohistochemistry should prioritize selecting monoclonal antibod-

fluorescence in situ hybridization
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