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Abstract Aim: To investigate the effects of E-eadherin protein expression on survival of the patients with esophageal
squamous cell carcinoma( ESCC) . Methods: The biological samples and clinicopathological information of 5 620 patients
with ESCC collected during 1985 —2016 were derived from the clinical information database of 500 000 cases of esophageal
and gastric cardia carcinoma of Henan key laboratory of esophageal cancer research. The expression of E-cadherin in ESCC
tissue was determined by tissue microarray technology and SP immunohistochemical staining method. Results: The expres—
sion of E-cadherin was more in the female patients with lymph node metastasis and high pathological staging( P <0. 05)
which was higher in the male patients with low differentiation degree lymph node metastasis and high pathological staging
(P <0.05) . The results of Cox regression showed that E-cadherin positive expression was the independent influencing fac—
tors of prognosis for the male patients( HR was 1. 126 95% CI was 1. 066 — 1. 189) ; but not for the female patients( P =

0.089) . Conclusion: E-cadherin positive expression may be a risk factor for the prognosis of the male ESCC patients.
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