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The estrogen receptor (ER) α is overexpressed in most breast cancers, and its level 
serves as a major prognostic factor. It is important to develop quantitative molecular 
imaging methods that specifically detect ER in vivo and assess its function throughout 
the entire primary breast cancer and in metastatic breast cancer lesions. This study 
presents the biochemical and molecular features, as well as the magnetic resonance 
imaging (MRI) effects of two novel ER-targeted contrast agents (CAs), based on pyri-
dine-tetra-acetate-Gd(III) chelate conjugated to 17β-estradiol (EPTA-Gd) or to tamoxifen 
(TPTA-Gd). The experiments were conducted in solution, in human breast cancer cells, 
and in severe combined immunodeficient mice implanted with transfected ER-positive 
and ER-negative MDA-MB-231 human breast cancer xenografts. Binding studies with 
ER in solution and in human breast cancer cells indicated affinities in the micromolar 
range of both CAs. Biochemical and molecular studies in breast cancer cell cultures 
showed that both CAs exhibit estrogen-like agonistic activity, enhancing cell proliferation, 
as well as upregulating cMyc oncogene and downregulating ER expression levels. The 
MRI longitudinal relaxivity was significantly augmented by EPTA-Gd in ER-positive cells 
as compared to ER-negative cells. Dynamic contrast-enhanced studies with EPTA-Gd 
in vivo indicated specific augmentation of the MRI water signal in the ER-positive versus 
ER-negative xenografts, confirming EPTA-Gd-specific interaction with ER. In contrast, 
TPTA-Gd did not show increased enhancement in ER-positive tumors and did not 
appear to interact in vivo with the tumors’ ER. However, TPTA-Gd was found to interact 
strongly with muscle tissue, enhancing muscle signal intensity in a mechanism indepen-
dent of the presence of ER. The specificity of EPTA-Gd interaction with ER in vivo was 
further verified by acute and chronic competition with tamoxifen. The chronic tamoxifen 
treatment also revealed that this drug increases the microvascular permeability of breast 
cancer xenograft in an ER-independent manner. In conclusion, EPTA-Gd has been 
shown to serve as an efficient molecular imaging probe for specific assessment of breast 
cancer ER in vivo.

Keywords: estrogen receptor-targeted probes, contrast agents for Mri, breast cancer, estrogen receptor, 
molecular imaging
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inTrODUcTiOn

Breast cancer is the most common malignancy in women and 
the second leading cause of cancer death among women (1). 
The overexpression of the estrogen receptor (ER) (2) is currently 
an established molecular feature for assessing breast cancer 
prognosis and predicting response to endocrine therapies [Ref. 
(3) and references cited therein]. The critical importance of ER 
measurements in managing breast cancer treatment was recently 
emphasized in the results of a meta-analysis of randomized trials 
showing that ER status of the primary tumor was the only patient 
or tumor characteristic that strongly predicted tamoxifen efficacy, 
whereas the progesterone receptor measurement did not seem to 
be importantly predictive of efficacy (4).

Estrogen receptor status is predominantly evaluated today 
by immunohistochemistry staining of ER, which is a semi-
quantitative method and, therefore, may lack reproducibility and 
standardization across different laboratories (5–8). In addition, 
this method requires fresh randomly selected tumor tissue, not 
always available, particularly in metastatic breast disease.

Part of the above described limitations can be overcome by 
developing molecular imaging techniques that will detect and 
map ER level over the entire tumor tissue in a quantitative man-
ner. Thus, ER imaging has become an important target for future 
development (9). Today, molecular imaging of ER is primarily 
based on the application of radiolabeling selective estrogen recep-
tor modulators (SERMs) that can be detected by single photon 
emission computed tomography (SPECT) or positron emission 
tomography (PET) (10). The most clinically advanced ER imag-
ing method today uses 16-α-[f-18]-fluoro-17-β-estradiol (FES) 
and PET (11). These methods provided quantitative imaging ER 
expression in vivo in animal models and in breast cancer patients 
(12–14), but it is not applicable yet as a routine imaging technique 
for the workup of breast cancer patients.

Currently, magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) methods 
demonstrated excellent efficiency for breast cancer detection and 
diagnosis [Ref. (15) and references cited therein]. The challenge 
of molecular MRI to evaluate ER expression can provide a direct 
critical prognostic factor at the stage of diagnosis. Therefore, we 
embarked on developing novel contrast agents (CAs) targeted to 
the ER that should be detected by MRI. To that end, we have 
synthesized two new CAs targeted to the ER, which are composed 
of Gadolinium chelate of pyridine-tetra-acetate (PTA-Gd) con-
jugated with the native ligand 17β-estradiol (EPTA-Gd) or with 
the antiestrogen tamoxifen (TPTA-Gd), and evaluated their MRI 
properties in solution, in breast cancer cells and in breast cancer 
xenografts in animal models (16–18). In addition, direct struc-
tural information on the crystal structure of the ligand-binding 
domain of ER bound to the europium chelate of EPTA (EPTA-Eu) 
was obtained using X-ray crystallography (19). This paper pre-
sents characterization of the binding capacity and the hormonal/
molecular effects of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd in human breast 
cancer cells, as well as restates and expands the data evaluation 
of the MRI properties of these CAs in cell cultures and animal 
models of breast cancer. We have focused on investigating the 
interaction and binding affinity with ER, the hormonal-induced 
changes in cell proliferation, and the up or downregulation of 

estrogen-induced genes. Furthermore, investigation of the 
ER-specific and non-specific interactions of these probes in breast 
cancer cells and tumors and in muscle tissue, as well as the com-
petition with tamoxifen emphasized the advantage of EPTA-Gd 
over TPTA-Gd as an ER-targeted CA in vivo.

MaTerials anD MeThODs

solution-Binding affinity to er
The binding affinities were measured by a radioactive inhibitory 
competitive assay in solution, using recombinant hERα (1.76 nM) 
(PanVera, Inc., Madison, WI, USA), tritiated 17β-estradiol 
(3HE2 = 2.0–3.5 nM, 140 Ci/mmol) (NEN, Boston, MA, USA), and 
EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd as the competing ligands. Experiments 
were done in duplicates. The concentration of competing ligand 
required to replace half of the tritiated 17β-estradiol that would 
be bound to the hERα, IC50, was derived by non-linear regres-
sion analysis of the experimental data to the following equation:

 

Y =

+ −( ) +

Non-Specific Binding

Total Binding Specific Binding 1/ 11  logIC50 0log X−( )  

with Y, the observed data and X, the inhibitor concentration; non-
specific binding of 3HE2 is measured by competition with excess 
of 1 μM cold E2 and total-specific binding is maximal binding 
of 3HE2 measured without competition. The absolute inhibition 
constant, Ki, was determined according to the Cheng–Prusoff 
equation:

 Ki IC5 1 HE2 Kd3= 0 /[ ( / )]+  

using Kd = 0.2 nM of 17β-estradiol.

cells
T47D (clone 11) and MDA-MB-231 human breast cancer cells 
were cultured in RPMI 1640 medium supplemented with 10% 
FCS (Biological Industries, Israel), 4  mM l-glutamine, and 
0.1% combined antibiotics (Bio-Lab, Israel). In addition, T47D 
medium included insulin (0.8 ml/l) and MDA medium included 
pyruvate (1 mM). MCF7 human breast cancer cells were cultured 
in DMEM medium supplemented with 6% FCS (Biological 
Industries, Israel), 4 mM l-glutamine, and 0.1% combined anti-
biotics (Bio-Lab, Israel).

Estrogen receptor-positive MDA-MB-231 cells were obtained 
by stably transfecting the wild type (WT) MDA-MB-231 cells 
with a plasmid encoding tetracycline repressor (TR) protein 
pcDNA6/TR (T-REX™ System, Invitrogen, USA) and with a 
plasmid encoding ERα pcDNA4/ER, as previously described 
(20). The expression of ERα in these cells was induced by adding 
doxycycline (1 μg/ml) (doxycycline hyclate, Sigma-Aldrich, MO, 
USA) to the growth medium for at least 3 days.

cell Proliferation assay
Cells were grown in phenol red-free medium supplemented with 
10% dextran-coated charcoal stripped fetal bovine serum – DCC-
FBS (Biological industries, Beit Haemek, Israel) for a minimum 
of 5 days and were then seeded in a 96-well plate (3.5 × 103 cells/
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well) and cultured in the same medium with the various treat-
ments administered to the medium. The number of cells was 
determined by the cell viability MTT (3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-
2-yl)-2,5-diphenyl tetrazolium bromide) assay (21). Each data 
point presents an average of six-replicate wells in a single experi-
ment; experiments were repeated several times as indicated in 
the text.

Western Blotting
Estrogen receptor α, cMyc, and α-tubulin protein levels were 
determined using immunoblotting with mouse anti-human ERα 
antibody (clone 6F11, Novocastra Laboratories, UK), mouse 
anti-human cMyc antibody (9e10, Abcam, MA, USA), and 
mouse anti-human α-tubulin antibody (clone DM-1A, Sigma-
Aldrich, MO, USA), respectively. Goat anti-mouse horseradish 
peroxidase and alkaline phosphatase were used as secondary 
antibodies (Jackson ImmunoResearch Laboratories, PA, USA). 
Densitometric analyses were performed using Quantity One 4.6 
(Bio-Rad Laboratories, CA, USA). The changes in the expression 
due to treatment with the ER-targeted probes were performed in 
cells grown in phenol red-free medium for a minimum of 5 days 
prior to the treatment. The expression of ER in the different 
human breast cancer cell lines was quantified by normalizing the 
intensity of the bands to those of standard, known concentrations 
of recombinant hERα protein (PanVera, Inc., Madison, WI, USA).

Mri- and Fluorescence-Binding studies
The interaction of the ER-targeted probes with ER-positive 
and ER-negative MDA-MB-231 cells were investigated by 
T1-relaxation measurements and by a fluorescence assay using 
the Eu-chelate of EPTA, EPTA-Eu. Studies were also performed on 
cells cultivated on microspheres. The cells, ~3 × 106, were seeded 
on 0.5  ml microspheres (Biosilon polystyrene microspheres, 
NUNC, 160–300 μm diameter) placed in non-adherent bacterial 
Petri dishes using FCS-supplemented DMEM medium. After 
4  days, the medium was replaced by phenol red-free medium 
supplemented with DCC-FBS for additional 3 days. On day 7, the 
medium was replaced by serum-free medium containing either 
EPTA-Gd or TPTA-Gd for 60 min incubation and placed in wells 
(0.5  ml/well) (Microtest 96-well plate, BD Falcon, NJ, USA). 
Proton T1-relaxation rates were measured at 23°C with a 4.7-T 
Bruker Biospec spectrometer (Bruker, Karlsruhe, Germany) by 
applying a 2D spin-echo pulse sequence, field of view (FOV) 
8 cm × 8 cm, matrix of 256 × 192, slice thickness of 3 mm, echo 
time (TE)  =  16  ms, and six different repetition times (TRs). 
T1-relaxation times per pixel were calculated by non-linear 
least-squares fitting (using simplex algorithm Matlab R2009b, 
MathWorks, Natick, MA, USA) of the MRI signal intensity, SI, to 
the equation SI = So[1 − exp(−TR/T1)] with two free parameters 
So and T1.

T1- and T2-relaxation rate measurements were also conducted 
in ER-positive and ER-negative cells cultured on microspheres 
and perfused during the experiments under sterile conditions 
with oxygenated, phenol red-free, and serum-free medium at 
36 ± 1°C, as previously described (22). The measurements were 
conducted in a 9.4-T NMR spectrometer (DMX-400, Bruker, 
Karlsruhe, Germany). EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd were gradually 

added at various concentrations (range 0.1–7.5  μM) to the 
perfusion medium reservoir and at the end of the experiments, 
the CA was washed out by fresh medium. Proton T1-relaxation 
rates (R1) and T2-relaxation rates (R2) were measured by MRS 
of the water signal using standard inversion recovery pulse 
sequence and a Car–Purcell–Meiboom–Gill sequence, respec-
tively. ΔR1 and ΔR2 were defined as the difference between R1 
(or R2) of cells perfused with medium containing the CA and 
the contrast-free medium. T1 relaxivity, r1, in mM−1  s−1, was 
calculated from the slope of a linear fit of ΔR1 as a function of 
the CA concentration.

For the fluorescence-binding assay, both ER-positive and 
ER-negative cells were seeded and grown on polystyrene Biosilon 
beads, as described above, placed in glass Petri dishes covered 
with silicone (Sigmacote, Sigma-Aldrich, MO, USA) to minimize 
non-specific binding. On day 7, the medium was replaced with 
fresh serum-free medium containing EPTA-Eu at concentrations 
ranging from 0.1 to 0.5 μM for 60 min at 37°C. Then, the cells were 
washed three times with 10 ml of the fresh medium, and DELFIA 
enhancement solution (1244-105, PerkinElmer, MA, USA) was 
added (4–5 ml/plate) and stirred in the dark for 15 min at room 
temperature. The solution was then transferred into a 48-well 
plate (300  μl/well in quadruplicate) and scanned on a Wallac 
Victor3 instrument, using the standard europium time resolved 
fluorescence measurement (340 nm excitation, 400 μs delay, and 
emission collection for 400 μs at 615 nm). The specific binding 
to ER was calculated by subtracting the non-specific fluorescence 
of ER-negative cells from the fluorescence of ER-positive cells. 
The fluorescence optical density (OD) intensities were converted 
to molar units by using a calibration curve obtained from OD 
values of known EPTA-Eu concentrations. The final concentra-
tion data points reflecting specific binding in the cells to ER were 
fitted to a one-site binding equation Y = Bmax × X/(Kd + X), 
where Y is the measured OD converted to molar units and X is 
the administrated concentration of EPTA-Eu using non-linear 
least-squares Levenberg–Marquardt algorithm (origin version 
6.1) yielding the dissociation constant Kd, which is the inverse 
of the association constant Ka and maximal-binding capacity 
(Bmax) of EPTA-Eu to ER.

Mri of Breast cancer Xenografts in Mice
All experimental protocols were reviewed and approved by the 
Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee of the Weizmann 
Institute of Science. Female CB-17 severe combined immunode-
ficient (SCID) mice (Harlan Biotech Israel Ltd., Israel), 6–7 weeks 
old, were ovariectomized. About a week later, WT human 
MDA-MB-231 breast cancer cells and stable ER-transfected 
MDA-MB-231 cells were inoculated (2.5 × 106 cells in 0.1 ml phos-
phate-buffered saline) into the left and right mammary fat pad, 
respectively. One week later, ER expression in the implanted cells 
was induced by supplementing the drinking water with 0.2 mg/
ml doxycyclin (44577 doxycycline hyclate, Sigma-Aldrich, MO, 
USA) in 3% sucrose. The size of the xenografts was measured by 
caliper, estimating the volume by assuming a hemielipsoid shape 
according to volume = (length/2 × width/2 × height/2) × 4π/3.

In vivo MRI experiments were conducted 2–4 weeks after cell 
implantation. During the MRI scanning, mice were anesthetized 
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with isoflurane (Medeva Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Bethlehem, PA, 
USA) (3% for induction and 1–2% for maintenance) mixed with 
compressed air (1  l/min) and delivered through a nasal mask. 
Once anesthetized, the animals were placed in a head-holder to 
assure reproducible positioning inside the magnet. Respiration 
rate was monitored and kept throughout the scanning period 
around 60–80 breaths per minute.

All in  vivo MR images were acquired on a 9.4-T Biospec 
AVANCE II spectrometer (Bruker, Karlsruhe, Germany). The 
protocol included a multi-slice T2-weighted sequence and a 
dynamic contrast-enhanced (DCE) 3D gradient-echo pulse 
sequence with TE/TR 2.5/15 ms and flip angle 40°, four averages 
(1.5  min). The latter images alternated between images of the 
tumors recorded in the axial direction with a spatial resolution of 
0.156 mm × 0.156 mm × 1.2 mm and images of the descending 
aorta and muscle tissue in coronal direction with spatial resolu-
tion of 0.234 mm × 0.156 mm × 1 mm.

Each ER-targeted probe was injected as a bolus into the tail 
vein of the mice. The dose of EPTA-Gd was 0.03 mmol/kg (n = 4) 
or 0.075 mmol (n = 5). The dose of TPTA-Gd was 0.075 mmol/
kg (n = 4).

Competition of EPTA-Gd with tamoxifen was tested in vivo 
using two modes of tamoxifen treatment, acute (1 h) and chronic 
(3  days). In the acute treatment, tamoxifen citrate salt  –  TAM 
(T9262, Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA) dissolved in sterile 
sunflower oil (4 mg/ml) or 4-hydroxytamoxifen – OHT (H7904, 
Sigma-Aldrich) dissolved in sterile sunflower oil containing 
20% ethanol were stirred overnight at 37°C and administered by 
intraperitoneal injection at a final dose of 0.07  mmol/kg TAM 
(n = 3) or 0.1 mmol/kg OHT (n = 1). One hour later, EPTA-Gd 
was injected into the tail vein at a dose of 0.075 mmol/kg. In the 
chronic treatment, tamoxifen pellets (5  mg/pellet, 4w-release 
time; Innovative Research of America, Sarasota, FL, USA) were 
implanted subcutaneously in the back of the mouse and 3 days 
later ETPA-Gd was administered (n = 4). The MRI protocol was 
the same as described above for the direct, non-competitive, 
contrast-enhanced experiments.

Changes in signal intensity were calculated per pixel yielding 
enhancement datasets defined as [I(t)−I(0)]/I(0), where I(0) and 
I(t) are the signal intensities pre- and post-contrast, respectively. 
Enhancement maps at pixel resolution were calculated in regions 
of interest (ROI) in all slices including tumors’ tissue. ROIs were 
delineated on the anatomical T2-weighted images and transferred 
to the corresponding DCE images. I(0) per pixel was calculated as 
a mean intensity of the four pre-contrast images.

histology
The tumors were removed, fixed in 4% formaldehyde, sectioned 
to 4  μm histological slices and stained with hematoxylin and 
eosin (H&E), as well as immune-stained for nuclear ERα. The 
immunostaining was performed using rabbit monoclonal anti-
ER antibody (ER-SP1, Ventana Medical System, AZ, USA) and 
an automated slide staining BenchMark XT system operated, 
according to the manufacturer’s instructions (Ventana Medical 
System, AZ, USA). An experienced breast pathologist evaluated 
the extent of intensity of staining [absent (i = 0), weak (i = +1), 
moderate (i = +2), or strong (i = +3)], and the percentage of 

ER-stained cell nuclei. These two evaluations were used for cal-
culating a specific intensity index defined as: ΣI (i) × fraction of 
cells stained with (i).

statistics
Student’s two-tailed paired t-tests (GraphPad Software, Inc., 
QuickCalcs Web site http://www.graphpad.com/quickcalcs/
ttest1.cfm) were applied to evaluate the effect of each treatment 
on the measured cellular parameter relative to control non-
treated cells or to control ER-negative cells undergoing the same 
treatment. This test was also applied to evaluate the differences 
between the size and EPTA-Gd-induced enhancement in the 
ER-positive and ER-negative xenografts. A level at p < 0.05 was 
considered significant.

resUlTs

Binding to er in solution and in cells
The chemical structures of the two gadolinium chelate of pyr-
idine-tetra-acetate (PTA-Gd) conjugated with the native ligand 
17β-estradiol (EPTA-Gd) or with the antiestrogen tamoxifen 
(TPTA-Gd) are presented in Figure  1A. The binding affinities 
of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd to an isolated hERα were deter-
mined in reference to tamoxifen by a competitive radioactive-
binding assay with 3HE2 as described in Section “Materials 
and Methods” (Figure  1B). Non-linear least-squares fitting of 
the experimental data yielded inhibitory dissociation constants 
KiEPTA-Gd = 0.97 ± 0.07 μM and KiTPTA-Gd = 0.13 ± 0.006 μM as 
compared to KiTamoxifen = 0.005 ± 0.001 μM.

Specific binding of these agents to ER in human breast cancer 
cells was demonstrated by augmentation in the T1-relaxation 
rate in ER-positive cells as compared to ER-negative cells culti-
vated on microspheres. The change in T1-relaxation rate in the 
ER-positive cells in the presence of EPTA-Gd (6 μM), measured 
in eight independent experiments, yielded a mean  ±  SD of 
74 ± 20 ms−1. This change in T1-relaxation rate was significantly 
higher than that in ER-negative cells of 46 ± 20 ms−1 (p = 0.02, 
n = 8). Nine independent experiments with TPTA-Gd (5 μM) 
augmented the T1-relaxation rate in ER-positive cells by 
a mean  ±  SD of 72  ±  6  ms−1 and in ER-negative cells by 
64  ±  10  ms−1 with a borderline significant difference between 
the cells (p = 0.07, n = 9).

Concentration-dependent studies of the T1-relaxation rates 
(R1) of ER-positive and ER-negative breast cancer cells cultivated 
on microspheres and perfused during the experiments with 
increasing concentrations of each CA indicated an increase in 
T1 relaxivity due to binding to ER (Figures 2A,B). The concen-
tration dependence of ΔR1 (the difference between R1 of cells 
perfused with medium containing the CA and the same cells 
perfused with contrast-free medium) showed that EPTA-Gd 
and TPTA-Gd augment the T1 relaxivity in ER-positive cells 
as compared to ER-negative cells by 45 and 22%, respectively. 
After washing out EPTA-Gd (7.5  μM) or TPTA-Gd (7.5  μM) 
from the perfusion system with fresh medium, both ΔR1 
and ΔR2 remained significantly higher in ER-positive cells as 
compared to ER-negative cells. Generally, gadolinium-based 
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FigUre 2 | T1 and T2 measurements with ePTa-gd and TPTa-gd in perfused er-positive and er-negative MDa-MB-231 human breast cancer cells. 
ΔR1 and ΔR2 are defined as the difference between R1 (or R2) of cells perfused with medium containing the contrast agent and R1 (or R2) of these cells perfused 
with contrast-free medium. (a) T1 relaxivity of EPTA-Gd in ER-positive and negative cells: r1 (ER-positive) = 28.5 ± 0.1 mM−1s−1 (n = 2) and r1 (ER-
negative) = 19.6 mM−1s−1. (B) T1 relaxivity measurements of TPTA-Gd in ER-positive and negative cells: r1 (ER-positive) = 42.1 mM−1s−1 and r1 (ER-
negative) = 36 mM−1s−1. The cells were perfused in the NMR tube and treated with increasing concentrations of each contrast agent. T1-relaxation time of water 
protons was determined at 9.4 T using inversion recovery pulse sequence. Different symbols for ER-positive cells in (a) represent two independent experiments. r1 
relaxivities were calculated as the slope of the linear fit to the data as explained in the text. (c) Change in T1-relaxation rates, ΔR1, in the perfused cells after 
washing out EPTA-Gd (7.5 μM) or TPTA-Gd (7.5 μM) from the perfusion system with fresh medium. (D) Change in T2-relaxation rates, ΔR2, in the perfused cells as 
in (c). Data presented in (c,D) are mean ± SD of three to six measurements recorded 30–60 min after the beginning of the washout process.

FigUre 1 | The chemical structure of 17β-estradiol pyridine-tetra-acetate-gd (ePTa-gd) and tamoxifen pyridine-tetra-acetate-gd (TPTa-gd) (a) and 
their competitive displacement curves by tritiated 17β-estradiol (3he2) on a human recombinant erα in reference to tamoxifen competition (B).
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CAs will affect both T1- and T2-relaxation rates and thus the 
results above confirm specific binding of these agents to ER 
(Figures 2C,D).

Further verification of the binding to ER was performed by 
direct measurement of the binding affinity of cellular ER to the 

europium complex of EPTA-Eu, using a dissociation-enhanced 
lanthanide fluorescence assay. Specific binding to ER was obtained 
by subtracting the non-specific binding in ER-negative cells from 
the total binding in ER-positive cells (Figure  3). The specific 
binding curve (Figure 3B) yielded an association constant in the 
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FigUre 4 | erα expression in various human breast cancer cell lines. 
(a) Western blots of recombinant hERα and of ERα in human breast cancer 
cell extracts. (B) Quantification of western blot experiments (n = 2).

FigUre 3 | Binding affinity of ePTa-eu to er in human breast cancer cells. ER-positive and ER-negative MDA-MB-231 human breast cancer cells, grown on 
microspheres, were incubated in the presence of the indicated concentrations of EPTA-Eu for 1 h at 37°C and subjected to DELFIA assay. (a) Total binding (red) 
was determined in ER-positive cells and non-specific binding (black) was determined in ER-negative cells. Specific binding (blue) was calculated by subtracting 
non-specific from total binding. (B) Saturation-binding curve. Data points of specific binding were fitted to one-site binding equation yielding Kd = 0.56 μM, 
BMAX = 60.9 pmole, and R2 = 0.97. Data of OD scale were converted to molar units by comparing to OD values of known EPTA-Eu concentrations.
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cells, KaEPTA-Eu of 1.75 ± 0.2 μM and maximal-binding capacity 
Bmax = 3.53 ± 0.17 pmole per 106 cells (n = 3).

hormonal-induced Bioactivities of  
ePTa-gd and TPTa-gd in human Breast 
cancer cells
The protein level of ERα in the various human breast cancer cells 
examined in this study were determined by western blotting, cali-
brating the levels using a calibration curve of commercial hERα 
protein (Figure 4). The level of ER in the estrogen responsive cells 
T47D and MCF7 was 1,802 ± 842 and 10,377 ± 1,044 fmol/mg 
protein, respectively. The WT MDA-MB-231 cells had a null level, 
and the ER-transfected MDA-MB-231 cells had a high level of 
14,800 ±  980  fmol/mg protein. The expression levels in T47D, 
MCF7, and WT MDA-MB231 cells are in accord with previously 
published values for these cells (20, 23, 24).

Both EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd stimulated the proliferation of 
T47D and MCF7 cells in a dose- and time-dependent manner, but 
did not affect the proliferation rate of ER-negative MDA-MB-231 
cells (Figure  5). Statistical analysis of the proliferation rate of 
MCF7 and T47D cells induced by 1–2 μM EPTA-Gd showed a 
reproducible and significant stimulation of approximately two-
fold (p < 0.02, n = 5, two-tail paired t-test).

Unlike tamoxifen, competition of TPTA-Gd with E2 did not 
affect the proliferation of T47D and MCF7 cells (p > 0.3, two-
tailed paired t-test, n = 7). Thus, both ER-targeted probes exerted 
mild agonistic effect on the proliferation of estrogen responsive 
cells and were neither cytotoxic nor cytostatic to these cells.

The ability of the two targeted probes to regulate specific 
estrogen-induced molecular changes was investigated in MCF7 
cells. EPTA-Gd treatment induced a marked effect on cMyc and 
ERα expression level upregulating the level of cMyc by ~250% 
within 2 h and reducing ER level to 25% of its initial value at 4 h. 
Figure 6A shows the time course of the changes in cMyc and ERα 
expression induced by EPTA-Gd, obtained from two independ-
ent experiments. This time course is very similar to that reported 

for 17β-estradiol in the same type of cells (21). TPTA-Gd showed 
less pronounced effects than EPTA-Gd, yet cMyc expression 
increased to ~150% of its initial level and ER level decreased to 
60% of its initial level (Figure 6B, two independent experiments). 
These specific induced activities demonstrated the agonistic 
activity of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd in a mechanism similar to 
17β-estradiol.

In Vivo interaction with er
The in vivo interaction of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd with ER was 
investigated in orthotopic breast cancer xenografts of ER-positive 
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FigUre 6 | changes in the expression level of erα (left) and cMyc 
(right) in McF7 cells induced by ePTa-gd (a) and TPTa-gd (B) at a 
concentration of 5 μM. In each panel, a representative blot is at the upper 
raw and the α-tubulin for normalization is at the bottom raw. The curve 
shows the fold change in expression levels, n = 2.

FigUre 5 | effect of ePTa-gd and TPTa-gd on the proliferation rates 
of human breast cancer cells. (a) Dose-dependent effect of EPTA-Gd on 
the proliferation rate of ER-positive T47D human breast cancer cells. (B) 
Dose-dependent effect of TPTA-Gd and of TPTA-Gd + E2 on the proliferation 
rate of ER-positive MCF7 human breast cancer cells. (c) Dose-dependent 
effect of EPTA-Gd on the proliferation rate of ER-negative WT MDA-MB-231 
human breast cancer cells. Cell proliferation was measured by the cell viability 
MTT assay, and each data point represents mean ± SD of six-replicate wells. 
Control: cells cultivated in E2-free medium.
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and ER-negative cells implanted in the same SCID mouse and 
were partly described in earlier publications (17, 18). Solid 
palpable tumors developed within a week after the implantation 
of cells into the mammary fat pad of the SCID mice. Both the 
ER-positive and ER-negative xenografts grew at a similar rate 
with no significant difference in their volume size during 22 days 

of growth (n = 10, paired t-test: p ≥ 0.9 in days 8, 11, 16, 18, and 
22 after implantation of the cells), reaching at 22 days a mean size 
of 220 ± 65 mm3.

Immunostaining of the ER-positive xenografts showed 
high nuclear ER staining in viable regions, whereas in the 
ER-negative xenografts the staining was very low (Figure  7A). 
Quantitative analysis showed that the percentage of ER-stained 
cells in the ER-positive xenografts was more than 10-fold higher 
(71.0  ±  0.05%, n  =  11) than in the ER-negative xenografts 
(2.12 ± 0.01%, n = 11). Similarly, the specific intensity index in 
the ER-positive xenografts was 10-fold higher (2.12 ± 0.01) than 
in the ER-negative xenografts (0.02 ± 0.08).

Administration of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd into the blood 
circulation caused enhancement of the water signal with different 
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FigUre 7 | immunohistology staining of erα (a) and Mri signal enhancement patterns induced by ePTa-gd (B,D) and by TPTa-gd (c,e) in 
er-positive and er-negative MDa-MB-231 human breast cancer xenografts. The injected dose of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd was 0.075 mmol/kg. The curves 
in (B,D) show mean ± SD of EPTA-Gd-induced enhancement (n = 5). The curves in (c,e) show mean ± SD of TPTA-Gd-induced enhancement (n = 4).
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kinetic profiles for the ER-positive and ER-negative tumors, 
as shown in the time courses of the mean ±  SD enhancement 
curves in Figures 7B–E. The EPTA-Gd enhancement profile in 
the tumors indicated fast wash-in followed by a plateau, with the 
enhancement in the ER-positive xenografts (reaching 43 ± 20% at 
40 min postinjection) significantly higher than in the ER-negative 
xenografts (reaching 25 ± 5% at 40 min postinjection; p = 0.005, 
n  =  9). In contrast, TPTA-Gd caused a low enhancement of 
13  ±  2% at 40  min postinjection, which did not differ signifi-
cantly from the enhancement in the ER-negative cells (p = 0.21, 
n = 4). As a reference to ER-negative tissue, we also monitored 
the enhancement induced by each agent in muscle tissues 
(Figure 8). The enhancement induced by EPTA-Gd in the muscle 
was low 15 ± 3% at 40 min postinjection (n = 9), with a wash-in 
followed by a marked washout phase (Figure 8C). In contrast, 
TPTA-Gd induced an appreciable enhancement in the muscle 

tissue (28 ± 5% at 40 min postinjection, n = 4), with no washout 
during the 140 min of the entire experiment (Figure 8D). These 
results indicated that the enhancement induced by EPTA-Gd in 
ER-positive tumors is significantly higher than in ER-negative 
tumors and in muscle tissue, however, TPTA-Gd exhibited 
similar and low enhancement in ER-positive and negative tumors 
and a specific interaction with muscle component(s). Since the 
PTA-part is identical in both EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd, the 
accumulation of TPTA-Gd in the muscle is most likely due to the 
interaction of a muscle component with the tamoxifen moiety.

competition studies of ePTa-gd with 
Tamoxifen
Investigation of the time course and extent of EPTA-Gd-induced 
enhancement showed that shortly after tamoxifen treatment 
(1 h), a similar enhancement of ~30% at 40 min postinjection was 
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FigUre 8 | enhancement maps in muscle tissue 20 min after bolus injection of ePTa-gd (a) and TPTa-gd (B) into the tail vein of the mice and 
mean ± sD enhancement curves induced by ePTa-gd [(c), n = 5] and TPTa-gd [(D), n = 4]. The injected dose of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd was 0.075 mmol/
kg. The enhancement maps are overlaid on the corresponding T1-weighted images.
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detected in ER-positive and ER-negative xenografts (p =  0.93, 
n = 4), as well as in muscle tissue (p = 0.43, n = 4) (Figures 9A,C). 
These results confirmed the binding of tamoxifen to ER and 
complete blocking of the interaction of EPTA-Gd to the ER.

Chronic treatment with tamoxifen for 3 days also caused the 
enhancement to be similar in ER-positive and ER-negative xeno-
grafts (p = 0.36, n = 4), confirming tamoxifen blockage of ER and 
inhibition of EPTA-Gd binding. However, the extent of maximum 
enhancement in the chronic treated xenografts was significantly 
higher (77 ± 16%) than that reached after acute, 1 h treatment 
with tamoxifen (28 ± 7%; p = 0.003, n = 4) (Figures 9B,D). This 
unexpected result indicated an effect of tamoxifen chronic treat-
ment on tumors’ vascular function, increasing the microvascular 
transcapillary transfer rates in both ER-positive and ER-negative 
tumors by an hormonal independent mechanism.

DiscUssiOn

The ER is a major prognostic biomarker in breast cancer and a 
valuable predictor of response to hormonal therapy. New molec-
ular imaging techniques that will enable to detect ER presence 
and distribution in vivo, in both primary and metastatic cancer 
lesions, could improve accuracy and reproducibility of prognostic 
assessment and therapy management of breast cancer patients. 
In this study, we describe the interactions, biological activity, and 
imaging efficiency of two new paramagnetic ER-targeted CAs in 
human breast cancer cells and human breast cancer xenografts.

We first measured the ER binding of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd 
in solution and then monitored the interaction of these probes 
with ER in human breast cancer cells. In solution, despite the 
bulky organometallic moiety at the 17α-position of 17β-estradiol 
or trans 4-position of tamoxifen (occupied by an hydroxyl group 
in 4-hydroxy tamoxifen), the binding affinity to the receptor was 

at the micromolar range, as was also shown previously for other 
organometallic-labeled estradiol derivatives (25–27). Although 
the affinity of both ER-targeted probes was two orders of magni-
tude lower than that of tamoxifen, it appeared to be sufficiently 
high for interacting and binding to ER in breast cancer cells and 
xenografts using micromolar concentrations. The MRI relaxation 
studies and fluorescence binding confirmed the binding inside 
the cells, most likely to nuclear ER. MRI T1-relaxation studies 
in ER-positive and negative cells of the same origin showed 
augmentation of the T1-relaxation rate and the T1 relaxivity in 
the ER-positive cells as compared to ER-negative cells, indicat-
ing entrance to the cells and nuclei and binding to the receptor. 
Measurements of T1 and T2 in breast cancer cells perfused with 
medium containing varying concentrations of the ER-targeted 
probes further confirmed interaction with ER. Generally, 
Gadolinium-based CAs will affect both T1- and T2-relaxation 
rates. However, in in vivo studies of DCE MRI, due to time limita-
tions, gradient-echo relaxation weighted sequences are applied. 
The effect of the CA on the signal intensity in T1-weighted images 
is positive, namely, increase in signal, whereas in T2-weighted 
images it is negative, namely, signal reduction. An increase in the 
signal intensity can be detected more efficiently and accurately 
than the decrease in a T2-weighted image, particularly for a CA 
that is diffusing into the tissue and when the pre-contrast signal 
to noise ratio is low, as usually is the situation in vivo. Therefore, 
we predominantly concentrated on T1 measurements using a 
gradient-echo T1-weighted sequence in the in vivo studies.

Fluorescence-binding studies of the analogous paramagnetic 
agent EPTA-Eu provided a direct measure of the binding affinity 
in ER-positive cells and confirmed the capability of this agent to 
enter the cells and to bind to ER as in solution, with a micromolar-
binding affinity. It should be noted that relaxation and fluorescence 
studies in ER-negative cells indicated the presence of non-specific 
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FigUre 9 | ePTa-gd induced enhancement patterns (a,B) and enhancement maps at 40 min (c,D) in er-positive and er-negative MDa-MB-231 
xenografts treated with acute (1 h) and chronic (3 days) tamoxifen. The anatomy of the xengorafts is demonstrated in the T2-weighted images (c,D). The 
enhancement maps are overlaid on the corresponding T1-weighted images.
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interactions with cell components, but these interactions did not 
mask the binding and interaction in the ER-positive cells. The ER 
non-specific interactions of TPTA-Gd appeared to be higher than 
those of EPTA-Gd, making this agent less favorable as a targeted 
probe. It was not possible to predict in advance whether the bind-
ing of the new probes to ER in cells will modulate gene expression 
in a similar manner to that of 17β-estradiol or of tamoxifen. It was 
expected that the 17β-estradiol moiety of EPTA-Gd will induce 
agonistic activity upon binding to ER, whereas the tamoxifen 
moiety may exhibit antagonistic activity like tamoxifen. Testing 
the SERM activity of EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd was therefore 
performed in well-established ER responsive human breast can-
cer cell lines, MCF7 and T47D, in reference to the ER-negative 
MDA-MB-231 human breast cancer cells. We have investigated 
typical estrogen-modulated processes that are known to be inhib-
ited by tamoxifen, such as cell proliferation, the expression level 
of cMyc, and the ER-expression level [Ref. (28–31) and references 
cited therein]. EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd exhibited estrogen-like 
agonistic effects, with EPTA-Gd mimicking closely estradiol 
activity and TPTA-Gd showing mild agonistic effects. Both new 
agents stimulated cell proliferation at a dose-dependent manner. 
This stimulation was specific to the presence of ER in the cells, as 
there was no effect on the growth of ER-negative MDA-MB-231 
human breast cancer cells. They also induced the upregulation 
of cMyc and downregulation of ER, due to ER-enhanced deg-
radation. The ability of these two new agents to induced typical 
estrogen-like activities clearly indicated their capability to enter 
the cells and nuclei and interact with the receptor to trigger 
specific estrogen-mediated responses. Furthermore, the E2-like 

activities demonstrated that the conjugated pyridine–Gd com-
plex of EPTA-Gd did not alter the function of the 17β-estradiol 
moiety in inducing estrogenic agonistic-like activity on breast 
cancer cell, whereas the conjugated pyridine–Gd complex in 
TPTA-Gd modified the antagonistic function of the tamoxifen 
moiety yielding a mild agonistic activity.

The ability of EPTA-Gd to act agonistically was strongly sup-
ported by the X-ray crystalographic structure of the complex of 
EPTA-Eu with the ligand-binding domain of ER (19). Because of 
the chirality of C17 in the 17β-estradiol moiety and due to the rigid 
triple bond linking it with the PTA-Eu moiety, the orientation 
of the organometallic moiety is fixed within the ligand-binding 
cavity, being almost perpendicular to the flat face of 17β-estradiol 
and pointing toward helix 7 in an opposite direction to helix 12. 
Consequently, the conformation of the 17β-estradiol moiety of 
EPTA-Gd in the ER-binding cavity is almost equivalent to that of 
free 17β-estradiol and the paramagnetic PTA-Gd moiety causes 
uncoiling of helices 7 and 8, but does not perturb the agonistic 
activity determined by helix 12 conformation.

As TPTA-Gd is based on a tamoxifen moiety, it was not clear 
which conformation it will adopt in the ER-binding cavity and how 
it will modulate the activity. If the 4-[2 -(dimethyl amino) ethoxy] 
group of the tamoxifen moiety would have been aligned in the 
ligand-binding cavity as tamoxifen, it could change helix 12 con-
formation in a similar manner to the change induced by 4-hydroxy 
tamoxifen (32), leading to antiestrogen activity. However, the rigid 
triple bond in the 4-position and the flexibility of tamoxifen struc-
ture could lead to an enlargement and distortion of the binding 
cavity in a similar way to that obtained with EPTA-Gd directing 
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the PTA-Gd moiety toward helices 7 and 8 and accommodating 
the dimethylamino ethoxy group in a conformation, which does 
not perturb significantly helix 12 conformation. This hypothesis is 
in accord with recent X-ray studies suggesting that the flexibility 
and plasticity of the entire ligand-binding cavity of ER allows 
expanding of the cavity space in different directions, depending on 
the chemical nature of the bound ligand (33–35). The well-defined 
structure by X-ray crystallography provides direct evidence on the 
ability of a ligand to interact with ER in the solid state and induce 
agonistic or antagonistic activity. However, it should be noted that 
conformational changes of ER in the tissue environment, specifi-
cally in the nucleus, may alter the interaction between the ligand 
and the receptor and modify the induced activity.

The main purpose of the in vivo studies was to evaluate the 
ability of the two ER-targeted CAs to demonstrate augmented 
enhancement upon binding to ER, thereby detecting ER-positive 
tumors. Indeed, EPTA-Gd interacted with ER as expected from 
the cell culture studies and specifically augmented significantly 
the MRI signal in the ER-positive xenografts as compared to 
the ER-negative xenografts and to muscle tissue. The muscle 
enhancement was low and also decayed after ~20 min as expected 
for molecules that do not show specific interaction with extracel-
lular or intracellular components and are cleared out through the 
kidneys (17). Furthermore, the inability of EPTA-Gd to induce 
enhancement when ER was blocked by tamoxifen served to 
prove its selective binding to free ER. In contrast, the interac-
tion and enhancement patterns induced by TPTA-Gd could not 
be predicted from the breast cancer cell culture studies, as this 
probe strongly enhanced in vivo muscle tissues, demonstrating a 
dominant non-ER-specific binding to muscle components. This 
non-specific interaction is most likely determined by the tamox-
ifen moiety as the paramagnetic moiety is the same in EPTA-Gd 
and TPTA-Gd. It was previously shown that in addition to its 
high-affinity binding to the ER, tamoxifen binds with high affin-
ity to microsomal antiestrogen-binding site (AEBS) and inhibits 
with a micromolar efficiency, protein kinase C (PKC), calmodulin 
(CaM)-dependent enzymes, and Acyl coenzyme A: cholesterol 
acyltransferase (ACAT) (36–38).

An additional ER-independent effect of tamoxifen was 
revealed in the competition studies of EPTA-Gd and tamoxifen. 
Acute tamoxifen treatment for 1  h did not affect the vascular 
function of the ER-positive and negative xenografts. However, 
chronic treatment for 3 days caused in both types of xenografts 
a higher transcapillary transfer and augmented enhancement 
suggesting specific tamoxifen-induced interaction with tumor 
endothelial cells that change the vascular permeability. It was 
previously demonstrated that chronic tamoxifen treatment for 
several days increased the transcapillary transfer of MCF7 xeno-
grafts in nude mice (39). It was also shown by Blackwell et al. (40) 
that tamoxifen exerts significant inhibition of angiogenesis in an 
ER-independent mechanism. The effects on the vascular function 
during chronic treatment with tamoxifen could be indirect, such 
as increased hypoxia and consequently upregulation of VEGF 
expression level, but we cannot exclude direct interaction with 
endothelial cells.

Of specific interest was the effect of EPTA-Gd on ER level. 
The amount of ER in cells is controlled by a balance between its 

synthesis and degradation and is influenced by the nature of the 
bound ligand. Like estrogen treatment (21), EPTA-Gd induced a 
marked decrease in ER within few hours, which slowly returned 
to steady state level at 48 h posttreatment. This temporal change 
in ER level are directly associated with the functional response 
of ER and reflects estrogen responsiveness in general. Further 
studies are required for extending the use of EPTA-Gd to moni-
tor temporal changes in ER level and characterize ER functional 
activity. Moreover, it was recently indicated that the shape of an 
estrogenic ligand programs the conformation of the ER complex, 
which, in turn, can modulate the activity of estrogen-induced 
apoptosis (41). The mechanism of estrogen-induced apoptosis 
has been associated with the positive response to treatment 
with estradiol, or with partial ER agonists of ER-positive breast 
cancers resistant to long-term estrogen deprivation (for example, 
by tamoxifen) (42, 43).

The ability of partial ER agonists to induce apoptosis in 
ER-positive cells suggests that the clinical application of 
EPTA-Gd may not cause any harm to breast cancer patients 
with ER-positive tumors and could even be effective by inducing 
apoptosis. Further studies investigating whether EPTA-Gd can 
induce apoptosis may lead to its development as a dual-targeted 
ER probe for imaging and treatment, particularly of tamoxifen-
resistant ER-positive cancers. Clearly, although EPTA-Gd was 
found to be non-toxic to mice, at the doses administered in this 
study, and to be cleared out into the urine, any future clinical 
utilization will require controlled toxicity studies in humans. 
Thus far, new MRI probes targeted to the progesterone receptor 
were also synthesized, demonstrating specific enhancement in 
progesterone  –  positive cancer cells and animal model tumors 
(44–47). Currently, however, the only imaging approach for visual 
assessment and quantitative measurement of steroid hormone 
receptors in humans have focused predominately on 18F-based 
radiopharmaceuticals and PET, in combination with computed 
tomography (48).

In summary, EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd were found to act as 
SERMs with partial agonistic activities, inducing proliferation of 
estrogen responsive cells and modulating gene expression levels 
of ER and cMyc. Both agents entered the cells and augmenting the 
T1-relaxation rate of the water in their surrounding through bind-
ing to ER. However, only EPTA-Gd was found to be an adequate 
ER-targeted probe in  vivo as TPTA-Gd exhibited non-specific 
interaction with cell components other than ER, particularly in 
muscle tissue, that dominated its ability to induce MRI contrast 
in ER-positive tumors.

aUThOr cOnTriBUTiOns

AP performed the entire acquisition, analysis, and interpreta-
tion of the data in this work, worked on drafting this manuscript 
and preparing the illustrations, including approval of the final 
version, and accounting for all aspects of the work in ensuring 
that questions related to the accuracy or integrity of any part 
of the work are appropriately investigated and resolved. HD is 
responsible for the conception of the work and for the design 
of the experiments and the interpretation of the data, revising 
the manuscript and adding content of intellectual importance 

http://www.frontiersin.org/Oncology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/oncology/archive


12

Pais and Degani Estrogen Receptor-Targeted Contrast Agents

Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org April 2016 | Volume 6 | Article 100

including approving the final version, and accounting for all 
aspects of the work in ensuring that questions related to the 
accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are appropriately 
investigated and resolved.

acKnOWleDgMenTs

We thank Dr. C. Gunanathan and Prof. D. Milstein for the 
chemical synthesis and analysis of the ER-targeted contrast 
agents, Dr.  D. Seger and T. Kreizman for their assistance with 

the molecular biology studies, R. Margalit for the support in the 
animal studies, Dr. I. Biton for supporting the MRI studies, and 
Dr. E. Furman-Haran for the valuable discussions. HD holds the 
Fred and Andrea Fallek Chair for Breast Cancer Research.

FUnDing

This work was supported by a grant from the Israel Science 
Foundation and from the Center for Health Sciences of the 
Weizmann Institute of Science.

reFerences

1. Jemal A, Siegel R, Xu J, Ward E. Cancer statistics, 2010. CA Cancer J Clin 
(2010) 60:277–300. doi:10.3322/caac.20073 

2. Jensen EV, Jacobson HI, Walf AA, Frye CA. Estrogen action: a historic 
perspective on the implications of considering alternative approaches. Physiol 
Behav (2010) 99:151–62. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.2009.08.013 

3. Weigel MT, Dowsett M. Current and emerging biomarkers in breast 
cancer: prognosis and prediction. Endocr Relat Cancer (2010) 17:R245–62. 
doi:10.1677/ERC-10-0136 

4. Davies C, Godwin J, Gray R, Clarke M, Cutter D, Darby S, et al. Relevance of 
breast cancer hormone receptors and other factors to the efficacy of adjuvant 
tamoxifen: patient-level meta-analysis of randomised trials. Lancet (2011) 
378:771–84. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(11)60993-8 

5. Barnes DM, Millis RR, Beex LV, Thorpe SM, Leake RE. Increased use of 
immunohistochemistry for oestrogen receptor measurement in mammary 
carcinoma: the need for quality assurance. Eur J Cancer (1998) 34:1677–82. 
doi:10.1016/S0959-8049(98)00149-X 

6. Harvey JM, Clark GM, Osborne CK, Allred DC. Estrogen receptor status by 
immunohistochemistry is superior to the ligand-binding assay for predicting 
response to adjuvant endocrine therapy in breast cancer. J Clin Oncol (1999) 
17:1474–81. 

7. Gown AM. Current issues in ER and HER2 testing by IHC in breast cancer. 
Mod Pathol (2008) 21(Suppl 2):S8–15. doi:10.1038/modpathol.2008.34 

8. Fitzgibbons PL, Murphy DA, Hammond MEH, Allred DC, Valenstein 
PN. Recommendations for validating estrogen and progesterone receptor 
immunohistochemistry assays. Arch Pathol Lab Med (2010) 134:930–5. 
doi:10.1043/1543-2165-134.6.930 

9. Katzenellenbogen JA, Coleman RE, Hawkins RA, Krohn KA, Larson SM, 
Mendelsohn J, et  al. Tumor receptor imaging: proceedings of the National 
Cancer Institute workshop, review of current work, and prospective for 
further investigations. Clin Cancer Res (1995) 1:921–32. 

10. Katzenellenbogen JA. The 2010 Philip S. Portoghese Medicinal 
Chemistry Lectureship: addressing the “core issue” in the design of 
estrogen receptor ligands. J Med Chem (2011) 54:5271–82. doi:10.1021/
jm200801h 

11. Mintun MA, Welch MJ, Siegel BA, Mathias CJ, Brodack JW, McGuire AH, 
et  al. Breast cancer: PET imaging of estrogen receptors. Radiology (1988) 
169:45–8. doi:10.1148/radiology.169.1.3262228 

12. de Vries EFJ, Rots MG, Hospers GAP. Nuclear imaging of hormonal 
receptor status in breast cancer: a tool for guiding endocrine treatment 
and drug development. Curr Cancer Drug Targets (2007) 7:510–9. 
doi:10.2174/156800907781662301 

13. Peterson LM, Mankoff DA, Lawton T, Yagle K, Schubert EK, Stekhova S, et al. 
Quantitative imaging of estrogen receptor expression in breast cancer with 
PET and 18F-fluoroestradiol. J Nucl Med (2008) 49:367–74. doi:10.2967/
jnumed.107.047506 

14. Peterson LM, Kurland BF, Link JM, Schubert EK, Stekhova S, Linden HM, 
et al. Factors influencing the uptake of 18F-fluoroestradiol in patients with 
estrogen receptor positive breast cancer. Nucl Med Biol (2011) 38:969–78. 
doi:10.1016/j.nucmedbio.2011.03.002 

15. DeMartini W, Lehman C, Partridge S. Breast MRI for cancer detection and 
characterization: a review of evidence-based clinical applications. Acad Radiol 
(2008) 15:408–16. doi:10.1016/j.acra.2007.11.006 

16. Gunanathan C, Pais A, Furman-Haran E, Seger D, Eyal E, Mukhopadhyay 
S, et  al. Water-soluble contrast agents targeted at the estrogen receptor for 
molecular magnetic resonance imaging. Bioconjug Chem (2007) 18:1361–5. 
doi:10.1021/bc700230m 

17. Pais A, Gunanathan C, Margalit R, Biton IE, Yosepovich A, Milstein D, 
et  al. In vivo magnetic resonance imaging of the estrogen receptor in an 
orthotopic model of human breast cancer. Cancer Res (2011) 71:7387–97. 
doi:10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-11-1226 

18. Pais A, Biton IE, Margalit R, Degani H. Characterization of estrogen- 
receptor-targeted contrast agents in solution, breast cancer cells, and tumors 
in vivo. Magn Reson Med (2013) 70:193–206. doi:10.1002/mrm.24442 

19. Li M-J, Greenblatt HM, Dym O, Albeck S, Pais A, Gunanathan C, et  al. 
Structure of estradiol metal chelate and estrogen receptor complex: the basis 
for designing a new class of selective estrogen receptor modulators. J Med 
Chem (2011) 54:3575–80. doi:10.1021/jm200192y 

20. Legros N, Jin L, Leclercq G. Tamoxifen-induced estrogen receptor up- 
regulation in mammary tumor cells is not related to growth inhibition. Cancer 
Chemother Pharmacol (1997) 39:380–2. doi:10.1007/s002800050587 

21. Dadiani M, Seger D, Kreizman T, Badikhi D, Margalit R, Eilam R, et  al. 
Estrogen regulation of vascular endothelial growth factor in breast cancer 
in vitro and in vivo: the role of estrogen receptor alpha and c-Myc. Endocr 
Relat Cancer (2009) 16:819–34. doi:10.1677/ERC-08-0249 

22. Degani H, Ronen SM, Furman-Haran E. Breast cancer: spectroscopy and 
imaging of cells and tumors. In: Gillies R, editor. NMR in Physiology and 
Biomedicine. San Diego, CA: Academic Press (1994). p. 329–51.

23. Miller MA, Katzenellenbogen BS. Characterization and quantitation of 
antiestrogen binding sites in estrogen receptor-positive and -negative human 
breast cancer cell lines. Cancer Res (1983) 43:3094–100. 

24. Nawata H, Bronzert D, Lippman ME. Isolation and characterization of a 
tamoxifen-resistant cell line derived from MCF-7 human breast cancer cells. 
J Biol Chem (1981) 256:5016–21. 

25. el Amouri H, Vessières A, Vichard D, Top S, Gruselle M, Jaouen G. Syntheses 
and affinities of novel organometallic-labeled estradiol derivatives: a 
structure-affinity relationship. J Med Chem (1992) 35:3130–5. doi:10.1021/
jm00095a006 

26. Jackson A, Davis J, Pither RJ, Rodger A, Hannon MJ. Estrogen-derived steroi-
dal metal complexes: agents for cellular delivery of metal centers to estrogen 
receptor-positive cells. Inorg Chem (2001) 40:3964–73. doi:10.1021/ic010152a 

27. Gabano E, Cassino C, Bonetti S, Prandi C, Colangelo D, Ghiglia A, et  al. 
Synthesis and characterisation of estrogenic carriers for cytotoxic Pt(II) 
fragments: biological activity of the resulting complexes. Org Biomol Chem 
(2005) 3:3531–9. doi:10.1039/b507716h 

28. Musgrove EA, Sergio CM, Loi S, Inman CK, Anderson LR, Alles MC, et al. 
Identification of functional networks of estrogen- and c-Myc-responsive genes 
and their relationship to response to tamoxifen therapy in breast cancer. PLoS 
One (2008) 3:e2987. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0002987 

29. Xu J, Chen Y, Olopade OI. MYC and breast cancer. Genes Cancer (2010) 
1:629–40. doi:10.1177/1947601910378691 

30. Nawaz Z, Lonard DM, Dennis AP, Smith CL, O’Malley BW. Proteasome-
dependent degradation of the human estrogen receptor. Proc Natl Acad Sci U 
S A (1999) 96:1858–62. doi:10.1073/pnas.96.5.1858 

31. Kocanova S, Mazaheri M, Caze-Subra S, Bystricky K. Ligands specify estrogen 
receptor alpha nuclear localization and degradation. BMC Cell Biol (2010) 
11:98. doi:10.1186/1471-2121-11-98 

http://www.frontiersin.org/Oncology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/oncology/archive
http://dx.doi.org/10.3322/caac.20073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2009.08.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1677/ERC-10-0136
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(11)60993-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0959-8049(98)00149-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/modpathol.2008.34
http://dx.doi.org/10.1043/1543-2165-134.6.930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm200801h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm200801h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1148/radiology.169.1.3262228
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/156800907781662301
http://dx.doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.107.047506
http://dx.doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.107.047506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nucmedbio.2011.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.acra.2007.11.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bc700230m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-11-1226
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mrm.24442
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm200192y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002800050587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1677/ERC-08-0249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm00095a006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm00095a006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic010152a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b507716h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0002987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1947601910378691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.5.1858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2121-11-98


13

Pais and Degani Estrogen Receptor-Targeted Contrast Agents

Frontiers in Oncology | www.frontiersin.org April 2016 | Volume 6 | Article 100

32. Shiau AK, Barstad D, Loria PM, Cheng L, Kushner PJ, Agard DA, et al. The 
structural basis of estrogen receptor/coactivator recognition and the antag-
onism of this interaction by tamoxifen. Cell (1998) 95:927–37. doi:10.1016/
S0092-8674(00)81717-1 

33. Egner U, Heinrich N, Ruff M, Gangloff M, Mueller-Fahrnow A, Wurtz JM. 
Different ligands-different receptor conformations: modeling of the hER alpha 
LBD in complex with agonists and antagonists. Med Res Rev (2001) 21:523–39. 
doi:10.1002/med.1024 

34. Nettles KW, Bruning JB, Gil G, O’Neill EE, Nowak J, Guo Y, et al. Structural 
plasticity in the oestrogen receptor ligand-binding domain. EMBO Rep (2007) 
8:563–8. doi:10.1038/sj.embor.7400963 

35. Maximov PY, Myers CB, Curpan RF, Lewis-Wambi JS, Jordan VC. Structure-
function relationships of estrogenic triphenylethylenes related to endoxifen 
and 4-hydroxytamoxifen. J Med Chem (2010) 53:3273–83. doi:10.1021/
jm901907u 

36. Sutherland RL, Murphy LC, San Foo M, Green MD, Whybourne AM, 
Krozowski ZS. High-affinity anti-oestrogen binding site distinct from the 
oestrogen receptor. Nature (1980) 288:273–5. doi:10.1038/288273a0 

37. de Médina p, Favre G, Poirot M. Multiple targeting by the antitumor drug 
tamoxifen: a structure-activity study. Curr Med Chem Anticancer Agents 
(2004) 4:491–508. doi:10.2174/1568011043352696 

38. Lopes MC, Vale MG, Carvalho AP. Ca2(+)-dependent binding of tamoxifen 
to calmodulin isolated from bovine brain. Cancer Res (1990) 50:2753–8. 

39. Furman-Haran E, Margalit R, Maretzek AF, Degani H. Angiogenic response 
of MCF7 human breast cancer to hormonal treatment: assessment by dynamic 
GdDTPA-enhanced MRI at high spatial resolution. J Magn Reson Imaging 
(1996) 6:195–202. doi:10.1002/jmri.1880060135 

40. Blackwell KL, Haroon ZA, Shan S, Saito W, Broadwater G, Greenberg CS, et al. 
Tamoxifen inhibits angiogenesis in estrogen receptor-negative animal models. 
Clin Cancer Res (2000) 6:4359–64. 

41. Jordan VC. The new biology of estrogen-induced apoptosis applied to treat 
and prevent breast cancer. Endocr Relat Cancer (2015) 22:R1–31. doi:10.1530/
ERC-14-0448 

42. Obiorah IE, Fan p, Sengupta S, Jordan VC. Selective estrogen-induced apoptosis 
in breast cancer. Steroids (2014) 90:60–70. doi:10.1016/j.steroids.2014.06.003 

43. Xiong R, Patel HK, Gutgesell LM, Zhao J, Delgado-Rivera L, Pham TND, et al. 
Selective human estrogen receptor partial agonists (ShERPAs) for tamoxi-
fen-resistant breast cancer. J Med Chem (2016) 59:219–36. doi:10.1021/acs.
jmedchem.5b01276 

44. Lee J, Burdette JE, MacRenaris KW, Mustafi D, Woodruff TK, Meade 
TJ. Rational design, synthesis, and biological evaluation of progesterone- 
modified MRI contrast agents. Chem Biol (2007) 14:824–34. doi:10.1016/j.
chembiol.2007.06.006 

45. Sukerkar PA, MacRenaris KW, Townsend TR, Ahmed RA, Burdette 
JE, Meade TJ. Synthesis and biological evaluation of water-soluble  
progesterone-conjugated probes for magnetic resonance imaging of 
hormone related cancers. Bioconjug Chem (2011) 22(11):2304–16. 
doi:10.1021/bc2003555 

46. Sukerkar PA, MacRenaris KW, Meade TJ, Burdette JE. A steroid-conjugated 
magnetic resonance probe enhances contrast in progesterone receptor 
expressing organs and tumors in  vivo. Mol Pharm (2011) 8(4):1390–400. 
doi:10.1021/mp200219e 

47. Townsend TR, Moyle-Heyrman G, Sukerkar PA, MacRenaris KW, Burdette 
JE, Meade TJ. Progesterone-targeted magnetic resonance imaging probes. 
Bioconjug Chem (2014) 25(8):1428–37. doi:10.1021/bc500265h 

48. Fowler AM, Clark AS, Katzenellenbogen JA, Linden HM, Dehdashti 
F. Imaging diagnostic and therapeutic targets: steroid receptors in 
breast cancer. J Nucl Med (2016) 57(Suppl 1):75S–80S. doi:10.2967/
jnumed.115.157933 

Conflict of Interest Statement: The research was conducted in the absence of any 
commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict 
of interest.

Copyright © 2016 Pais and Degani. This is an open-access article distributed under 
the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribu-
tion or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) 
or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in 
accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is 
permitted which does not comply with these terms.

http://www.frontiersin.org/Oncology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/oncology/archive
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81717-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81717-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/med.1024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.embor.7400963
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm901907u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jm901907u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/288273a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1568011043352696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jmri.1880060135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1530/ERC-14-0448
http://dx.doi.org/10.1530/ERC-14-0448
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.steroids.2014.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.5b01276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jmedchem.5b01276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chembiol.2007.06.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chembiol.2007.06.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bc2003555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/mp200219e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bc500265h
http://dx.doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.115.157933
http://dx.doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.115.157933
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Estrogen Receptor-Targeted Contrast Agents for Molecular Magnetic Resonance Imaging of Breast Cancer Hormonal Status
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Solution-Binding Affinity to ER
	Cells
	Cell Proliferation Assay
	Western Blotting
	MRI- and Fluorescence-Binding Studies
	MRI of Breast Cancer Xenografts in Mice
	Histology
	Statistics

	Results
	Binding to ER in Solution and in Cells
	Hormonal-Induced Bioactivities of 
EPTA-Gd and TPTA-Gd in Human Breast Cancer Cells
	In Vivo Interaction with ER
	Competition Studies of EPTA-Gd with Tamoxifen

	Discussion
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Funding
	References


