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Dataset Desmedt Minn Miller Pawitan Loi Chin
# % # % # % # % # % # %

Number of Samples 147 96 247 156 178 123
Number of Poor 29 20 21 22 37 15 22 14 28 16 23 19
Number of Goor 91 62 41 43 156 63 120 77 92 52 63 51
ER Status (IHC) Positive 96 65 54 56 209 85 0 0 142 80 80 65
ER Status (IHC) Negative 51 35 42 44 34 14 0 0 30 17 43 35
ER Status (IHC) NA 0 0 0 0 4 2 156 100 6 3 0 0
ER Status (205225 at) Pos 101 69 63 66 184 74 124 79 139 78 87 71
ER Status (205225 at) Neg 46 31 33 34 63 26 32 21 39 22 36 29
HER2 Status (216836 s at) Pos 20 14 13 14 33 13 18 12 18 10 17 14
HER2 Status (216836 s at) Neg 127 86 83 86 214 87 138 88 160 90 106 86
Mean Tumor Size (mm) 23,3 36,4 22,5 23,9 26,5
Tumor Size NA 0 0 0 0 0 0 156 100 4 2 2 2
Grade 1 24 16 0 0 65 26 28 18 27 15 14 11
Grade 2 58 39 0 0 126 51 57 37 74 42 43 35
Grade 3 65 44 0 0 54 22 60 38 36 20 62 50
Grade NA 0 0 96 100 2 1 11 7 41 23 4 3
Lymph Node Positive 0 0 62 65 82 33 0 0 37 21 68 55
Lymph Node Negative 147 100 34 35 156 63 0 0 135 76 55 45
Lymph Node NA 0 0 0 0 9 4 156 100 6 3 0 0
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