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Fig. 1 The cytoplasmic ER cortents in the Fig. 2 The nuclear ER contents in th= liver
~ liver and oviduct of laying and non-laying and oviduct of laying and non-laying hens
hens A—liver B—oviduct n=5
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QUANTITATIVE STUDY ON ESTROGEN RECEPTORS OF
HEN LIVERS AND OVIDUCTS

Shao Kai, Wang Linxian
(Department of Animal Physiology and Biochemistry,
Beijing Agricultural University, 100094, Beijing)

Abstract

Using radio-ligand binding assay, we quantified the estrogen receptors in the liver
and oviduct of laying and non-laying hens. The cytoplasmic estrogen receptor contents
in the liver and oviduct of the two groups of hens were very low. There was no signi-
ficant difference between the two groups. The concentrations of estrogen receptors in
the nuclear fractions of liver tissue between the two groups were significantly different,
3.72 picomoles/mg DNA in laying, and 0.25 picomoles/mg DNA in non-laying. No
significant difference in nuclear estraegen receptor contents of oviduct was found between
the two groups of hens,
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