L
AW




F

AER > REBENZEHAEREEBRERNTNIERAFTEES T r ENSEZER
A AEEMENREENEEFHEBRHREIZEY - REBEEREESRLRE
B QEREENEREECELEXGRES4FN3.28/B108ADO (2
EZRE695A) » BEZRENNEMNG.51/B10BADO (2 EREE2831A)
R FEREEMBBENE - c Hf > BRBARNFOHABAERE - TEBE
AFSEMAENE . BREMEEST  BEENEEREF RBEBANRITRE
DR -

PEHREENBEARARERERE  F80TtREEEV2RCENR DRSS
B BEXEAERNAER -MHABER SERERARENATEBES
REN1T7% >  BREABREVEEURHNZEEAER  HEEHBEHFEE X
fIE2 AR -

AR (AEBREBRMAREZIQIES) NEE - ZHEASA KRR LESE
EESXEBERUHBRKREBRCRNEREBEHRRATH - RBERERITHE » 2EH
28~ REARMARIRIEARE - M55 « MEGEE%E - tBaREREBEE
IRt S BRBESARIRUERNEREKR T HFREE -

55| R 4FRI A B13ECROSS ~ CheckMate-577 - KEYNOTE-590% 2 THRI #
ME=ZMERABER > TRASEHRKRRESNEERE - fINEBEFHREE
BHELES - BRANHERATAMERER - I RABRBRKRERIEH—EAES
EERAY TEERERNREBRARNIA -

AIESINFIEEN > FMERATRERBNH  E2ATHUERKREBMEZER
RPMEARE BERARGZBHEEARATSENEE - BREEFEMEAIME
AERE ETZERERN R ISEEEMEAREXNTLERER - A15
S| A BERISNEERKIER -

R&  ERZ2HEAESIRENAEER  EBRNERBERSEBHERLEEHEN
BE - BMAESIEERA—SEEZER > RE/EREBNEREDZAIZEE
£~ BEEFAERNEEERE » WIFEHEEATERKIEEEFIEN - A

EEKERNEERE -

»
”

[\ W
,‘l».\'lj’_} } -.‘ —

-9
-
o

—a

—~—— e



BEBEARERSHENREAEBEMNKNES » BEMHLREHERBEMEE  AME
BRENZ2ENAHRESRE - 9B REBRNZEREFERN > BEUBRERES
o AEREENERNZER > BESRTFHER - EESHAEMEBINE ZR
B HNFHREERZMBERKEGRTIE  SRZPRBEZKHEEBRH
 REIRBRIEERTARMA

AFMEOEE > BRETEARERRIERNERERESKMARAR > HER
BREWNZE - 28 - ARIREE © FIRES - BMEaRREYIERNTEIRE
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EABREREREN JFER  FHEE
REEMTRBHETER
SERERENZEREF L > RIBEEECKRSNEN  REN\+HFEHZEHNREREE
RHH 695 A (FRIZRIERER=328/B10BA0Y) > MEE—T—+—F81EM0
ZF 2831 A (FERIEE(ERER= 651/ 810 BAO%) - Hb > BBNMRESSBRRLH
ARMRRRTE - BRERE _BRZEBEBIR » BESTK 10% - BRERGHAMRES AR
MTRBED T - 2R ERERETF : BHkiERESENEREF e E MR REE - BRER
fERETEEENESREYR - | SLRERNFEERE  HRILARBK (8 XBE
10:1) 2 FHEEHREHFE (BHBETFHERD 50-60 5%) 2 NE—ELARESH
oY R BRI SE A AR - C IR B RERZIABERERANEBRIR - 5% B
EM RREROLREBEEZURCENERRE =HI5E AR - E*;%E’J,HEEUQ
WTEEERENTRE - RESEEBEELKRSNAR > REN+LEEE—BE _EF‘Eﬁﬁ
SN BRESNARERE  HATFERESBSZTL - 53&&22%?%77!3’]“‘“ ~
BEHIIARBNER - FaBESIBNaERERE RINSHAMRESEE » 573 ?‘LF
EEHARIZERIEN  HRHIZEAEARBEREREE - REBIMIF - REEERREY
NERBNRTER
(5 - FERIFE(CRE(EA 1976 FHFRITEAOSEEAN)

RIEENZERERR S HA

MABNEERRE - FHEM - REBERAMEZESEL B2 TEN / AEBAFRERERIR -
MW?E%’“E)JHKEEE;EJ%? ESARER - HittxRm D BIRE SRR B ANARRER
& (MAREBEN) - ShEERE EFEHESR (PET)  XREHESE -

BHREE (BIRBUHRESIA EFEIERE (superficial esophageal squamous
cell neoplasia [SESCN])

BHEIRERE (718 SESCN) RIEREMESERERRNIAEENIMETE - BERSHIER
#87% (BD pTisNOMO B pTINOMO) - IEIEFEFRIZEEEBTFHENARREETLR > AR
RBBERRBRARRE » DEHEIERE ZSHRE - RHRERNERGESNURETIR
flimE ; WERER > NRBEUIERMN (MARIBFAETIBRMTEL AR RFAE T RIBEMT) S&EEK
BEoREB T EEAKEE -

FiTER
WA REVIMRI AT F BE 2 FIMRE - MERRERFRFMN > ErIRE R 73 EN S
R FERBNERER > BASPERETEER -
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BAZHREEREECHNERRIRER > BERBCSRILEREIE (adventitia) B)
EREHS  TEHEMMESER - BF 'RINEEERERER BEZMURA 'I‘_{

FRHERREALAD > HEARAKE > MEZRREREBRRNS - SFMRAERE

BZEOERE (multi-modality therapy) PJERFHARIE » B RRIEM TR

(N EZaBESHRaa®E (5 MEBEl )

F&F4T4h > RTOG 85-01 WA EE » LA cisplatin & 5-fluorouracil &Z{EE A ER
RAMRPIERE  REANSAETHEELERFEEREEH  BEAFEFEEXRNA
25% ° SIER  HHEIRAMRSENERTIESEMABEARNE—SRFER > fl
MERBERINEE - BRiEB 2 EARRARRBIEEETH  BEGRESERERT -

(2) hEEBHE S E R ER I L F i

ANEREARENERTE > B 1990 FRESH ZIEM BRI N FMaI TR D
{EEZ AT BB - ELMFEZIRA cisplatin &4 5-fluorouracil B{EER T »
BEFIEABERITA— - 2011 F—IRSHHZIRFE - MARIKEBINAS O TET - KA
cisplatin il 5-fluorouracil MFEEENREIFEES HF it - WEBFMIGEIRFEL
20% FOFET RS © 7

2012 F » RIETEMITHAREE = HIER R EE—CROSS MIR—BREE » A carboplatin
B paclitaxel BEEREHNFEMETEESHFN > RS ERKREBBEF G
PRAEETRERS - TEOWET > SRR ESEUTUIRSEESIEERE - 8 AR
BE THHBES ENESHFMEABENENREREREESENER - 5—IENRPEH
HATRIOAR B S8 = HAER PRAVER TR 2018 HF3E&R » HEEREEMT » $RA cisplatin B vinorelbine
REBEANMBERTENESHFMN  REBFNESERAREHAERERECE
HIE GBI ER - PN L= RBERESRERARERZES  ESNEHR
ZARBRERIEMRARABNERLER > H#BREATAERAER -

(3 )*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ:;/u (Fé‘ﬂ'%ﬁ”ft%ﬁ”) &0l

S EERMOBER (MEAR) ERANGESEHREGRMEMRENRE - 2024 F3;
RZHBZA JCOG1109 Eﬁ%?z’eﬁﬂ‘\ $*H cisplatin » 5-fluorouracil & docetaxel =& &#
RIFTEEBIEE A R - RIBARM cisplatin i 5-fluorouracil €#5 % » AJREZEERRTEE
BErEEHR - 10 S—IEREHITH CMISG1701 FREAIR 2023 FEEXK - ZHRLEER TN
cisplatin B2 paclitaxel ZEMFEEN(CE - HEKENSHBRGGEE (BIFEEIE
M) 2BYER - BRET MEABRARNEREEE I ETBEEESER - 1 ELRH
MAMRET » FEENCBENFMITABE G RN E R B MRENEE S EEIR
Y
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(4) EHBNIEIE

EMfEEm EA B RE DA ERRE > MBMFEEZRERNER - BEEEZER B
n TEEEyMaRE ) NBISEERIRE - AWM > BEWEAREAELERRERPEESE
HEY - ESEF—IRE = HIRREAE—— CheckMate-577 (FR 2021 F#R) —1=
RS ERE > ERERARREEINEIE nivolumab 1F% 1% 52 #8HENE 2 (£ BN F i
BRBOWYIEAE > TERBERTEN o 12 ZMRMAEZIEHMEL (LS HF4
% HARGRER  BREZAEREERELE 1 mm) 28E - GRETR > HARR
RIA > #5488 —5F nivolumab AR BELERBRTFEH - MEARFEO=—HZAES
BimRERE > ABRERGEEHNNEESABAREFENNER > MFEREEHH
E—L DM

(5) BRREEE (MH) RESHAMRENEBLHEAE

HRHIRERNEENREGHAMARERE  AEFAESEZFMNMSRE[EERE
BERBENEEMEYAEAT - B5RL - ZEUABEMMEEREAT > HHPMUERA
EREEN16E (cisplatin-based combination chemotherapy) &&E RN—4&H
oo R REMmERINEIE (immune checkpoint inhibitors) » 4532 % PD-1
/ PD-L1 £ CTLA-4 f9HHIAE > EZEREPEREERERLEE LT - ESEAMNIA
ABRREEEE > TCESISHERAENERYERHREHNMAREEREY - £H
PD-1 {IHI BB R B —(bEA % » JEEMRITT AR E LT E - 1916

B—SH > BENIBARBBRMARES > 1§ PD-1 / PD-L1 {IF BB EH{CEHBES
F—RAE > HRNEBMLE  JHEZRABEEERE  IEREEEFSTHEERTE
HR o 77-24 Hrh— AR AR (B PD-1 Bl CTLA-4 EESIEIEAE 58 > TR
TEEEREETES  AREREREE - 20

Eit - REEERIFEERAERFERMEREHKAREEEHAENERREE
I8 - 78T - BRINEAZEBNEMIZE TR EEN > MEEMRAS S » RARERINS
SR B AR R 1EAT M - UhAh > TEIMN 2 B MABERIBNMBEYESEE (antibody-
drug conjugates, ADCs) TNMEMRR BEBHAMIREFHENAR  BEMRRGEHE - K
RAIELAEEFTRESL - EAVNAEERE -
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> /N 144 H
ﬁlﬁ%ﬁ?lﬁﬁ - 9 HF
FE B8 s K EAK{ sR EE P N VR REE Y  E R
S B EIIE

- B - SBEN - RBERAMEZSER « ZETERE / AERA REREEER
BEEMNIRKRRERIR - AR DIVERNESE - SERFEES DHCENRBRE -
- EEAFRBEREEEIE, RESAARE (SqCC) MARRE (AJCC) IERT » &EiE
RIBEFR@EEAS (WHO) ZEFENEDIE (poorly differentiated) KRS LEE
(undifferentiated cancers) (334 4k) #ETHRZBHAMIEE (HC) &, MESD
SqCC 1 AdCC -

AOMNDZ=MNBEREZSRERBREE  MEERKEREIRERRBRENARKES
R o 1 OB E NI E SR B ESHRIRET) A 18 kR REEARS (WHO)
EHEETAMESLE - 2 BRIEERLEIG 6-8 HERKRMMIIA » UF)FIEDEBE
BDF DN - BIBHIARMIE (squamous cell carcinoma, SCC) FfE (adenocarcinoma,
AC) MEETERIEABRK LEFAEEEE  HERESTEEREE - R 7 LiiREE
E RS, mERAME FHEEMERIEE . S5F)VERE - SN DIBER - HERE -
BEEHEEERES -3

EIESS
HZEFERSEEEINEE (immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICI) {E&A—4GAaBENEE
th o EEET FIEYZSSEA  AREAERAR ¢

-TEFRMIETERE 1 (PD-L1) RE®RD :PD-L1 REBEEBRREHB L2 LE
(HC) #7172 BRMNFLMAXNEIE : BRELLEHISE (TPS, Tumor Proportion
Score) : FHMHREREMEP 2RO TEREREEMGHNEDLE - TEFR nivolumab
5 nivolumab/ipilimumab %—#%4& 8% » PD-L1 [ EE S TPS = 1% 2 &85
%58 (CPS, Combined Positive Score) : ##FiBEEA PD-L1 B ELAENMAE
(BEERMARE - MEXEEIRME) HNEFRAREARRE - FFEMU 100 FH
pembrolizumab &—44 % » PD-L1 B4 ESS CPS =10 - °
- HUNEEREEAREBEM (MSI, microsatellite instability) S AREEEIIEHER BRI
( MMR, mismatch repair protein expression ) 18| : 7E/5EFEEA « BB L RIE
EEEF  HEREAREEERIGEE - vJTET MSI 3 MMR AREERIIEA] - MSI AR
REEREIER PCR R ER (NGS) 2 VEERENAREM - #Ia0 BAT25 -
BAT26  MONO27 ~ NR21 * NR24 % - 6 MMR BRI S REAM(E2RE (IHC)
:F& DNA {E1EHEBEEAE (MLH1~ MSH2 » MSH6 « PMS2) ZRARIBEEFERK >
EABHEBIRS dJMMR (deficient mismatch repair) 7
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- REBRVHERARREBMERDBAER - BDHBE AR - BEETTE
MBEERE » WHEECIRED - IR RSN ERE (CT) DUgITRHE -

CHRFALRESERZRBYIRMNESE > BRETEFEREESR (FDG-PET/CT) B
E—THEDEEERINER - EHNENERESRSEEBNEE > MFAEEERER
PET/CT > ABERANERELERRE -

- HRREIRAAFBSBESHIKARENEZCREF  BEESBERBEETERED
BE - OIRETIRER > WERBETREIRERIBE > UHHRIFIREIEE (aerodigestive
tract) HIRES 5 _REFERIPIAENM -

- BEXBEREEGEREG B RERRRNRIAEMED - BIKEB XL ERFIES |7
BENEBTINRAREETREE  MFIEEBCAERENTARE -

—imE - BREEEEFENVL SRS EERRERAERKETERE (CT) HAKRERE
K (EUS) #1T: MBI s FREERERMERNES - Al EFEERHE (FDG-PET/
CT) FHME&%AE - MiplfEM EUS FRETHEERDHE » 7 RIR T DA EE B RIFHISUR M
B RN - AT EUS EEDBRRNFEENFERAER (cTla) BRILEFETERRETE

(cT1b) AHE > FEREMAERRIE - FEt > $t¥ PHIREE (cTla Kk cTlb < 2cm) - EHE
SGEEBETARBEHETHBM (endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD) > EEAE
{HEF EUS BENERSHRELZR - 8

ROEREAREERRVEERNENE IR (CT) FIHSECIEFERERE (FDG-PET/CT) #17 > BRER
EEEERBENUERHEEREEEINEEF - 8% FDG-PET/CT HEAIBERET ERISIRK
MEREBER CT > HEERK T 28 (cT 28) EWERAEHAR  RIERLERIE
LiTR4ETE - O IERHARETE (cT1) & > FDG-PET/CT WIZER&=15RIAMR - AAERER
MR - BRAEELERSEHINBRBIERIE - © 14 » FDG-PET/CT #EES cT1~ cT2
£ cT3 fEEAEMAENTNERR « 10 Bt - BEATA BEVS ST S EIEZIEN CT Hi
SARREAREERRY CT HHEAIAIRIERERE - MESERER 8 REHNERETRZNERERR
Zz—  "ERSREN - 49 20-50% MIBEFEIHEMEER - B4 26.5% NEERLIREDN
MBEERE ; RS AERNEBENT -2 KEMms - B30 MWEREEDN CT RREINA
TN R B E B AR BB R E S EAYAE RN > M FDG-PET/CT RIZ2ZMRARE M1
(ERE%) BENEE -

&% CT # FDG-PET/CT AIMAARIMIL BHEMMEE (ON) - {EENEERIL(E - 5L
FAlrEisRl BB B AR AR AE - CT MAIEEE 1 cm HNEAMMHELENLTSEIRES
30%-60% ° '° FDG-PET/CT i B EBM B 45 5 EABEEESUR IE thE R (49 51%) 14>
AABELEHEESH T ZERBNOABIEEMMES - BElE2 T » EUS EiHMEMESE S HREE S
HEESHRM (4985%) - ©Ibs > iEMmstimIk (FNA) 1% EUS 1 (EUS-FNA)
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£ cN D HARFHE R B R HLE EUS B CT BB E SHIBRLIEN EE S - LHEEFES
HEEMEEEHEESE - 1624 Fbl » AREBER (EUS) ERABSHEEERHEE
PR CT » il FDG-PET/CT TR AERM EAEZ S ELE CT BXE#E -

ESD EFMiRIscaEAIREERE (Ta > FEREEFEILEFENE (muscularis mucosa) -
BEMEEER) EARRES > BERHEMLEEESESNRELE -V FDG-PET/
CT BIFEE A EM AR EBIBNERER S EIEEEE - Bt BRHESESRIEYIRTTN

FBEEIT FDG-PET/CT BE > AAHRAZIREENERER » AIBERALENFMHNTA -
18-20

REBHAMRE (SCC) EEEEHEENE_IREEMERE (head and neck second primary
tumors, HNSPT) - ffi5REET » &4 HNSPT (EEHTBEELSNERERE SCC B
BE - IRIERET > B8 SCC & HNSPT MERRITENS 6.7% ° FItb - FHAEH
HNSPT BRI EREETEE - 21

RIBEONERIRE R EHES (ESPEN) B9155|  BFHERENEEINAHEERMEREE -
MERET > BE—FNBETRIREVRMRIERERDBE 5% > MY 40% HNEERE
BB 10% - 22 WA BESEREH (BM) U - BEREEZEMFMER - BILE
EmE - WAERHRARE AR EREFRAGR - B > kIZ ESPEN #53|FIIRMHAVEESF -
EREREENEERET TR aRMEmREaEEE  BABEMEMIS - 2

ERARREEMGZBETRREREMN
mE B #

W EAG UL T2  AEESER S FEY
WERENITA B (G0 PD-L1) -

EHIME A IRREERNSE (B8 T & N 28)

AARSBER (EUS) SR AR EA CT -

X RERBEAH SHEBARERIETRTE ; TAH% EUS - 8
X REREER RURFERBRICE AL EUS B -

BIEE ~ IR E RN BENBASH - BB RN AR
BISEERH (CT) ALK -

FTEEEY (Fooper/cr) ERNEENMH . (ASMLERNBREL > HE

RMEGEBAZEER CT -

14



SERERR

HRE RS i 1e 5|

2E0R

01 Rustgi AK, EI-Serag HB. Esophageal carcinoma. N Engl J Med 2014; 371(26): 2499 -2509.

02 Hamilton SR, Aaltonen LA. Pathology and Genetics of Tumours of the Digestive System: World Health
Organization Classification of Tumours. Lyon, France; IARC Press 2000.

03 Lordick F, Mariette C, Haustermans K et al. Oesophageal cancer: ESMO Clinical Practice Guidelines for
diagnosis, treatment and follow-up. Ann Oncol 2016; 27(Suppl 5): v50-v57.

04 Doki Y, Ajani JA, Kato K, et al. Nivolumab combination therapy in advanced esophageal squamous-cell
carcinoma. N Engl J Med. 2022;386(5):449-462.

05 Sun JM, Shen L, Shah MA, et al. Pembrolizumab plus chemotherapy versus chemotherapy alone for first-
line treatment of advanced oesophageal cancer (KEYNOTE-590): a randomized, placebo-controlled, phase
3 study. Lancet. 2021;398(10302):759-771.

06 Murphy KM, Zhang S, Geiger T, et al. Comparison of the microsatellite instability analysis system and the
Bethesda panel for the determination of microsatellite instability in colorectal cancers. J Mol Diagn 2006;
8:305-311.

07 Le DT, Durham JN, Smith KN, et al. Mismatch repair deficiency predicts response of solid tumors to PD-1
blockade. Science 2017; 357:409-413.

08 Thosani N, Singh H, Kapadia A, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of EUS in differentiating mucosal versus
submucosal invasion of superficial esophageal cancers: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Gastrointest Endosc 2012; 75:242-253.

09 Cuellar SL, Carter BW, Macapinlac HA, et al. Clinical staging of patients with early esophageal
adenocarcinoma: does FDG-PET/CT have a role? J Thorac Oncol 2014; 9:1202-1206.

10 Tirumani H, Rosenthal MH, Tirumani SH, et al. Esophageal carcinoma: current concepts in the role of
imaging in staging and management. Can Assoc Radiol J 2015; 66:130-139.

11 Chen J, CaiW, Zheng X et al. The pattern of cervical lymph node metastasis in thoracic esophageal
squamous cell carcinoma may affect the target decision for definitive radiotherapy. Radiother Oncol 2017;
123(3): 382-386.

12 Chen J, Liu S, Pan J et al. The pattern and prevalence of lymphatic spread in thoracic oesophageal
squamous cell carcinoma. Eur J Cardiothorac Surg 2009; 36(3): 480-486.

13 Kim TJ, Kim HY, Lee KW, et al. Multimodality assessment of esophageal cancer: preoperative staging and
monitoring of response to therapy. Radiographics 2009;29:403-421

14 van Westreenen HL, Westerterp M, Bossuyt PM, et al. Systematic review of the staging performance of
18F-fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography in esophageal cancer. J Clin Oncol 2004;22:3805-
3812.

15 Puli SR, Reddy JB, Bechtold ML, et al. Staging accuracy of esophageal cancer by endoscopic ultrasound: a
meta-analysis and systematic review. World J Gastroenterol 2008;14:1479-1490.

16 Vazquez-Sequeiros E, Norton ID, Clain JE, et al. Impact of EUS-guided fine-needle aspiration on lymph
node staging in patients with esophageal carcinoma. Gastrointest Endosc 2001;53:751-757.

17 Choi J, Kim SG, Kim JS et al. Comparison of endoscopic ultrasonography (EUS), positron emission
tomography (PET), and computed tomography (CT) in the preoperative locoregional staging of resectable
esophageal cancer. Surg Endosc 2010; 24(6): 1380-1386.

18 van Vliet EP, Heijenbrok-Kal MH, Hunink MG et al. Staging investigations for oesophageal cancer: a meta-
analysis. Br J Cancer 2008; 98(3): 547-557.

19 Flamen P, Lerut A, Van Cutsem E et al. Utility of positron emission tomography for the staging of patients
with potentially operable esophageal carcinoma. J Clin Oncol 2000; 18(18): 3202-3210.

20 Findlay JM, Bradley KM, Maile EJ, et al. Pragmatic staging of oesophageal cancer using decision theory
involving selective endoscopic ultrasonography, PET and laparoscopy. Br J Surg. 2015;102(12):1488-1499.

15



. Consensus of systemic therapy for
squamous cell carcinoma in Taiwan >>>

21 van de Ven S, Bugter O, Hardillo JA, et al. Screening for head and necksecond primary tumors in patients
with esophageal squamous cell cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis. United European
Gastroenterol J. 2019;7(10):1304-1311.

22 Cederholm T, Barazzoni R, Austin P, et al. ESPEN guidelines on definitions and terminology of clinical
nutrition. Clin Nutr. 2017;36(1):49-64.

23 Bischoff SC, Austin P, Boeykens K, et al. ESPEN guideline on home enteral nutrition. Clin Nutr.
2020;39(1):5-22.

24 Vazquez-Sequeiros E, Norton ID, Clain JE, et al. Impact of EUS-guided fine-needle aspiration on lymph
node staging in patients with esophageal carcinoma. Gastrointest Endosc 2001; 53:751-757.

16



BHREEAREKLGE

n ¢ y
i 3{\'

‘ = r :"3
&£ Ve

p~ 2 a1l
S A
@ 0% ’ ®

Consensus of systemic therapy for
squamous cell carcinoma in Taiwan




. Consensus of systemic therapy for
squamous cell carcinoma in Taiwan >>>

BHREENRES
HOREBREBIES HXE

EXBERBEERN REZ
BECTBREERR BT

gi= HOERERSBIFEY Rigs
AR EIRS EEM N BB L RN REEE - ERYB L BEE M) HALRE

(M) ~FEEARE (M2) FIFENE (M3) - ARBRHEREZEFEE - #ETE (SM)
E—H95 SM1 (SERERIBB 200 um) & SM2 (ZEFRERE 200 um) - iR
AJCC/UICC SN\ EAZRME » M1 fmE D484 pTis (high-grade dysplasia) > M2 1
M3 fEE% Tla > m SM1 1 SM2 JER|& pTib - RHIRERE (SERBUEREHNK LR
FE7Z > superficial esophageal squamous cell neoplasia, SESCN) =Zi5RETRE BRI FHIEE
HETE - HERSERERE (B pTisNOMO 87 pTINOMO)  °

NRBUIRME —BHMEEER L SBEARIWIAETIBRMA (endoscopic mucosal
resection, EMR) MR{REFE TRIBMT (endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD) -
BEERMTELS AR EE - 15527 ESD HiF » SESCN (455l 2 stage 0 # stage 1A &
) WABRRHIRERINFMERRREDRM - 22 ZEFBARIEESE (ASGE) A%
E5|#%E > NS ARBHMETEHE 8% » D EARM SESCN » Al RIRAIRF
17 - ¢ BOMBEBE2 2 S (ESMO) SAEIE512:% » ¥ high-grade dysplasia FIAZH T1 89
SESCN > R8BI IR (en—bloc resection) EEAEEAEAE ° - ERAEAKLIER »
ARERES | NFIERIBRIZERE  WESRENRNTE - BERIFREEQERRGNN
TERAFRES - SR T ARIRUIRIMTAEREEAEARE S > TRIEHAEERREERE

BRE— -4

1. RRERVIRRMTRVB BRI BARE S

SESCN et ERRBMAIZENERSEAE - ROEE - MREEFEMEENE
REBRHE - R 7T IEENZSHRARE  BEENESSFERSEREE (G1-G2 # G3) M
EEEBNRERZYER - ARFEUREEANREIRZEAARFAFEDE (G 5
G2) HRE - HRNSEAR (G3) HEMBEMREFHNREL  BEIEHEARRIIROE

F&IE
ERENZEREHEERIEDH - HRWES RIS Stage 0 (pTisNOMO) B Stage 1A
(pT1aNOMO) EVFESE - ARRIIFMR ST —ERRERRQBHINEESE - B > A

RiTAIEHE F B MRIBERAR D » MRS BHEfENRIES BB EFE—EREN
EZB FALAEHNERERIE  SRPZEBUSPEEREEABEERRTABRNZE - K
JAEIES B EERE D A 4EEHEEME (absolute indication) MRABE4EMERE (conditional
indication) ; B4 EEEEERAEZFBZSERESE (Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor
Board review) Mt @EESETARB IR » MRMEIRIBRIBEBSRESERRE
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e mmmeakal

ER/BINEHENEE (Bl endoscopic resection with selective adjuvant therapy BISEE S
R CQ3 Kk CQ4) - FEiRAREEF - ARFABRNRRASEZELREE (RE—) -

CQ1: fiAufETE = xR B A2 ER
ERESHRESRIMESBBNERER  HARKRRZEH S ENT

(1) FEMARRBFRE
ERMAFEEE  BERTERIRDEIRENETE » AN ESET
AR IRRAT - 4

(2) IREEBE IR (endoscopic ultrasound, EUS)

EUS ZfitAl T 2HINERIR - WAETE T 2WASAENEMEER - 4 4™ > EUS
TR pT RS EFENERMAR(RX ) 6 L HEFEBERZE (overdiagnosis)
HIEBE - 457 EItt - EUS 78 T DHEIBIE4E SESCN SAETHNABMNARE - 2 BlHIER
T ARBUIRMIR T EA—BARIABRFERI  BAREERENERIHEN - °

(3) AR EEM (magnifying endoscopy, ME)

BMARREM (ME) &EEEEMGE (NBI) MR EIERRAANRIEM (NBI-ME) » eie %t
B2 MR ENS RN > BHWEZER > TANNK EUS HiB% - 4 RiEAARE
B2 (JES) I NBI-ME 7548 » Type A BEENRIERMHE 2L ; Type B 5% B1 B2
B3> DRI ER pTis—-M1/T1a-M2  pT1a-M3/T1b-SM1 ] pT1b-SM2 K REJE 5
RE(RK=) 16

BEANLZEHTIR  R_MR=FERMRIERAERER SEREDEIENM - BIL > BRK
LAERZEIBENEEZHRENES - EBEEREERSERENEAEE - NEE
HE SRR A ETRAT S FMHBER - ATAEBAREIRR - 2

CQ2: AMRIETIERMTFIAERE A/

155 B EE B NBI-ME S & MR 884f7 (Lugol-chromoendoscopy) 3R 52 Ef ¥ k1 £Y
R MEFTUEBERIHERLER - AMERSEENMABRIUATENRE
EEERE > SREEDENEE ; B > BEEA<1% NEEEMmRER - ©

(1) ESD B EMR RYiE2

ESD HHEMN EMR EREREH AEEREEAEESHNERIIFRZE (en-bloc resection
rate) o 1835 ASGE JAEIE5|FR A Meta—analysis (B15 8 BEIRMIAE » 821 RIESZ
ESD jAEMEBEE 1306 21T EMRABENES) » SR ESD AEEESERARKID
R (HRAMTIRER) » 985 93.3% f172.1% (HE¥EBE[RR]1%A1.33 »95% (538E R [CI]
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% 1.02-1.74 » 12=97.3%) ; b9l » ESD HIFEREBXRKRIK - 954 0.5% 1 5.2% (RR
£ 0.19 5 95% Cl £ 0.07-0.48 > 12=0.0%) ; AT > ERIHEERRFE > MIEHLEHEEE
E=g 4

ABIRABRNEEY CRELIHTIIEERELRE  BENERIIMREREE - At 15
mm BEESHIE LA ESD 5 EMR MG RE - 4°

(2) ESD REBERANEGEEZNFER / IZERARERE ?
BEZzrmE (> 5 a9K) & /3 ZERA (whole circumferential) f®%&#) ESD mJEE

TREE®RE > KiEFESEENEERE -

RIE JES MIBAHEIEARIEESE (UGES) WAEIES| » HNZERREEERRERS
5 29K cM1/M2 (NOMO) EE » MRBRZERBHEH cM3/SM1 (NOM0) E&E >
BRES BRI MEEEAE (CRT) - 26 4T » ASGE LA K ESMO B34 &EE3|
KRB FEOEE - 4°

DARETE SR 4R (oncological outcome) & @ LhEREMNIERAMR AR » LHIAZ FEEE
BRHfF 3 ° Minamide FASTES 52 & (46 & cTla &k 6 & cTlb) 2EFREES ESD A
BENEEETON  HEBEEPRMUEHS 5.0 cm (IQR > 4.0-6.3) -8 IAEIET » B
IR REL RO tIRE D BIAE 100% (95% Cl > 94.4-100) #1 69.2% (95% Cl » 54.9-
81.3) - fiiEREMKBREGRDAAERE  EAMREE (BNEZRAMETIMR - n =
31) BETEMSBE SEEEE (REREGUTINR n = 21) AEZEFERERMN
5 CRT EAREBENARE (n = 10) » AR FREBE A EENEBEETEMBE n = 1) &
FRAZEHE 49.1 B HAVEAR - 4 FRBEBEER (0S) ~ BRIEFEMFEER (DSS) MK
Z1E1EEER (CRR) 955 86.2% (95% Cl» 71.6-93.6) ~95.5% (95% Cl > 83.1-
98.9) 1 11.5% (95% CI » 4.1-23.1) - HAA > 31 F{E1ES ESD JABENERERES - H
4 & OS -~ DSS # CRR %315 93.2% ~ 100% 1 0% - HABHEERER » AEEEZ
AR 2ZERREEERENARRER -

Liu ZE ABILEE ESD (n = 109) MIREDIRFM (n = 31) EREFRBER SESCN J&&
FHMER - AEERET > BREIMRFMELL > ESD TBEMHEF MR B
perioperative fHE5 1 » WIRMEENEFTRE - MERESBERME » £ OS IWEHLE
=FHE (RFS) FH > MAZEARBRESEER -

fm bamat - ZEIRRE BB 5 A9 &I SESCN I IERAEETT ESD )8k » AMtLEAE
EBNMAR » A8EIE5#& cTisNOMO/cT1aNOMO B2 EEE L ERERBIB 5 A0H
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e mmmeakal

SESCN F BB E 4 EREE - CFHEKZRERNREBAEREEITESD » W HlTRRE
RIBAGEERATETEEMEAE (R CQ3 > CQ4) - AT » BRULEERE T ESD %
BEEGESNEERERIE - —BRE ESD BB E A STERAENIERE B - 2

CQ3: cT1bNOMO F¥IHIARERIA B R

R pT1b SESCC » JES BEAVABE RS RBIRRMTE CRT » 2 #ARA M IERATH
ERMBMBRREBEASSEER  AMMAINAERIEREMKBIRADH - 8 cTIbNOMO
AR KL MEELERR pTIbNOMO fRILEITRIE - Eib - ARBELIBRMTIEIE cT1IONOMO ikt
AUABEEIERE - AMMTHRBENEE—TES:

(1) fly Al RETE = MR E 2 R R BR 1%

380 cM3 M cSM1 BEHINESD » FSMEFRLMEAHOM - © 1RI5 JGES jA%S
5| B9 meta—analysis » ZETBIE2ET & cM3/SM1 BIFEEIER » 4 27.4%-55.2% &R&H
E2HEA pMI/M2 » EEGERBSETIMMT AT MESEEEBTRREMEE - Al
HRMIRI2EN A cM3/SM1 IR E » BEESLFRARRKREYRNEREAMRKENEER
RIEBEIER - ©

Takeuchi i@ M2ERMEMRIBIIRRMT MR - 1 SRR > 72 127 (IEZREER
RI[UVFRAMTEY cM3/Tb BEF - 19.2% NRERELERBREIRGMUIR ; MERK
ERAMYIRNESE » REETHRERFMERRARERME EELFHNERS
ER

HAZEMANRBEVIRMT—E 25 ERE - A15515RA TARIBUIRMG S HEEUHEE
& (endoscopic resection with selective adjuvant therapy)) RigaittaEEDR o ME
B —ARERERBARBURMNERBAGBERATESSETHEAE » SEIRE
BB EREmAAERSE (pathology—directed therapeutic strategy) °

(2) RIRIFRLIFRMT S HHEF BN G BT BRER

WRF RS HHE IR B A B T AL P LU A — TR A EIER - 2 ESD (FAE—&
EFAERRE - EESMREREHEARE (MEEIEREVIMRMNEENE CRT) - 1
RERTIAASAME cT1bNOMO FRXTAIRI4TIRIA « 13 24T » ERBHEBMRANEERE - B
FIIBRIE B A Z KRB E—FRONEIREERSE - 3

JCOGO0508 # 5% =2 B 5 M — &+ ¥ A 5 8% 1) BR 17 & £ 328 42 14 & B) i 1E B (Endoscopic
Resection and Selective Chemoradiotherapy) RURIFE - BR:E MM T HESHAEHE
cTIbNOMO M & E ; M RRKHE TES D & 3 /& (SM1 > SM2 » SM3) 1 R KA cSM1/
SM2 192t - 12 RIBARSB IR ITENRIRERETOELE
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- Group A : EZERRIEMLIRR - MEERIMNEE (n=74) -

- Group B : YIFREZIZMHR pT1b SiEFAMEMEZIL (lymphovascular invasion,
LVI) B9 pM3 it » 22 F8RH 1 CRT (41.4 Gy » BERHEERITEAE - n=87) -

- Group C : tIBRE# R4 (deep margin) fF1 » ##52 definitive CRT (50.4 Gy » [HE%
ER[1%58 9 Gy > n = 15) -

EREET MBEEEN3-F 0S & 92.6% (90% Cl: 88.5—95.2%) Mk 3- FEZEIL
1F3E3 (progression—free survival, PFS) & 89.7% (90% Cl: 84.2—93.4%) - E&1 »
Group B WERMEEIEE » 3-F OS A& 90.7% (90% Cl: 84.0—94.7%) - 2 e
T HEIBLE  BESNERT RERIMNIFEN - 12 AR E—SERET ARETIRMTS #
EEUHEAENBE R -

EHEN 4 BB YIRRTE R BN MRS E 28 ( CRT) ?

BAI&EEENAELERE TR BRI CRT NES - 2 BPEANGRI
BRI BEARBUMRMEHBEREVIRMNESE (n = 110) » EHEEBUHERS
25% (HA 67% EB&EE 1 EMEE2E1E ) - PAEEHRR 23-47 BB WHRREREEEE
A 0% 13 MIZESHENY CRT MEE (n=175) - PAIEHER 24-72 EBAIERRIBER
BEEA 2.2% » BIHEEES 9.5% - ZARE—FTHBERETZHIE pT1b-SM2 HE
FEEHAMEMERIEH SESCN EEAE RS AMEE - SRBENELSAMEEE
SN CRTII1E3EE A 20-50%; R 2 T » IHEESEISIERHNEEES 0% Lt »
AIES R ERSAREREELZTBEERETIRN ; ZEINRERENZE - BHE
4 CRT I AIFFERSREMERN—TEAESEE - B APAR—2hONEBERE
B FEMANAEER « BB CRT AR Hﬁziﬁﬂﬁfﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂ%%WEEHK%H » AR R
MESEMRENESE pTb SHAEMEMERICH SESCN -

B > ZRIAMDEOBRIEMR ESD MABIRIIRE  EHBEE « RA&THE
T — SR THAEOBS - AT RBEARBIRMES cTINOMO FHLAIE 1
{HEME (conditional indication) - EBZBNBEWE - HEEANSEE - ESD 7
(ERRREEY—  WRREABERAIRNERSE  BRIFRAIEARN—59
(RE-) ++®

CQ4: IRA1ELDER (Curative resection)

AU IR H ERBM B RIRAMZ T > RIEEUREANEEEZREE - AR

AR NEBENRRARZEFEHMBEME LIHZEREBMARA 5 FREENBERELE

EFﬁtJJilJEE?EﬁEFEJB%Z’J 22K ETHYIR - RIKBIEEMYRIZNHRIBAMRS -
ENAPRMERIES BIEER (understaging) AR - BEIL > FAARIES|IIFEFRIEE

PIAE
(H

cI]]H
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HRE RS i 1e 5|

BEHSEEERE -

TIRRMERRIBAEBZ2TWME U TRBERY - A ERAIRAMETIRR -

(1) BETNEE T UIRRE M4 (lateral margin) FI3E4% (deep margin) I9EEE AR (&
high—grade dysplasia & 4fk ) - Bl RO resection °

(2) Dysplasia, 515% well (G1) or moderate (G2) BFE °

(3) EMEMERIL (LVI) -

(4) BRETERBERENEIL -

CQ5: JER A4 LIER (Non—curative resection)
HiTERIBASZ T LERARTERIGMUIBRIZENR L » BIERAIFREMETIER - 56
BELUTER : UIREZBN (AIE30FREZ) ~ BESMEAR (G3) ~ FEMEMERIE
(LVI) > SifER S BEMBETEREREBHAS - ARIFREEIRNIEZAERE KM > &
BREREERZARISIETRERE - A5/ EERARERTRNAN > BAZEREE
(Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor Board Review) : ZEFMGZEEIBER » FIEEELH

AEETE] -

CQ6: jAEE1EE

AR BERIRZHNREZFEREABERBIUERYE AR » ARG REEBZERE
& (Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor Board review) #{TEREFH > s HI EM@EBIME
AR El - N ZWERRE > ESD (he—RA{THEE  AEREREAESFM
AR T ©

2. AR IR M AR FilT b B
ASGE A E 55| ¥ 5 E 8t ¥ T1 SESCCHIBI B ML R EITEES D (meta—
analysis) - BELAEEE 463 ZIEZT ESDWEE K 495 ZIEZREVIRTNESE - o
Wit REET - BLFMi4A4ELE » ESD AEEMUTIFE: : 4
(1) ESD #H#9 30 RIETRKIE

(1.0% vs. 4.6% ; RR, 0.30 ; 95% ClI, 0.11-0.88 ; 1> = 0.0%)

(2) ESD #ARYERFRANINZRBE

(87.5% vs. 98.2% ; RR, 0.85 ; 95% Cl, 0.74-0.98 ; I* = 84.6%)
(3) 56 FREFRLFER
(4) BEMERRLAESR

(4.7% vs. 6.8% ; RR, 1.14 ; 95% Cl, 0.60-2.17 ; I = 0.0%)
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(5) BRERRLAER
(9.0% vs. 3.6% ; RR, 2.08; 95% Cl, 0.14-1.64 ; | = 27.8%)

(6) REZE14 » 188 periprocedural bleeding 5} & long—term stricture formation LR
REEER -

T RERE N (EERIBFMESD EHEERENIEEASET X » M oncological
outcomes ANBHZER - 4

—IHEENEIREMAZRIL pT1a-M3/pTlb SESCC BEAE S » AR RN FiHE
tt - ESD 487 OS ~ DSS ~ URERL1FER (PFS) FEBEEZER - °

3. §45E;E BT (radiofrequency ablation, RFA)
BISEHRIMT (RFA) A ERWEERANAESESCN ) BEXEEFRPEAKENSE -
6 MR AEEDSHE RFA 4 A A SESCN B4R (T &5 B (38 FEfE (£ PR 7 high—grade
dysplasia) > FELEAIES L AR B MAAAG imEt s

BERFAREBNRTEBRABRZREN 1BX > AtRESNEERE S high-grade
dysplasia (Bl pTisNOMO) - B AIMIR BRI A 515 RFA RN BB 2 BIRE -
HRIRA 2 R M E A E MR HEER IE H pTisNOMO B » T RFA i1 X ERIR A
ETRIBAMEREUERRAETIER - AL - X553 FEB&i% RFA fE% SESCN 1Y
BRE—SaEEEC.

AMEESERBRRAENBER » TESDHITEREMNIBERT » AE5IBETZEEHFTEU

TEIBRHNEERME RFARE ¢

(1) MR ARERTD R 2B A high—grade dysplasia °

(2) FEEAE 3R D% (Paris Classification) type 0-llb %% > H JES NBI-ME $18%
Type A B1e

(3)EUS K / B CT EMTEMETERILRENCENEEER -

3% RFA REAEFRERRENG

RIZSEANNAZR > RFA BEFREZHRETERNTERZAR : SR ESES
AR BEEEMETRIEEIC « SR RAEZ L ELBEMMER - 7/ FIL - HWH RFA
e NARGFREIRENEE - BRET RFABBERIUBEHEZEIIRARR ; BLL
AIES I ERELERNBEBAEBANRERM > LAHE ESDERAEEE
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[B—] RRIREREARERIMERESGBRRARME

[ Clinical stage | ‘ Histopathological evaluation |
.E ‘ @ High-grade dysplasia —y EGC G &monthsx2 .
Non-circumferentiallesions | . yeas ten oy
Circumferential lesion < 5 cm? : .
510900 eToNOMO) . | Recumence
) ! £GD
cStage IA (cT1aNOMO) -qs-snwnlhﬂheﬁrslynr/
Endoscopic Resection f pT1a carcinoma » -q6-12 months x 2 years
< 15cm: EMR or ESD - then, annually
Circumferential les; »15cm: ESD CT annually 3-5 years
1 Multidisciplinary / Tumor Board review
: Consider
Non-curative Sugery

CTIBNOMO Multidisciplinary team / Tumeor resection - ESD or ather endascopic therapies
(especially SMi lesions) — * oot Bty - Image surveillance
- Radi ommpyomh moradiotherapy
) Absolute indi c

*in length
Abbreviations: EMR: endoscopic mucosal resection; ESD: endoscopic submucosal dissection;
EGD: esophagogastroduodenoscopy

45

ESD EERBRENES - HENRBEDIMRM - HEAMR/ - BERMNES RAK
B RTE - ESD BBV RIEDIRRM - lAIEERM ~ 21EB (G1/G2) ~ cTis/T1aNOMO
SESCN MEEREA N - HRMBIZEINBIRYE - MKk ESD EHEERRMERIIRIE
I Iiﬁﬂiﬁﬁfﬁéﬁaiﬁ—ﬁﬁﬂméﬁE’\J@E& » ESD thA[fE%A cT1bNOMO SESCN KA 1&HE
FETE - 22T » FF ZABREBIRZ RIBEM - tl:ﬁsa’l&ﬂ’]ﬁﬁn  IRFEBEEES - FALAE
Jﬁh%lﬂ@ﬁ?ﬁ%@ﬂ*”;ﬁyaﬁ S DA HIRMEITEET -

(R—] ARIREZT K2 T1 EESHRENZEREE
RS2 R R E

MR IREBE K2R

Tis-M1/T1a-M2 T1a-M3/T1b-SMt1 T1b-SM2
cM1/cM2 84.0% 14.2% 1.9%
cM3/cSM1 55.2% 29.3% 15.5%
cSM2 30.0% 30.0% 40.0%
BRIZOR ©
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[RZ] SBILEAAREEN (NBI-ME) ;2T T1 BiES ERE N ERM

AR R RN E

NBI-ME:2

Tis—-M1/T1a-M2 T1a—M3/T1b-SM1 T1b-SM2
Type B1 (cM1/cM2) 92.4% 4.0% - 6.0% 1.5% - 3.5%
Type B2 (cM3/cSM1) 14.3% - 27.4% 55.7% - 75% 10.7% - 17.0%
Type B3 (cSM2) 0% 0% - 9.3% 90.7% - 100%
B 16

[R=] NaRESIHRERRREER

HHERHA E &

BHRERE > IBEREERE BIENRMEENME T BIELER 3B FRE
ik - K2 BT (SESCN) IEIE - hi8 B B SREER -
27 B 2 i E" % BN) = <
S48 (en—bloG resection) H?E@W?ﬁﬁsfﬁlﬁ&ﬂifﬁﬁ BIA—IRT AR SR
FezCERg o
RO tIIk& (RO resection) plEREr g and

DIPMEARRABE BT S A TREE ¢
1.R0 resection
Be PR IR (clinical success) 2.21E&Well (G1) or Moderate (G2)
S iRa 4t RR (curative resection)  3.EEHEMERILE (Lymphovascular invasion)
4. \AEE T B EIRENEIE
MAIES TS @ BRIREINERIRIA L TIRR

RIERE ARSI PR FITERAI1E3E - AT/
BERES -

BEYE1E 2% (recurrence)

M1 : ERAIEREEMTEAE ~ high-grade dysplasia
M2 : BEMESHEMEEEE

RILRE M3 : BEMESBEMENE
SM1: REEHEISHEFME T EBERIRE200 pmM A
SM2: REEMEZS BERE TEEFRERE200 pm

* #high—grade dysplasia =408
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RiEEFE5]

MORRERMEIME  HEE

RIS

BUREERABEBRI LGS SRR S MEKEMMNMENEARF - AFilA] > Eh
BIE - ETHY - NRBBE R ARMMERARD ] - | SERBUBERBIRNAR S A9
Betk: - REEYIRFMERMANGEEZE ; BIEBAUEERMIRIRAR 6 A > R
EERBEIBEEAEELER - BEEEEXRHEEENEZE > FhlHt HEREHNEER
BERA > ZEIREFNFEUSFLEZERNELERE It > ERZEBEOESNRE
BEOSERRE -

FiTAN

BEEFMNSEGSEREYIR (esophagectomy) -~ iiz# B 8 (mobilization of the
stomach) I & & 2 kY (gastric tubuilzation) ~ E1TRBE - BEM5& (Esophagogastric
anastomosis) EE - HHEBUERERZERNEE, RBEVURFOIARXEHRZ
B EPhEE RN MES Ivor-Lewis ] McKeown F 17 » BB E I B IE IR F i
(transhiatal esophagectomy) ~ 7 {8l 4% 9 5§ B RE St & 1) O B B I R F1fy (left thoracic or
thoracoabdominal esophagectomy) BI&EMFfi A -

l. Ivor-Lewis 1 McKeown ZFif :

o Ivor-Lewis FliA4EGRIMZEBSEARETHVREDIIRMG » FHPRHEBHNEKBEE
% REEATREHERENYE -2

* McKeown Fli A AIMEAKBEYIR - BEARKREINS & REEYE (cervical
anastomosis) i o 3

s BSERRINEIERSINEMSE B (celiac) REAB (left gastric) MELEFER
EBEAK (left gastric artery) DEEELSEE -

s BEMNHEZTREBBEMEEIK ( gastroepiploic artery) & & B &1 ik (right gastric
artery) - FEEREIREBRER °

* Ivor-Lewis FMiM& ORI FEEAK (azygos vein) i3 » BT HEBAUENRT 1/3
BENFA » BEEMR EHEREENFANRREE - 2

* McKeown Fiir] FEFNERB AN Z RN RENRA -

Il. ERILBETRRFM -
o KGEBI BB FMiARAE (laparotomy) RIEZEMIS (cervical anastomosis) © 4
e BERINA R vor-Lewis 1HE) - EBFMIES OB S KM & 4E IR EE (posterior
mediastinum) RIZSEEBMIE ©
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AT AREBUEMUNNBEE LR TRZHEA » EHHERUNREMT ($
RRIE ) ZRA > BERNSBRSABERAERY -

B RELEZEERARETRFMOBAREHEEETRERNBAETRDHN
FHRHBE® > BEFHEEBRNEELR) > ZEHRPERNER » IEHRIL
REBEEERET - °

Il Z-fRIAEROEk R BE B S T O RIE VIFR 1l

(Left Transthoracic or Thoracoabdominal Esophagectomy)

Zr{AIAS M S5 B R B & BB DI BR T B A AR Z AIR S\ AV IR T O TR RIE - it
INEE 2 B HRE A BE R BT EREERFM - /

BE ZRENERIMZ FMH5E

LM BE - BEMS BN RIS IR TREFIK (inferior pulmonary vein) & »
HZFBEEFIRS (aortic arch) FTATMMERESE °

LM ERAR BIERIRER - LHERANER -

IV. WEIEETIIRMT (Minimally Invasive Esophagectomy, MIE)

WEIREVRMEEAMNENFHARN > SBFEESHEMAIRETIRFM (Hybrid
MIE) EAZMRIREYIRFM (Total MIE) - TEZZRENFIBRTEESTEHRA
MR - Total MIE $58)Z R EREAREERIR(E S (ERMAIS T\ - 2IR9RRIREAREREIRIEST
RIEVIFREBEERZE > Hybrid MIE RIZRER D FHrERAMEIRIM - »—E8 0 RIfREE4H
Rl - HIaNRERE(EFARERRER -

MIE FitEREFMEEL kEEERERERE - TEE5RENR  BEEEZRMS
i - FI B BRI B AR - RIBXEERS - SMIBETEE TS 30 2 70 I
LEIMIE Fifi 8 » FREZIBENFMMREREHEENKE  BRENBEESE
BarpOMRRAIAR > MWIRENEETVRES - FIANSCIERERRIR B ERY Hybrid MIE ATF > B
B’ZE total MIE.

ERHERERET > BERSESEIZEMAIFMNZRZRRNERFi - 9IEN
PREAMTIE AR E 910 AMMBEER (0S) MIWHFLEREFR (DFS) KRBEZR -
1,12

V. ANl RETIRFil
(Robotic—-Assisted Minimally Invasive Esophagectomy, RAMIE)

e ABHBN MR R E IR 2 M HAE R AO RN  IEIRITIRIE =TS IRES - ABIRE
BRENFAIREERE P ETIRENAERIEE - 72M » RN EZRFERRAS B
BFmHHEE -

o WIREABRAEDIIEL > M3 ABBNMAIFMEERFMALE - AT EMER HEHE

MOFHEHER 814, BBEMEEBRE - AEMERIR > e ERENARE
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o MR MAIBE IR (MIE) » 2 EFEBNER KA RIEL - ME T RO IR (RO
resection) 2 + 30 K] 90 KMIFET X « IR HEEEER 167, BB AF
T EI A R BEAE 4 Bt D A B B T B MR IR AR T B R - 18

V.. EREEUNE ZEE

« ERMEMHNBEEMARETERZNREYR - BRREMARTAEMY  RHiEfR S
BERZER » MRFEMSO2RNBRERE -

s MEEAMEMNERANSE BRNEERRE - MERENRRER/) > BZAIRR
RIS RBAE o 10

o BIRREL R BREENENEERAYSHEREEH BEEEER - 20

c BEEMARZHREINEMOEIE -2 EBRBM (Colon interposition) BlIFT
EHENERE - A > E—MNEERNBRESRTEHSFERRES > BB EER
PRGNS 1552 B B F Mo HAh AT e E B M I B E(ER - 22

VIl. MEEEELHE
REBEEAMEFR (ymphadenectomy) 1M REVIIFFIMTHBREF » RAMBIRE
FEE RN BT MM E 4R - DUERERRIED B - R FMRMR M AT AR S RIAL
EER - HEERIEERUEERKRDIME - EREREHBIEEE - MERSEEN
HEMEE - RIEAAEASFEETES - MEBRToRWMES (B9 + 8 ) K=&l (%
+Hg+fE)-

FisB extended two-field (EAME) £ total two-field (ZE@ME) BIR¥MEITERF
HEMDHME - ARBREENARBERREZE 852 BAMEERB2MELMR
AMAEESHREERA LR (GRREEE) MELE  EMERIFEILER EIgMA Eit
i (ZMERMAESE) MBS -ME BEEIE LIEEMERIME4EIARS (BN EIREEIMELE -
43 LRt > extended two-field F total two—field ¥91E4SRIRE M SBIE IR Z M5 -
ARENREREE— D RE LA LR RMEEHENMELS - BAERAHFRODEZE
Bl (RRME) MWKREAERIEE - MEEAIREIEERASRE - 23

HETHREERE  FESHREENEEBRNBETEEFEFEER 2425, LAHE
M EAEEHES 10~29 7% 2° s NCCN B E A 15 EMEEXERIEILE -
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BEISABRERSAEE X RN E FHRESREMAR  TRENRE AR SR > B85
HEVERBREX SHGABLT - BREFISFESEEREFE DI ARG E B LB
REHRaFE R B 2RI « MrREEaE  RAERERRENLEE > B
RO 4R/ \IETE - BRI EURESEAR - BRSMNIBISaRE R E RIVER  AEGEIBIRT
BESEBNEIEREERER > RHISLENMEMERRR T AELEEIEERIERKRSE - i
Al ~ i RARA MRS A BRFTERNBRIER S RARNER » ERISEYR » BRKEE
£ (B2X ) —ARAEFFTE 180—200 EXE (cGy) - HERZHRAITE 23 EI 33 RZM - BAK
BEpaE (ORaR) RMER > EEZEMAMETERMRE LIS - BINRERER
BIFGEEI SN HIEEREIEA - FAERBISHIVEMR -

TR EHBN X BT 4RI R ¢

HEFSEERE  MUHBRANRER  EEZESEEIPRIZE - IERILMaMNEEE
W mBEERBARMAIMZF4 » Ao ZBEF MBI THEEENEE - ME/EE - 12
FEEFMOTITHEEZEM - B 2015 FEUMN CROSS BRIRGERGERIZRIARK » UL
ESAEAH 23 AMETEAE (BEIE 4140 EXRTE (cGy) ) > BETEMIIBAEE
Kig > EMERNERFN - NABBEZEANEZERNERELN - SBR—RERH
HaBERBREIES 23-28 % » 4140-5040 EXE -

RS -

HRAERYEFAESEZFMUIRRERRBIRE  JIARBRIG SRS REE » =
RTOG( & A B REEARL ) 75 1992 83X RTOG85-01 BRiRiERER 2% - (LEBAKRS
HRE AR ERNEBERBERIGRE - BAMNRELGRAR - Bt » #HREEER
ZRFEMURNBRERESE > LERGHREREHE ( 25—-33 R » #%|E 5000—6000
EXE (cGy) ) EFAZHERTRNRGIEERER - ¢S ERZES  MAMREE
IR AR D RENBIERIS > Z 6160—6480 EXE - HAZE—DIRRAIABEMM -
7AM > BRIERAREBRAER B BAR B I — P AR RS Z R IEHIX -
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HOERBREER (RN
ELSREREERREN HaT

AEFFEMNERERNEYAERE - RESEREBRENBEREFAEESIT)
A BERIBE BRINERRERAIRR |79@#I%HZR,.RTWJE@%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁéﬁ'l? BOH/UT
WE -

—E - RERLERE (EHNMTNEE)
%'_’: REERREA (é‘ﬁft%?’a‘%ﬁiﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁ)
g AR B E —AARBRRE RS - BENERECEZEBEIENEY AT Z—E&
TN ABEAERER -

bb

[BE—] £ 11| Z5 || BHIREEZAEREEE"

Chemotherapy (Postoperative
(Chemoradiotherapy) —> Surgery adjuvant therapy)
Can tolerate » Surgery ——»  Chemotherapy

surgery

cStage Complete Chemotherapy
i, m response Follow-up
Definitive

Cannot tolerate surgery > Chemoradiotherapy -
™ Chemoradiotherapy feasible Residual / tS'?;\::g;*
recurrence
i * %
Lp Cannot tolerate surgery . ga‘:ﬁmﬁfg%y s

Chemoradiotherapy not feasible Best supportive care

* 1 Endoscopic resection, operation
** 1 Patients with depressed renal function, elderly subjects, etc.
*** 1 Patients with a history of radiation etc.
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Complete i Chemotherapy
response Follow-up
S Surgery
Chemotherapy
Best supportive care

Chemoradmtherapy
Good PS ——— Radiotherapy

Chemotherapy

cStage IV A

Radiotherapy

Poor PS ——» i
Best supportive care

[B=] RERtRESHRRARINERER

ATTRACTION-3 ESCORT-1st 11! CheckMate 648 I

Il nive. camre+pe nive+CF/nivo+ipilim/CF
0S&Safety 08, PFS, ORR&Safety 08, PFS, ORR&Safety
2019, Lancet Oncal 2020, JAMA 2022, N Engl ] Med
ATTRACTION-1 KEYNOTE-028 KEYNOTE-059 ATTRACTION-4 KEYNOTE-181 CAP 02 Il
1l nivo. Ib pembro Il pembro 1l nive+SOX/CapeOX KEYNOTE-062 update camre-+apatinib
ORR&Safety ORR&Safety ORR&Safety ORR&Safety ”l %ﬂsm:gn‘;::;?fﬂiml’ n psggr?_ﬂ‘CF g’nzg&um‘
i a 3 afel o a
2017 Lancet Oncol | 2018, J Clin Oncol | | 2018, JAMA Oncol 2018, Ann Oncol st i 2000y i - aﬂmw
2017 2018 | i 2019 g= - | 2021 ‘ 2022 =
KEYNOTE-061 KEYNOTE-180 KEYNOTE-180 CP-MGAH22-05 Ib KEYNOTE-590 RAMONA [l
il pembro 11 pembro 11l pembro/CF pembro+margetuxi 1l pembro/ nwoﬁ“pilim
08, PFS, ORR&Safety ORR&Safety 0s ORR&Safety Dsp:rpshlgacnzﬂ?:ﬂy gg'zgpéwﬁ;ﬂf:w
: iy 3 )
2018, Lancet 2019, JAMA Oncol 2020, J Clin Oncol 2020, Lancet Oncol 2021, Lancet Lengev h
ATTRACTION-2 Chec E 5
p idialiais St Checkiate 577 11
Il nive 171l nive/nivo+ipilim os PFS ORB&S«M nivo DFS o o
0S&Saf ORA&Safet y CheckMa update
2017, Lancwet 2018, ) Clin i 0, Lancet Oncol 2N EngliMed nivg: SOXnvoipilm/SoX

CheckMate 649 1)1 2033 e
w0+ SOX/nivo +ipilim/ SOX
08, PF5, ORRA Safety
2021, Lancet

Nivolumab Pembrolizumab | Camrelizumab

WHE—HETAR > (tBaEEMERERNEETEAEREEXN  EARERERE
EILTEEER (progression—free survival, PFS) El487Z;EER (overall survival, OS) (R
F—E) A BREVEEEREIE  BR 20177 FRREENEA (B=) - tEH
BZIEARKREETPISERFERRE GFREZE) »E— P E(CREREREINGERE
FAEINE PFS B OS - BENISEER > AGEIRETERESHFEBAERIEINK -

ZENRR
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AEERNBREBIEEGERE  MEMBIRESEE - RIGMHEEREEaRE « URIE
BERERE B EBRERIRREERABER -
fiTFiEI 5 {6 (Neo—adjuvant CCRT)
HENREMAMBCENEEZEFM » MRS CEEHEE T NESNEE Mt REREEN
44 77HR (overall survival, OS) -~ EJFEA1FE (disease—free survival, DFS) RFEZE
4EfZ%  (pathologic complete response, pCR) °
RIBRERANEEAER —CROSS E=—HAZ R OFEHMATE - HMA 366 BRI F itk
(T2—T3, NO—1, M0) ZREHRKARERRESRARE (EG)) BEEE - HEET
HEREBFM > MBI{ER paclitaxel B carboplatin FIE S RICERTEELER OS
DFS - e MEERE Y » RIETEEBEREESINERE (49% vs. 23% ; p=0.008) -
£ 841 A REHE - {EIEHINH{I OS & 48.6 @R - FiiisEs 24 A (HR:0.68;
95% Cl : 0.53—0.88 ; p=0.003) - R IRMAMEEREF > {CIEMERNF( OS EiE 81.6
@R - FiM4EE% 211 EA (p=0.008) - A > ANABERRREKRLT paclitaxel £
carboplatin FI4EEHE » %Kﬁﬁ)\ﬁ%ﬁﬁtﬁu paclitaxel &1 cisplatin » 8 cisplatin &
it 5-FU BENEE - 2

BAMIEE e85 (Definitive Chemoradiation Therapy)

R35 CROSS B L2 M EERE R » paclitaxel Bl carboplatin BY4E & th 4% 22 ;%
REEE S Fi 2R BRA M IE - LIRS » 525 FHER cisplatin 1#
irinotecan RIFLREMNBLEGF  EREFEMEEE - SEREHIREEARER - L5
FOLFOX A% (folinic acid ~ 5-FU ~ oxaliplatin) & 5-FU &1} cisplatin th#E Z 1856
EEARITPAERR -

MREH] RTOG 85-01 Batk¥tig:tERth » cT1—T3 * NO—1+ MO NEEREEEES 5-FU 4
cisplatin {ERUEEL BRI B AEATLEER o {ERUERIEPIEFERA 14 BB - EREHN 9 @
B » AFEBRETFERIRES 27% vs. 0% © #fh 8 Fi 10 FEFEDFIE 22% B 20% - FHEB
KB LERINRIE (47% vs. 65%) o 34
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F—RE=HM4E

A platinum/5-FU BERHEEABRNAE —FIEE . BRESSHeRBERIHE -
#R#E CheckMate-648 B KEYNOTE-590 » SR ZRAB I EELREEEFE (0S) -
£ CheckMate-648 B » nivolumab #E&{EED ipilimumab HBRRCEERAE
R PD-L1 TPS = 1% HEEHPRIRBBERLEFHE (HR 0.54 ;5 P < 0.001 & HR 0.64 ;
p=0.001) 9

£ KEYNOTE-590 ##E& » pembrolizumab &H{bERIXRIREEEFNEG - EHKME
& (SCC) mE#HA > CPS = 10 MEE G 52% » IEHAHARAEEM HR & 057 (P <
0.0001) 6

Hit - {EEEHRRGECABZEESLERE » AHEAR PD-L1 RIERSHE - EAIS
ERRERZEE R RBENER -

BRESMHILRE

1845589 > taxane $8 ({0 paclitaxel 8 docetaxel) R irinotecan BBEEAE A H RIEIE o /
TEEMZEITAY ATTRACTION-3 SE=HBERFRELERT - HASLEEIN taxane RERLEHRZE
BEIIHE nivolumab 2B » 4RI nivolumab FIEEEERPN4EEFER (overall
survival, 0S) - ENZER > BMNEREES (EMA) BEEREREREEEIER (FDA)
EA%f nivolumab {EB &4 AEEY) » BE@ERARZ PD-L1 KIFAKAEMRE - 8
HRE—CEENMREXRER  BRLTERAZELCEEYSHERNBER > W
paclitaxel ~ cisplatin & 5-FU 5% ; (BFE455IBE(CEBERES AR -

EEEAEHTFHE » BEENCRAREAGERBIR - AN > BBRHERHREE - &%
BEMINHE RAZEENN S HIER - FHAE 7T EENREFH  E—TERELRAT
AEmE -

25

01 Bedenne L, Michel P, Bouché O, et al. Chemoradiation followed by surgery compared with chemoradiation
alone in squamous cancer of the esophagus: FFCD 9102. J Clin Oncol. 2007;25(10):1160-1168

02 Tepper J, Krasna MJ, Niedzwiecki D, et al. Phase Ill trial of trimodality therapy with cisplatin, fluorouracil,
radiotherapy, and surgery compared with surgery alone for esophageal cancer: CALGB 9781. J Clin Oncol.
2008;26(7):1086-1092.

03 Herskovic A, Martz K, al-Sarraf M, et al. Combined chemotherapy and radiotherapy compared with
radiotherapy alone in patients with cancer of the esophagus. N Engl J Med. 1992;326(24):1593-1598.
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04 Cooper JS, Guo MD, Herskovic A, et al. Chemoradiotherapy of locally advanced esophageal cancer: long-
term follow-up of a prospective randomized trial (RTOG 85-01). Radiation Therapy Oncology Group.
JAMA. 1999;281(17):1623-1627.

05 Doki Y, Ajani JA, Kato K, et al. Nivolumab Combination Therapy in Advanced Esophageal Squamous-Cell
Carcinoma. N Engl J Med.2022;386(5):449-462.

06 Sun JM, Shen L, Shah MA, et al. Pembrolizumab plus chemotherapy versus chemotherapy alone for first-
line treatment of advanced oesophageal cancer (KEYNOTE-590): a randomised, placebo-controlled, phase
3 study. Lancet.2021;398(10302):759-771.

07 Janowitz T, Thuss-Patience P, Marshall A, et al. Chemotherapy vs supportive care alone for relapsed
gastric, gastroesophageal junction, and oesophageal adenocarcinoma: a meta-analysis of patient-level
data. BrJ Cancer. 2016;114(4):381-387.

08 Kato K, Cho BC, Takahashi M, et al. Nivolumab versus chemotherapy in patients with advanced
oesophageal squamous cell carcinoma refractory or intolerant to previous chemotherapy (ATTRACTION-3):
a multicentre, randomised, open-label, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol. 2019;20(11):1506-1517.
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REEREEYSR | iTREENER

RIEBFERMNB ATz 112 FEASERMET  BENATAEAZE - ERFREESESEN
fii » BIECABZZEF LA - ERBAECDARBTE 25 - EENER L REEASEMN
{EBaEAE  BREXAR - AFXR  EERRBERINGIBRNEA - ZIEABERRE R
HEHTRPARERESETIARERABNEEFTEH  TRERNER - AEMEZRER
SAETEISHYE PD-1 (programmed death-1) E1 CTLA-4 (cytotoxic T-lymphocyte—
associated antigen-4) ZZENHIE - E{ER%E SREDSIRER ENEERERD - #EMm
EE T #MEXK > ERECNREMRERERELEMEESRER  ERITANTERBRIR
UTE#FENMARBAERSIRRARBRANENEMRER - FAENBTERREEFER

&2 NS EERE BB B E < R EEY) < KRR AT EBBE - BMARIES I EZIRASH -
EREAERM 2R » RS - RGP REE RERIMEHEaENAR - EAE
DEBEREETEIMME - BLEHRERBEERIIREIAENEEREBFIEE - AR
RZATEM ARG REBEREZZMHEBERNERT » REZBABEESERZEMEE
2, FHRIRESERSE G MENERE -

CheckMate-577

LEAR 3 A —TRESE 2 0y ~RIBEIEERIRALER - BAVERERREM R Z S MBS R 2 RR N
ZMENEEZBRAEERTEH (disease-free survival, DFS) » BIFH&IER FA1E SERY
EE

AARB—IBEZIKIE €5 F=HEKREER > HAA 794 UBE - HED HHEN

38% ~ MNEAHZER 32% ~Toiill 13%  EffiiiE 16% 3% 2:1 BBtk DB A N ETAE D »
ABRAAARA 532 (IEE - HIRMERIA 262 UEBHE -

ARGHEIE  BEPIAE"_FNE=-N (FREESH) 5 AHRESERZ2ARETR
EREEIEE - BEABMREIRRE 5 SESMatEaElTRa RO UIRFM (&
UIBRFR AR REEEAGEE) W& 4 E 16 BREARBIEKSE  RERGEEREE
ypT1 5 ypN1 ; EEFERIFHHBINEE (ECOG PS 0—1) -

MRS EBETEE - A2 (BUAME vs. BE) - RIEMEGAR (yoN1 vs. ypNO)
PD-L1 RI] (= 1% vs. < 1%) °

AEREMFEFT AT ¢« sBR4EIES Nivolumab 240 mg EME—X - E4E 16 {EEREE »
A 480 mg BIUBE—X > HEEAGEIAN—F - HRARIZRZLRAE (Placebo) 1H[E4E
REAT| SR o

FTEABRCMABRRTED (DFS)  REXHEFEEEFEHN (05) UMR—F - MF
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BI=FEFELER  RRMEHMABRREREFEDN (DMFS) -

ZEUPTRE AR BMHNEERHRERRE - PFS2 (E_BRERERLEFEE) AES
T—4HABEEEERBAREBHIETHNER ; BEBMGER (PROs) BI{ER FACT-E -
GP5 ~ EQ-5D-3L FEXRMLETREBEFEARESIE -

TEEEEREEP > Nivolumab HEHBRNEZRIEIFEZERPUBRKRKREEE > 255 22.4 EHH
M.0MEAB (HR=0.69:p < 0.001) - AIRRK 31% RIIEEEEIET AR -

REBBE D IBE—SDHT © BREEE P > Nivolumab Ui DFS & 19.1 B8 » ¥8B4B4 11.1
8 (HR = 0.75) ; @iiksmpEEET » Nivolumab & 29.7 A8 » #8484 11.0 88 (HR
=0.61) o

ERIEFERIEES (DMFS) AE » Nivolumab 4889 DMFS 4 28.3 R » ¥iB4E%A
176 @B (HR =0.74) -

RiERFDITHEM - TR 65 5% 1ERIARER - BARRES ~ JEZEE  ECOG PS 0—1+
FRIRSE=8 ~ MILUNBIE - EMELEER « HER2 21t - MR FiTE 10 BARFEHELRE
#& > {£M Nivolumab BLBRIBEERR - EEEHNEREBYL > EREFRAEE S - 1L
DITERAERRABRMABAREPEREEERRAENS SME -

o
IEAESRIERETREZ 1L > 2B NCCN #55|7RRELEAF Nivolumab 49 A fi{& BHBIS BRIRZE

2ERR

01 Kelly RJ, Ajani JA, Kuzdzal J, et al. Adjuvant Nivolumab in Resected Esophageal or Gastroesophageal
Junction Cancer [published correction appears in N Engl J Med. 2023 Feb 16;388(7):672. doi: 10.1056/
NEJMx220014.]. N Engl ) Med. 2021;384(13):1191-1203.
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BiEEREEY SR | REEE (1)

KBBEBERFaER » F2BENHEREZNEBNEE - LRHERETRARMEES
B ARRaERAREH 2 (EBAEREREREAN FRAIMEE) - BEERERE
BHFIBIROE R > BRPRABRIEELER T ARG ERB 2 BNMR - 84 RRaESHEE
A HIEE TEAl{EEAE, (W CheckMate-648 - KEYNOTE-590 #E#) » Uk &
BOAEE A Bt TBE—(E85%, (%0 ATTRACTION-3 » KEYNOTE-181 s6&) -
AEHMBEERYE LR EGTHER - E—PRBARRBEBRPRERGERN
BeHRRER -

REBAEE—HaE
1. CheckMate-648

A ERERET
CheckMate-648 &—IEZEKM ~ E=H ~ Btk ~ FEEERIREER - A 970 {iI
MR B E R 4EYE (squamous cell carcinoma, SCC) £8& » LA 1:1:1 LhfIREt& S48 - 1

2B

HEH S A =4 HE4H—% Nivolumab (PD-1 HIH#I%E) & #H{CEAE (5-FU +
cisplatin) - # 321 {UE# ; & 4H "% Nivolumab & Ipilimumab (CTLA-4 &%iE
BE) o+ 325 IBE  WRARAEBMEEAE (5-FU + cisplatin) » # 324 fiiE# -

L ESLE

MARGEEE « BIAFM - EEHER 2 RPAREHIAMEE - ECOG PS 0—1- KEBi%
ZiEEHWEE  BEVAE—RIAIERIL -

AERDEBET

PERETFEIE PD-L1 RIR (TPS = 1% vs. < 1%) ~ B (5RI: ~ HAthIm - Z2EREA
&) > URFTAECERHMLER (<18 vs. =228) -

FEERERE

FEREA PD-L1 = 1% WRENERBFIER (overall survival, OS) BUEREBILFE
HR (progression—free survival, PFS) ; REARIEITEEEEE PD-L1 = 1% BEMN
OS * PFS» UK EHIERRIEZR (objective response rate, ORR) -

AaEAN

SHEBEESUTEEAR - RESHIEHES Nivolumab 240 mg BMEB—R > &
f# 5-FU + cisplatin ®0HE—R ; €& %K 4% Nivolumab 240 mg BB —RE&EH
Ipilimumab 1 mg/kg B73EB—R ; {bEERE%A 5-FU + cisplatin §IUE—X -
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AlBRAER
—HEBEEADSR2REREELI9E > SEFKR - 4h - ED T - BERINEEIRE -
PD-L1 3RIR ~ FRRELRS - BRI AR AEE -

BiR7FEH (OS) HERER(LEFEH (PFS)

RESHCEBRNEE » BRERENTSA OS & 13.2 vs. 10.7 AR » JETEE T
26% » —F1ZEERS 54% vs. 44%;PD-L1 = 1% HEEEd > il OS & 15.4 vs. 9.1 @A >
JETRERETIE 46% » —FE1FEERS 58% vs. 37% - il PFS 24 5.8 vs. 5.6 @A >
PD-L1=1% A& 6.9 vs. 4.4 {8 A » DHIEE 19% Bl 35% KEICEBE -

EREEEERCETAREFEED - BEEMDPA OS A 12.7 vs. 10.7 @A - JETA
PEFRIE 22% ; PD-L1 = 1% H% 13.7 vs. 9.1 f@ B » JETREEIEIE 36% ° {B7E PFS XRIR
K= > B PFS (£ 2.9 @A » |\IMEZEAER 5.6 @R ; PD-L1 = 1% &84 4.0 vs.
4.4 @R » RERABEZEER - B—ERB(ELEANMBLHMESE (26% vs. 10%) -°

CheckMate-648 &4 40 5IRETE /2 FELLE

: - Nivolumab Nivolumab
Nivolumab  Nivolumab
A RRAER : T 16 ) pilimamab (PD-LT = 1%)
{b#& Ipilimumab (F'D—{LE% 100 (Pglmurzn?%)
=2 RAEE(%) 13 1 6 16 18 5
2 RIEEE(%) 34 17 21 37 18 15
FRIBEER(%) 32 32 46 27 46
HERSERE
pes 47 28 27 53 35 20
i 2Liva
R FE
sEEmE) | 82 1.1 7.1 8.4 1.8 5.7
HERES
s oA 17 22 6 13 25 3
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1R¥E CheckMate-648 HERPEIABARINERE R ELLER R » AISRMNE U T4RRE
25

o EEEEREX (ORR) ZREEA Nivolumab &&{LELE
ERBZAEF - Nivolumab + {EEENEEZERRER (ORR) % 47% - BAREER
{CEEEBAE (27%) BEREEEHE (28%) - BT REECENS R
BEEEENERYRE -

e PD-L1= 1% BB HTEES > Nivolumab + {EENRIREE
7£ PD-L1 RIRRSHNEEEF > Nivolumab + 1549 ORR #E—%H FFHE 53% > th
BRERENERZHE (35%) BMEEEEE (20%) - FEm PD-L1 BMIEEHFRI
SRR RRE OB -

s ERTAERERFEFHRE  RRERMESEE
A RITAEEN ORR A& 28% » BRER Nivolumab + b4 » (BEPIFERE
FFRE 111 @R (PD-L1 SRIRBEEE N8 BA) - aibEE (71 BR) BeR
aHbEHE (82 MA) » REDBE KR EREFNGFESRRIPOEERIES

 Nivolumab + {bERFERREREHRFR - B4 1.5 @B
ZHRBIN PR EREE % 1.5 @R » B/REMAFFREMEM - 18 Nivolumab + {EE4HE
FEAERSREXERIFIOFEY - REAGERRRENREZ— -

o IHERMELLHIFRE RREERAREIENE
HHEARIENRALLGIEE RRES 22% » B Nivolumab + {EEAER 17% B{LE
4HM9 6% ; £ PD-L1 = 1% B - ERBETE 25% » BREBHERFEEEH
BERMEAE -

BlfEF

£ CheckMate-648 B » Nivolumab #5& Ipilimumab (#RE/6HE) TEH& 3 = 4
MEWERAE - BEHIRERE  BErERSERERRREER) - BRIV EENREIER
B83E  OEX - BhidAmRET - RER - MBENBEAS « m/\WEd - 5% > Kk H
ABRINEE RS

FEERERNBIERLLESE » Nivolumab &E{E278%E (5-FU + cisplatin) BiESAR(EER
REAERNEERERADHHEERT  MEEASHEIFANZEER L ITRBEZEER B

BEREHRR R R ARG NS -

ERIENE > EERREGFEET » B CEER RNEIFRELALN PRERBERE
FARE > BRUGRRAERAERICETEREEEFRERESERIE - 2M > REER
BERUAD W EESFINERESMERTER -

mERE  ERERFEARENTEN  HRNEBEENZCRIRANZEMNS » RIE—IR
BRENNBRAE -
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2. Keynote-590

ALBRERGTEL A
KEYNOTE-590 & —IHEZKRM - FE=H BHIRZIBERAR 5EEKRS
pembrolizumab &L ABRERPRIEE (BHKNARE) BEFEEUR - 2

FrE 2R & AR AR Firs SR ER - HERFIEEERE (ECOG PS 0—1)
rEEZBEEHMEE BRRBSEERIT - AR 11 BEoHE > WiRIEREEAEME
R& (B4R vs. BRAR) -~ 3thiEl (S2M vs. JEEEM) ~ DA ECOG PS (0vs. 1) E1THE -
HERAR

ABR4B1ES pembrolizumab 200 mg B=E—X » H(LEa%E (5-FU &H 800 mg/
m2, B—ZEFERHXK + cisplatin 80 mg/m? » B=E—R > HEZEERE) - HRAERE
SR - SHERERERERE - RBRSEERERS 35 EEH -

AVBRARES

FEABARNEEREREE (0S) BERFRELFEN (PFS) » MEMAREREE -
RELWAUEIERERREER (ORR) ~4EmE (QoL) FE » MAUKRETE PD-L1 CPS =
10% iR 4mARIE BENRIERE DI -

EEREZAED > pembrolizumab SHEEGEEENESERFTEN (HR =073) » —
FREER 51% > SRCEERN 39% ; MEFERRIDHIE 26% B2 16% - 7£ PFS HHE -
AR —FERMERERBLHEELEERED RS 25% £ 12% » BERERERAN 12%
B4 3% o

£ CPS = 10% HIEHIAMMERIEREF > JECEM T 41% (HR = 0.59) » —FERMF
ZERDRIA 55% Bl 29% ; M{LEHAA 34% B 15% - 1BEIZRIERE) PFS EiEthE
M 49% BIEFE TE (HR =0.51) -

REESENERINEENTEERS HR=073) » —FHEMEREXRDBIS 50% B
25% > EIREEER 43% B2 15% ° £ PFS 9474 » pembrolizumab B—EEE{LRA
27% » {LE4BEIA 12% o

fEE R FEREIRIE

Pembrolizumab + {bEHA Y EEKRER (ORR) & 45% - BAEEEMNLELRR 29.3% - 58

EREBRDBID 6.7% B 2.4% ; BDRIERE 38.3% B 26.9% - IRAIEHIRE 78.8%
(pembrolizumab #H) B 75.5% ({EE4H) - BRERAF  FEBBMFALLRINGE

285 (20.4% vs. 6.2%) -

BIfEAAE - 85KE  BR  BMKET - MIVREESFRREEMERDHEM -
EEREEAEERET > RERESHARANEELEEREEEREARTE -
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01 Doki Y, Ajani JA, Kato K, et al. Nivolumab Combination Therapy in Advanced Esophageal Squamous-Cell
Carcinoma. N Engl J Med. 2022;386(5):449-462.

02 Sun JM, Shen L, Shah MA, et al. Pembrolizumab plus chemotherapy versus chemotherapy alone for first-
line treatment of advanced oesophageal cancer (KEYNOTE-590): a randomised, placebo-controlled, phase
3 study [published correction appears in Lancet. 2021 Nov 20;398(10314):1874. doi: 10.1016/50140-
6736(21)02487-9.]. Lancet. 2021;398(10302):759-771.
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6-5
REERZEYSR | RESE (2)

RIEEEBE R

1. Attraction-3
Attraction-3 #—IEZIKM « E=H1 » FEHEDIK - AR ERRER - BROERIEER %R
A Nivolumab BB EMLE A BER I B ESHRARE T ERET 2 -
Rt e ) 3
AR MAMEBIRETFN - ERNAESEE BN BERNARERSE HEARY
BRETHEEARRE (ECOG PS 0—1) - BEFRBIEZ 5-FU HHSREYASERNEE
SETEFR SR AT 32 -

AaEAN

atE84H : Nivolumab 240 mg BRE—K - ¥R : HIBERRARTIERE Docetaxel 75 mg

S{=iB— » 5 Paclitaxel 100 mg BiE—R » BENBERIRE—E -

FTEBREHRAE

TERERRE, - BEETZERA (Overall Survival, OS) > RERERRE - FERLEEH
(Progression-Free Survival, PFS) - @& FEZX (ORR) - 4£FRE (QoL) RAE

&M (AE) -

SHEEREE

S E AL ~ MRl ~ HhiE - BESTNEE « FRAEHARI ~ STAAE ~ PD-L1 RIREARABIEE

EHENDMIE » BRERERTEMY -

BiSFEH (Os) HEREEILEER (PFS)
Nivolumab 4R UEEEFEIS 10.9 @R - HENEEAEAEN 8.5 @R - BREFE

21% WHFETEE (HR BRTEEM) - —FEEFEEXS 46.9% (Nivolumab) #¥ftb 34.7%
(b)) > MES 20.2% vs. 13.5% » =& 25 15.3% vs. 8.7% °

EEZAR{I PFS Nivolumab #HRENRICEHR » BFFEFEERS 24% (Nivolumab) ¥tk
17% (EE) » —FEEB(LEFEERS 12% $EE 7% -

EfERER (ORR) i Ef54ERFMR

FE 7% [ FE 2R : Nivolumab 4H7% 19% » {EEEH A 22% - 15 4E R FEEE I : Nivolumab %
21% » {EEME 6% o PHIIF4ER FERSRT : Nivolumab & 6.9 8 » b4 3.9 AR -
Z2M4DR

A ERNEITEAELRERE ° Nivolumab 4B REIREIFERNARKIE » FR=FRKIE
MEEZEDMEEE > SEEREEmMECRED « BE - B - KEALZ - OEXKEMS »
BRET2MRYT -
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Nivolumab 1HEREESEEE » FELAIRZIBABRNGEI RESIAARERE D > BENEE
BBEER > BEARENZZ MR -

2. Keynote-181
Keynote-181 B—IEZIkM « E=HA « BED IR  BIIERERREER - 2

HMA 628 (IIEHASNER T REHRSERRAERE (SBERERSE) BE  ER%A
EEZB—REFWRRE > LEABERIFEEINE (ECOG PS 0—1) - BEREHES A
BRAREA¥RAR - LB 1 -

R F LD B EF

ANEFHEFE  TREZB 0% - BB sHbmit 2 HS SR 4 SRR R ESE
B RERAEELE - PEBEFEESHEMAM (8K vs. BRik) ~HiE (T2 vs. FEZEM) -
AVBRARES

FEAREBRRIEIE=IEEEEEER (Overall Survival, 0S) £#f : PD-L1 CPS = 10 &
B BUAMERRIENERY 0 MR ZEEIERE - RBRHATERER(EEER (Progression-Free
Survival, PFS) -~ f&/&RFEZR (Overall Response Rate, ORR) RZ&ZZ2M4e¥d o

RERE

A ER4E1ES Pembrolizumab (PD-1 ##I%E]) 200 mg B=E—R » ABERKIEME °
¥1ER4H Al FH BB AR BR PR FER A4S F = 1@ (B EEY) 2 — » B3E : Docetaxel 75 mg/m? §=#
—X ; Paclitaxel 80—100 mg/m? 8E—RX (F— - /\~ THX > SNE—EIER) ;=
Irinotecan 180 mg/m? SME—

ARG R
A. BRET7EEER (Overall Survival, OS)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 fi&##:Pembrolizumab #HH{if OS %& 9.3 {@ 8 -#i84H% 6.7 @R -
HR = 0.69 » [#1K 31% JET AR ; —FEFEES 43.0% vs. 20.4% °
o HEURAMBEYE : Pembrolizumab 4B OS & 8.2 @B - #8844 7.1 @B » HR =
0.78 » FJETEBEFFIE 22% -

o RECHRRY - MM OS 9% 7.1 @R > HR = 0.89 » JETREREFFE 1% ©
HE PD-L1 CPS = 10 iRE*PERTEEE M » BHAMMREREF RETRRIZE > BURAE
MELEBEIRE

B. EEHRE{L1ZEH (Progression-Free Survival, PFS)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 : Pembrolizumab #5ii PFS A& 2.6 @8 > ¥884% 3.0 @R -
HR = 0.73 ; —F&\®EB(EEEZR 20.8% vs. 6.7% °

51



Consensus of systemic therapy for
squamous cell carcinoma in Taiwan >>>

o GEIRAMBEYE : Pembrolizumab 48 2.2 B8 - #8848 3.1 BB » HR = 0.92 -
o FEREREEE . Pembrolizumab #H 2.1 @B - %8848 3.4 @A -

C. [E7EFEZ (Overall Response Rate, ORR)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 : Pembrolizumab 42 ORR % 21.5% » ¥8840% 6.1% -
o HEIRAMARYE © Pembrolizumab 4B 16.7% » ¥38848 7.4% o
o EZBERERY : Pembrolizumab 48 13.1% » ¥f884H 6.7% -

EESMS > Pembrolizumab A SRR P9 RHESNERRER -

T2 (Safety)

WARRARRESERE - BREE - R - ROREL - ABETRERNARRES
FARBRINEER T s MBI ~ fR%E ~ BRMHEAMIKME T REEMCHREARERNRERE -8
BAERECSMF > ABAEARNOMK « BMIKE TR ; HERAR RIS ~ IRANEA
3~ BUMAEEA L M4 ARSE o

o
Pembrolizumab {ERIRHARERESE — 46 » £ PD-L1 CPS = 10 NEET » HEREE
REAEREREEES (0S) > BAEEREIERRD -

ZENRR

01 Kato K, Cho BC, Takahashi M, et al. Nivolumab versus chemotherapy in patients with advanced
oesophageal squamous cell carcinoma refractory or intolerant to previous chemotherapy (ATTRACTION-3):
a multicentre, randomised, open-label, phase 3 trial [published correction appears in Lancet Oncol. 2019
Nov;20(11):e613. doi: 10.1016/S1470-2045(19)30646-1.]. Lancet Oncol. 2019;20(11):1506-1517.

02 Kojima T, Shah MA, Muro K, et al. Randomized Phase Il KEYNOTE-181 Study of Pembrolizumab Versus
Chemotherapy in Advanced Esophageal Cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2020;38(35):4138-4148.
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