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BHIRER (8 SESCN) AIEREMEEERRNIEENIMETE - BERBPHIER
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BAZHREBEEEIECZHSHEBERRER > HERCSEILERIEINE (adventitia) 3§
EREBHES > WEHEHMEEER - B8 S EHBEHRERER) BEZUREM
FMiAEELRESDN > HEAZEHE  HEZHRIGERERDS - yEEﬁnEE’éE , B
BZERERE (multi-modality therapy) ATZRFAEMKE » ¥ RIRIEW T /G

() EBaBESHREEE (918 MEBE) )

BRF Mo » RTOG 85-01 HARKEE » DA cisplatin & 5-fluorouracil BILEAEM
RaMELERE  REARSAETEZELERFBEEREEH  BELFFEROA
25% o SRER  $HHIRAMRSNBEEEIESEMaBE AR NE—FSIRFER > f
MREmERNEE - BRicA2EARBRARETETY > HRERESERERE -

(2) FhEgBIE & (b EE I L F1ia

AREMRBRENERTE - B 1990 FRECEZIEMERTNFMAIEITHEEERE S
{EEZ AT EEY - SLMEZIHRA cisplatin 4 5-fluorouracil Z{LER S »
HRIERBERT A— - 2011 F—IEHHZIEE -HERABNARES DITETR - FE
cisplatin i 5-fluorouracil BRI T ERBES HF M - REBFMGETRELD
20% RIFETERE - 7

2012 & > RTEEHITHIIARESE = BiERREIE—CROSS AR—EREE » MU carboplatin
B paclitaxel BIEERFHMEBESERESHFN > EESERFRIBEEBTEHL
PRARSET AR - DROWET > BRARESENTFIRSERENEAERE - 8 LR
BETHEHDRESEHNESHFMEARPERERERZERBNER - Z—IENFE
BITHOAREE = HARRRAUERIN 2018 T % - HERRET » $RA cisplatin B vinorelbine
BHEERFNMEMRSERESHFN  REAFNESERREHGNEREREZE
FIEEHREREEEN - OAM > LU= RBEEESREEARERZES » ESNR
ZARREREGREARBNERLER > #PERATAERAEW -

(3) #ﬁﬁﬁﬂbﬂ:;m (F%ﬂa {E%&E”) &0 Ll

FhEEBNEER X (MEA) ERNGESEREGINMAREIRE - 2024 F3
RZBAK JCOG1109 Eﬁn««ﬁ‘r\ » 3R A8 cisplatin ~ 5—fluorouracil & docetaxel =&
ROFFEEBN(E B S X - BB cisplatin A 5-fluorouracil EEHE » FEELERKFERE
BE7E5ERR - 10 B—IERREHATHY CMISG1701 FRAFRAIR 2023 3 o SFFFRLEHR T
cisplatin £ paclitaxel ZEMFEENCE - HEIREYSHRGFAaE (BIFEEENL
BE) 2BYER - GRET MEABESNERERE I ATEBESER - 1 5L
WMABRET > S CENMFMTARSNEHERE BB RARENER SEER
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- BEREH® - BHEM - RERAMREZEEL BETHEE / AB8XFRERERER
BEZENRARE - FMAEREMERNES - BEGRET LHCENRERS -
- EfEREERESEEEES REBHIKMAKRE (SqCC) FARE (AJCC) IERT » #i&
R REAEAS (WHO) ZEFEMNESIE (poorly differentiated) KRS {LIBE
(undifferentiated cancers) (38§ 4#) ETRBEEMIEE (HC) > UED
SqCC # AdCC -

RO Z2=MNEEREZRRNEREE  MEERAEREIRE RREENLIRESR
R o S ERERE R FRA T SR BRI A A REET) B ARES > MRIB I REEES (WHO)
BAEETESESME - 2 BRRENREEIG 6-8 MERERMMNLIA » UFIRIEDEEE
EDFot -BIEEIKYEESE (squamous cell carcinoma, SCC) iR (adenocarcinoma,
AC) MEATARIGERIR TAEAEEZR  NERESREEMEE - [R 7 LillmiEE
Zo il EENRESSE FHEEMERER > G5F/)HeE - SERDWERE - MERE -
BEEEEERES -3

LIRS
EERERREGERIDHEE (immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICI) fEA—4RIARINEE
W EBEETT TIIEYAESSR » ARBARIRE

-FEREMETRE1 (PD-L1) RERE :PD-L1 REBFEEBREHESLLERE
(HC) #1T7o%W  BERNFTFEHAXEIE: BREELEH S E (TPS, Tumor Proportion
Score) : FHMAEBMARP2RBLOTTERERBEMGENE DL - EER nivolumab
3 nivolumab/ipilimumab %&—#&4 %R > PD-L1 [BHEEES TPS = 1% - * &5
M8 (CPS, Combined Positive Score) : #§fiEEA PD-L1 [BMHELENMAR
(BIEEEME  HERBE IKMIE) BEMRUERMBEE > BEIM 100 - FH
pembrolizumab Z—423488s » PD-L1 (Bt ESEA CPS =10 < °
- UNVERBEIIRIBEM (MSI, microsatellite instability) S AR HNIEHERBERR
( MMR, mismatch repair protein expression ) #38 : ZE/EERMEHEA « BB RE
EEED > BEEEAREBEEINGIE - °TET MSI 3f MMR RERAIHRE] - MSI AR
RREEEB PCR IR ER (NGS) 2 VEEBEMNAZEM - F0 BAT25
BAT26 * MONO27 ~ NR21 * NR24 % - 8 MMR &2fERIT SR 2B BMtE22E (IHC)
ik DNA £1618FAZEHE (MLH1 MSH2 » MSH6 * PMS2) Z#ZAKRIFZH K
ERBRKAIRS IMMR (deficient mismatch repair) © 7
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- REEEEBEL RREBRMGRR D BAER - HEOHBRJA%ER - EFETTE

MBEERE » WHEERERS WIS EMETERH (CT) DAgTE -

- HRALREGERZREURNNES > ERETEFEREESR (FDG-PET/CT) X
E—IHRBEEEEIRER - EHNREMNEREREBBNERSE > IIFAEEERER
PET/CT » MBRANERELAETFRE -

- BERRPARARRATELREHFNARENEECRRE T BEEBENBMEFERED
BE OIREATFIRER > WERFETRERERIEE » UBHRIFIRHIEE (aerodigestive
tract) HIRED S _REEAIRIAENM -

- EEXRHRREEORAR BRED A HMRIEMED - BIKIBEERBERRIES 5
BENEENRAREBETRESE  MUHEFBIEANEENT AR

—iRME > EREEMERNIS B EERFERASKEERE (CT) HARIIRE
BK (EUS) 1T MEtHJEEFEERERMERNES - Bl EFEVERFH (FDG-PET/
CT) FH&AE - Mopl{ER EUS FREITHRER DA - 8RR T D EA A EE B RIFNSUR M4
BRI - AT > EUS EE D RERNAEENEHER (cTla) BRILERE TENETRE

(cTib) A » ZEMEMABEHRIE - ELt > #¥ FHIERE (cTla R cTlb < 2cm) - E&HE
SEBEITARBEIETREEM (endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD) » FHEA[1E
HE8 EUS BXEMIERSERELZN - 8

ROEREARS BRI BB AR/ IR (CT) mIRECIEFEREIRH (FDG-PET/CT) #1T - BRIER
BETEEENUEREEFELEENEF - B2 FDG-PET/CT HEHNBREREHEAIERK
MEREBER CT> EEBK T 28 (cT 28 LMERBEHER > RIEFLERIE
WTEsEtE - O IERHEAREE (cT1) &> FDG-PET/CT HIBEIMEHZRIAIR » BAERER
MBERE » BAsEEERSEAINEBRSIERIE - © tbsh » FDG-PET/CT &% cT1- cT2
B cT3 FEfRAEMAENINER « C At - BEBMAREVS TR EEEZME CT 7
SHEBEIREERAY CT RHAITRIERE R - MEAERE EREH N MRERRNBERER
Z— - "HHERET > 49 20-50% MBEEEEHEEER > BY 26.5% NEESHIRED
MEEER ; FRTAERNERE - 2 48T » B8 - RS CT IR AN S
T E R E SRR B E R E SRR - T FDG-PET/CT B R AR E M1
(ERERE) EBNEE -

{&% CT Al FDG-PET/CT BRI SMEEMEL (cN) - (BERESREILE - &L
R AT R SR E A BB ARMERE - CT #AIBB 1 cm NEANMEENGSRIES
30%-60% ° '® FDG-PET/CT & B &R B4 A N B ESRIEthRE (8951%)
FHAHELEHEEEHREZEEOAEIEYMEE - BEEZ T » EUS it &2 HEE S
EEAESHEM (4985%) - P Itsh > BMmEHHMKE (FNA) FRinZ EUS i (EUS-FNA)
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£ cN ZHARVFHME R EER L EUS 5 CT BB M ESABIRNEAN R - AHEREES
HEHMERSHEL S E - 1624 Fibl - RREBE R (EUS) ERAFEHEEEBHEE
1R CT » i FDG-PET/CT TEAR RS EAIFE S ELE CT B4EHE -

ESD EFMAIAcHERIREERE (T1a > BEREFILEFMENE (muscularis mucosa) >
BEMOLER) BEERES > AURAEMLEEESESARIELE -V FDG-PET/
CT RIS EM AR B RNERER A EEEEE - ALt - EERHESIESREYIRMN

FBEEIT FDG-PET/CT BE > AABAZREENRRER » AIBEILENFMNTA -
18-20

RIEHHAMEE (SCC) BEESMHIRTEIE_/REMERE (head and neck second primary
tumors, HNSPT) - M358 » &6 HNSPT B EHTERPESNERERE SCC 1
EE o IRIEHET > B SCC BE HNSPT WEBBRITERNS 6.7% - EItt » RHAEE
HNSPT BBIR =R EETE% - 2

RIBEONRRZEZEAHES (ESPEN) M355] > ETEBRENEBNTHRERHERESE -
MEBT > BE—FNBEEERIBEYRMAIRERN BB 5% M 40% NEEEE
HEBIE 10% - 22 MRS BREEEH (BM) W - BERESSEMFMER - BLE
mmE > WK AP EEENEFRAR - FIL > fki8 ESPEN 155 AR MHINEESS
EREBRBENEERET TR aBMim S aEEE  BASEEMES - 2

FRARREEMMGZHRETARERBEMN

" m B #
WIGEML 28 - EMPSRR S FED
ARIRAINA MIEMSHR (B0 PD-L1) -

: WP A AN SN (BIE T B N 1)
MR )  HRSHESBIRER CT -
THEEEESH AR RS RICRERE ; ToEE EUS « 15
= NENEEE BB ER AR A= EUS B -

R Ty IGENARA SRR - (RAS T SRR A R e
WEEERE (CT) RS -
— RHERSE  ANBTRASNER - B
. it Bz iR
EFmEE (FOG-PET/CT) o e e o
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55,0

SBXE ~ BREZE - BT FRIFIE

=

NaEESIEEARBHA LREFRNREER - TRIZBL MEE M) 25LKE
(M1) ~#EEBRE (M2) MFEAE (M3) - BAREESEFRETEFEE > METE (SM)
E—S D5 SM1 (ZEREREBE 200 ym) & SM2 (GBEREBE 200 pm) - 1R
AJCC/UICC BN\ EAZRS » M1 FRE DS pTis (high-grade dysplasia) > M2 #
M3 7wE%A Tla - M SM1 1 SM2 fFERIA pTib - RHIRERE (R ZUREBHIK LK
fEYE > superficial esophageal squamous cell neoplasia, SESCN) =ZiEREEBIRINEIEE
RHETE > HERINEEER (B) pTisNOMO 8 pTINOMO) -

RBRRUIRME—BHMEANEER L SEARIBEAEE IR (endoscopic mucosal
resection, EMR) FIARIEFME T RIBEMT (endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD) °
REERMTE S MAKEE > 15527 ESD i » SESCN ($F52 stage 0 #l stage 1A &
) APABRRHIERINFMERRRETRM - 22 ZES5BRIREEE (ASGE) A%
1E5|18E > HNRARBHMETEE 8% » D EARRM SESCN » AIEZIRAIRF
M7 o ¢ BUMBEEERE2E (ESMO) SARETES |15 » ¥R high-grade dysplasia FIAZE T1 89
SESCN » R{RSEEIR IR (en—bloc resection) FEESEIEAEAE ° - ERAEATIER -
AEERES | NHIERIERIZEE - TESSENBRNTE - REREFREZEEQERRGIN
THRAFRES - FFARM T ARIRUIRITAEEERIGBRAREE > UREASEA RN ERE

BmRE— o4

1. ARBUIRRMTAEEEELSERRESE
SESCN myjaEtE R RBMAIZZENERSBRE - ROHE - MREEFEMELIE
BRERKHE - (R TEBNSERE  BRENABEPEERDERERE (G1-G2 B G3) it
EAERNEERRYIER - ARRUIREERANEREZERERETFIFESTE (G1 5
G2) Mm% - HRNDEARR (G3) SEMSEEFFHAVMIL - BEETEARRTIRE
FEFE °
ERENEEHFAENEERESH - HNHESH%A Stage 0 (pTisNOMO) 8§ Stage IA
(pT1aNOMO) HIRETE - IRRVIIF R Ae—BARBRREBHIEER A - AT » B
RitTE M EER MR D » MERARD BB EINRIES 2B FE—EREN
EZ& AGENEREREE  ER0ZRU/HEE T ABERRTERNTZE - K
RIS | S EIEE P A EEEMEE (absolute indication) ARAEHERERE (conditional
indication) ; A& EEEEERAFZBZERESE (Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor
Board review) it EBESETARBIIIRMG » URMTERBERIBEGBOESERRTE
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EH BB (Bl endoscopic resection with selective adjuvant therapy B8 EHR
R CQ3 &k CQ4) - EERARER Y - NRFABEINRKRAIS2ZEZELREE (RE—) -

CQ1: flypifETE = MR E G2
ERSEAEERAMEEEBNEERR  HAREZWHHENT

(1) 3!573517(?9?%%%*2?
%Fkiﬁ?f/ar BERTEEUVAESKSHEMNETE AL EGET
MARIZLIFRT -

(2) NIREEBERM (endoscopic ultrasound, EUS)

EUS 21fiA1 T 2BNERIE > X EAENE T HBAEENREKEER - 4 28 » EUS
EFER pT1 BB S BRENERMER(RXRT) ¢ T AEHEBERZE (overdiagnosis)
HIEEE - 457 FEItt » EUS 72 T HHAEI%4E SESCN JAETHABMNATE - 2 BN
T RIBSBIRMIR T EE—EARIVABEFRI » BARUTBENEESBER -°

(3) AWK EEM (magnifying endoscopy, ME)

BARAREM (ME) SEEEMEGE (NBI) BIEMRIERMARREM (NBI-ME) » BEiRS ¥t

HET‘?%?F?%TEFE’F"I%‘EEEV_{ BT ER - WHEIK EUS MiB%: - 4 RIEAARE
(JES) I NBI-ME 948 - Type A ¥ ERIEEMRERZE ; Type B 5% B1 - B2

*EI B3> A RI¥ER pTis-M1/T1a-M2 + pT1a-M3/T1b-SM1 1 pT1b-SM2 &Y fE 155 ;2 i

FE(RK=Z) 16

BEAMLZE TR » R_MR=FERMRIERAERERESERZNEEE - FLL > BRK
FEREBIBENEEZHRENRES - EEREFHER &/Fﬂ/m}?E’JnﬁE*ﬁEE EH
HRERSEAAAEMRENZFMNBER - AIUAEERRT IR -

CQ2: AMRIEUIERMTFIRERE A /)

355|253 E A NBI-ME it & AR 517 (Lugol-chromoendoscopy) 3R 32 ki i k1 A9
EEEE MEEIUNEERASEFLER - AMEASRENMLAERIAZTERE
EERRE  EREESEHNEE ; Bl > BBER<1% NEEEMmLrER -0

(1) ESD 3 EMR #9iE2

ESD 1N EMR WEZENHEH AKEREBEEESHNEIRIIIZZE (en-bloc resection
rate) - 184 ASGE JAEIE3|FTifAY Meta—analysis (85 8 BEERMIARE - 821 RIEZ
ESD AR EEH 1306 Bi%F EMR JAENEE) » BRI ESD EAESMNRAKIN
R (SIRAMTIRRER) » D BIA 93.3% M 72.1% (B @S [RR] % 1.33 > 95% S8B&ER [CI]
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£A1.02-1.74 > 12=97.3%) ; Itb%b » ESD HEEREEFRRIE > 9BI% 0.5% 1 5.2% (RR
%A 0.19:95% Cl A& 0.07-0.48 > 12=0.0%) ; A > ERIHEZERHHE > MIEH EHEEE
EEXR 4

RBERABNEREERSPLIEERELE  BRERNBRIIBEMEE - Bl 15
mm BEEAHIERERA ESD 5 EMR #IERRE - 4°

(2) ESD R/ BERANAEEZNRER / ZERARERE ?
BEz8mE (> 5 A9R) & /3 2ERA (whole circumferential) fHE#) ESD rJEK
TBEMERE » KIgREEENAEFZRE -

RiE JESHBAAHIEARBEES (UGES) RIAEIES| - H#NZERAREARERRELSB
5278 cM1/M2 (NOMO) #B#E > MREBRZERREH cM3/SM1 (NOMO) EZE -
BT REtIRMS S EEA%E (CRT) - 26 ZAM » ASGE LAR ESMO K4S
AR A FEMUR RS - 45

MAERE 4R (oncological outcome) TS » IEERBIIEEMT AR » LHIEZ BElkE
BRHZE - Minamide ZEAStY 52 & (46 & cTla & 6 & cTlb) ZEIBFEIES ESD A
BNERERITON  HEBEEPMEHS 5.0 cm (IQR > 4.0-6.3) -8 FHEHET » BiR
PIRRERE RO TIRE S RIS 100% (95% Cl > 94.4-100) #] 69.2% (95% Cl » 54.9-
81.3) - MIEREKBRELARDAAERE  BAMREE (BLERRAMIR n =
31) EETEMEE  SREEE CREREGUUIRR n = 21) AEZIEFE|EYRIM
5y CRT EAREHEENEE (n = 10) » FEREABENEBEETERBE L =1)- &
BN 49.1 ERREIRE - 4 FMNERBEFEER (0S) ~ EREFEMEEER (DSS) UK
ZIEEHR (CRR) 93lAE 86.2% (95% Cl > 71.6-93.6) -~ 95.5% (95% Cl > 83.1-
98.9) M 11.5% (95% Cl » 4.1-23.1) - HAp» 31 F{EES ESD AENEEREE - H
4 % OS -~ DSS 1 CRR 984 93.2% ~ 100% ] 0% - HABHEERER » sEHES
REMYR7T 2ZERREBERENRRREER -

Liu % ABILE ESD (n = 109) MBI FM (n = 31) E2EEHEM SESCN A%
RRRE O RERET - BB FAHAL > ESD RSB EFHEM - B
perioperative B4 » MR EEMLERE - MIEEEERMS » £ 0S MEERE
#X (RFS) FE > MAZHFREREEEER -

it 2EFREBIBE 5 AHDEM SESCN Wi JERAEEIT ESD I8 » AMthE &3
EBNAER » A48 I55]#5 cTisNOMO/cT1aNOMO B2 BB BEEERA 5 AP
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SESCN S| BB RHERIE - KABKREREARTREBEARELSSET ESD > WHMRIRIE
RIBABBERATEESHTEHBNEE (R CQ3 > CQ4) - AT » HRILIEREE ESD &
ERABSNREMERR - —BAT ESD 8B & RS ARRENERIEEEN - 2

CQ3: cT1bNOMO FEitHIAMRERIA B R

5 pT1b SESCC » JES BHAA BRI A REIRRMI CRT » 2 #ARA M IERAE
ERMBEMRREBASSER - AMMAIMNAEKRIREEMKRBERKADH - 8 cTIbNOMO
AIEILEELEER pT1oNOMO R ESTRIE - AL - ARBUIRMIEIE cTIONOMO FEit
MBEEIERE - AMNUTHRBEENREE—TES:

(1) 1Al RETE i B R E S R R PR 1

#iB1 cM3 M cSM1 BEHIMESD » FSHERLBRESHOH - 0 BRiF JGES 4B
5| A A9 meta—analysis » TEMTBIEZET A cM3/SM1 BIREHEIS » 4 27.4%-55.2% R4&5w
B A pM1/M2 > BERERRBRMT I AT NEE LR EBIRRAMAE -6 Eit »
HRMIBIZ2E A cM3/SM1NEE - BEERRARNREBEURMEEEAMRENEES
REBEEER -6

Takeuchi SRt TR2IMEMRFIIRRMT. AR - T ITRER - 7E 127 MIEZEMER
RIFLIBRAMTAY cM3/T1o BEF » 19.2% KREREERBEREIRIQMETIRR ; MERAK
ZRAMTIRNEE > REETHREVIRFMNAREANRFEFMEELFHERS
e

E &2 ARIRUIRMT—a S5 LR - A1651FKA TARBUIRMS HEEZLEELE
& (endoscopic resection with selective adjuvant therapy) ZKig#ilbaEED - ME
B —RAEKREZERBARBURNTERBEAGBERATESETHIAE - SEIRE
4EEER L R B MR AR SR (pathology—directed therapeutic strategy) e

(2) RIRIRTIFRMT S HHE R TB I BAY S B RS

NIRRT & BRI HBA BT AE I LU B — @A EER - 2 ESD IFAE—&
EFERRMY > BESMEERMEHEAER (M RETIRMSEHEY CRT) » &
RETTLAAAE cTIbNOMO fEItARI4TIEIA - 8 24T » ERBEHHRBMRANEREE - B
FITBRARE B A Z REB—H ORI EI BB - 13

JCOGO0508 = 5 2 B Al M — &t ¥ 9 13 8% U bR 1l7 & 1 328 12 14 & Bh 7 {E #& (Endoscopic
Resection and Selective Chemoradiotherapy) IR FE -~ BB MK HSHEHE
cT1bNOMO KB E ; ZM AR IR TE9 D A 3 & (SM1 > SM2 > SM3) It R UL cSM1/
SM2 it E o 12 RIBARBIRITENRIEGRETOELE
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- Group A : ERIREMEIIRE - MEREINEGE (n=74) -

- Group B : YIBRIEB&ZIZMH pTib HEAEMEMEEIC (lymphovascular invasion,
LVI) B9 pM3 &kt > 22 FEFFM CRT (41.4 Gy > BEBHEEREAE > n=87) -

- Group C : YIfRE R4 (deep margin) (51 » #3Z definitive CRT (50.4 Gy » JRE%
ER{i1g5% 9 Gy > n = 15) o

ERER MBEEEN3-FOS & 92.6% (90% CI: 88.5—95.2%) MKk 3- FEEIL
Fi& % (progression-free survival, PFS) A& 89.7% (90% Cl: 84.2—93.4%) - E/1 >
Group B HIZERIFESIELE » 3- F 0S A& 90.7% (90% Cl: 84.0—94.7%) - 12 BE TR
TEELR  BEENERTRERINEIFN - 12 WAEE—SERET RRBEIRHEH
EEMEHENaBENAN

ey REVIIRTE R HWE M REHEEa R ( CRT) ?

5 A1 18 4 RO B R LL BB B M BB TR AT EREBN 1 CRT MBS - 2 BEAMNBRHARX
SRR BRARBRURMEEMERETRNNESE (n = 110) - EMEEBEERS
25% (HP 67% BEE 1 EHELZMHE) - RAEHHER 23-47 ERNARERERR
B 0% B MIEZEEM CRT WEE (n=175) > hIBHE 24-72 EBNHARISER
B/ERD 2.2% > BIREEEER 9.5% - ZMRE—FFEHETISHE pTb-SM2 FE
REAHAMEMERICHN SESCN ERRERSEAREGE  SREFELSERIRRZR
ZEENE CRTHIEHE RS 20-50%; HRZ T - FELSERIERNEZEERS 0% &It >
RIES| BB EES AR RN EESEBREEERETRM ; ZRIFERFNRE > H#HEP
£ CRT AT AJFE RS RMERHN—EAEEE - B AP AAR—Z R ONEEEHE
A BOIREESR : WEE CRT ANSEMAENTAERIBEENERRRAE > HHAENEX
RRSEBENESER pTlb SHAMEMEEILH SESCN - 14

2 EO > Z2EMBIZENERMYIAR ESD NEEBIRTIRE « BHEER - RITETGE

AE— S ETHEAENES  AIESIBERANRBEIIRMIES cTIbNOMO HIHBK

HEFERE (conditional indication) - FZRZBRBFEHT - HHESMWEE > ESD 7

EAABEIEYZ —  BREEABERGMURNERAE  ERIEREAMAEN—I2
(RE—) -4

CQ4: IE&YYIBE (Curative resection)

BIA MU E M IS Mo IR A M ER T - HUEHDIFREANBIREREE - FRA IR
RN EEERBRAREGHMBEME LIS EREEMARA ; FAAEMENIERERS
ETIRIEERIEL 2 2K E TR - RIKRIGZEMNRIBARIBAEL RS > oIAE
BAEEEEIRIE S EITER (understaging) %A R - B - FRAXIES|RFESFEHR
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BRASEBERM -

UIRREARNRIBAMBEREATRBESEY - AR ERASRE IR ¢

(1) FEETRER T UIRRIBLEAIAILZ (lateral margin) R4 (deep margin) YR ETE AR (
high—grade dysplasia =40 ) - Bl RO resection °

(2) Dysplasia, 2154 well (G1) or moderate (G2) B9%E °

(3) BMEMERIL (LVI)

(4) BRETEREFENEREIL -

CQ5: FERIBELIER (Non—curative resection)

G RBAGETHERARTERAMUIRRIZENZE - BIERAIERAMIIR - 56

BEUTER : UIRREZBY (AIE30RE)  BBS2MEARR (G3)  FAMEMNERIE

(LVI) » SiRERSBERBETEREFEMAS - BNRIFREUIIRNIELIERZEM > &

BEERKBERBERRBENETAE - N5 ZBRAERERTRNAN  BRZENES
(Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor Board Review) > ZEFHMHZEEFIER » HIEEEEH

AEETE -

CQ6: aEaE

HRBERIRZHNEF TR AERBIUIERYE AR » BALEAIES I RREBZ2RE
& (Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor Board review) #E{TERZEIE > 51h 1 HIE@EBIME
A ERTEl - BN ZUERE > ESD (hR—RuTHEE s AHRERERESFM
RIERT -

2. ARE IR AN F AT LEE
ASGE JAEIESI F¥ 5 EE ¥ TI SESCCHEB R U LEBMRETHES DT (meta-
analysis) - EEARES 463 BIEZTESDWEEK 495 RIESRIEVIRITNES - o
Wit REET > BFM4B4ELE > ESD AEBMUTIFE, - 4
(1) ESD #H# 30 RIET KK

(1.0% vs. 4.6% ; RR, 0.30 ; 95% CI, 0.11-0.88 ; 12 = 0.0%)

(2) ESD #HRIERFRALINZR B

(87.5% vs. 98.2% ; RR, 0.85 ; 95% Cl, 0.74-0.98 ; I? = 84.6%)
(3) 5 FMEFERZBER
(4) BEREBRRLBER

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

(6) FERE14* » 182 periprocedural bleeding 2 long-term stricture formation FJLEZR
REZEE -

THMRERBER EERIBDFMESD FEEZEREMNEESE T X > M oncological
outcomes AB B =R - 4

—IHEEMNEIREMARI pT1a-M3/pTib SESCC BEAH R » SR RBMIMFHiiE
tt » ESD #4H7£ OS » DSS » MREEL1FE (PFS) AEIBEEZER - °

3. B44EHRT (radiofrequency ablation, RFA)

EISEE RN (RFA) EERWEEANIAESESCN BXEZERRPEKENESE -
6 MR AEEZIRT NS RFA 4 A S8 % SESCN B4R T 85 @ (3% FEE £ R R high—grade
dysplasia) > EUAIES |G ARBERMAAGT REE -

RERFARAMRFFEBRAEREN1E K AIE&ESNEEIE A high-grade
dysplasia (Bl pTisNOMO) > B RTRIBAFRE B A 2 151G RFA B IA R E A 2 EAVRE: -
HRIRAZE R AT B AT MBI EHEER ZE H pTisNOMO B » M RFA fiT1a IR R HAEH
ETRIZEGBREUMEDRBEIER > Eib - 4551 FEZEH RFA 1E% SESCN By
HIRE—RAEEEC -

AMEELERFRAENBER  TESD HITERENIBERT » AE5IBETZEHFTEMU

TEREREFNEERMY RFAGE

(1) faRIARERL) A 2B % high—grade dysplasia °

(2) BEIEAE 3RS 18 (Paris Classification) type 0-llb %% » B JES NBI-ME £$85
Type AS B1-

(3)EUS K / 5 CT B EMTREMETERILREMNCENERET -

&3 RFA BBRRBFRERRENEE

RIZERE ARV » RFA BEFREZREFTERN T =ERZAR : 5B HR SRR
AR EEEBHETREEL AL L ECRENER - 7/ Fit - W RFA
MRNEREFREZRENTE - BRET RFABERIETEZZIREGRER ; Bt -
AIES | BREUERNBEBLERARBERMN - AHE ESD EAAEEE -V

24



L bbb
- :

B 0

[B—] RHAREREARRIIFRMNERELSBERARME

| e |  e——"]
() -
{oax) (o}
."'-_a v o) .I,' A ok, e }
o M ol Nk 1 : Py e e
st g = = | f
\
= iy I:.-':-" e & 2 ::-"""'l""l'l'l',-"-
1 T P P =
b ot e 1 | E—— X e e TR
|I 5 P, ! =
:wl__ l i M orod [ TR " ——
% T S e
— —+ ey e e TR0 e ki i
B '\\. am e
-l.‘-.-“..u s o amara
*in length

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

yEiE

Ig=1:1=]

ESD EERBHRENED » HRNABEVIRIN > HEAMR/) - BERMNES RAR
IR RS - ESD ERNREIRRT - MAIEERME » D1EE (G1/G2) ~ cTis/T1aNOMO
SESCN MEEAES T - HRMRIZERBRIE » DAk ESD EHEZERK TR JIRE
RIBEM 2T L E— D HENEENES > ESD thu]fE%A cT1bNOMO SESCN ME &4 iE
FEIE - 78T > FF ZAEREREMRZAEMY  LERMMAR - IRAR/IBEEESS - B4R
BIESIRKAIREEREESZ ASEBNINOMMR LIRMEITER -

(%—] NREBE R TSRS

ammEmany (O CCNORARR

chdl/chd2 B 0% 14.29% 1.8%

ch3 cENM | 55.2% | 28.3% | 15.5%

cSh2 - 30.0% - 30U0%. - A000%
ERIR ©
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L TTTT——

[RZ] SRIEEAAREM (NBI-ME) 328 T1 22 BRE N 2R

NEI-MEIZER

HEYEmnenEe

TMa-k3/ Tie-SmM1

Ty Bl lebAlfeb2) 0. 4% 4.0% = &.0% 1.5% = 3.5%

Type B2 (chM3/cSM1) | a3%-274% | s57%-75% | 107%- 17.0%

Type B3 (c5M2) 0% 0% - 9.3% 90.7% — 100%
FhR 16

[(R=] AEEESHRSEREHEER

L ECRCED

EHRNE - EREEE A

R R A T AN BT - AN R

MAEL R (SESCN) BOMRAE - th 595 B SR A I AR A -
& 8 7Rk (an—bloc ol WEEARNE RS ENL TR S
FostDRE: -
RO 08& (RO resection) TR i = e
MR PR SLI TR
1.R0 resection
Bl FERL W (clinical success) - 2. 41k AWell (G1) or Moderate (G2)
o RE DB (curative resection) 3. FGHEMTEMIC (Lymphovascular imvasion)
4. T W e i e IR
WAERSITE - EEAThS A HE ST
BEER recurence) ﬁﬁﬁgi{aﬂﬂtﬂﬂﬂ? AR - EFHEBES
M1 EEMIFRWIEME - high-grade dysplasia
M2 - N R R E B E T
;£ M3 ;R EE N E B
SM1: BIRIE RN ERMT EEEEE200 pmblA
SMZ; N AR = Ba T 2R 200 um
* Ehigh=-grade dysplasia SEEE
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REEFMHESI

HEs
EIE
S RS A SRS R TAES 2 SR R EA T - FEFATAT - B
UE - EFRY - NRSRERTAHERRSE - | SR RERBERIAR 5 A%
BTN > REEIRFRERAAARER ; SR EERBIRIVNR 5 A% » ARk
(CRR RS RAREELEE - BE USSR EBNZE - BRI A RR RS
SOmA - ZBEEEFHENBFASRERNELRE - Bt > EREBEOELNE
O ABERE -

FiigH0

BEEFINSERERETIR (esophagectomy) - ilz#k B ZF (mobilization of the
stomach) it B & & B} (gastric tubuilzation) ~ #TBE - BEM A (Esophagogastric
anastomosis) EE - HHHERBRUEREZERNEE, BEUYRFOAREHZ
B HEhRE RO MIES Ivor-Lewis ] McKeown F i » R BEHILBE VR F M
(transhiatal esophagectomy) ~ 7 {8l 48 i oy B9 BE Bt & 1) O B 1 bR F 17 (left thoracic or
thoracoabdominal esophagectomy) Bl &EMFMAD

I. Ivor-Lewis 1 McKeown 17 :

* Ivor-Lewis FliA4&EHRIMZEEE AR ETHNRETIMRM » FiiPREUHEKEE
%> RREATREHEBENME -2

* McKeown Fli &G RIMEAR BB - EHBARRINEEREEYE (cervical
anastomosis) 47 o 3

s BENRIMBIEHREHENHKEE IBIE (celiac) REE (left gastric) MELLERR
L EEAR (left gastric artery) D BEEZELSER -

s BEMNREFREB B MEE AKX ( gastroepiploic artery) & & B 81 ik (right gastric
artery) - FEEREFREBERER -

e Ivor-Lewis FiM& ONI R ZFERAR (azygos vein) Mt » @EHEEHBUBENT 1/3
BENREA - BEEMR EHERRENRARNBRREE -2

* McKeown Fiir] FEFRERIUN ZERNERRERIRA -

Il. ERILBEVIFRFI :
o EERI BB FMAFIRE (laparotomy) REEEIMIE (cervical anastomosis) © 4
e BEERINARM Ivor-Lewis tH[E] - FEB IS 015 B E & H 1 4t f BE (posterior
mediastinum) A ZSBERHME -

29



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

TS

o A AURRERUEMRWSBRELPTRZBA > BHEBREUNREWET (F
BRERE) ZFRA > BEENSHRRSRBEERFGRE -

s AMRBELEREERABERFMORAREHZETRETRNBATRION
FHHBE® » CRFHEEBRNHEER) > ZERMEENEE - AR
TEBEEERET-©

. Z- {429 =X R RE B & 1) O BB UIRR F il

(Left Transthoracic or Thoracoabdominal Esophagectomy)

o AR MAEEIS RETIMRITEEBMNR A AINESE /I ERRTIOUMREE > I
INER 7 BB A {2 RS SR T B E RESEF M - /

s BEZRIMERIM ZFMHE

o iR RE - BEMS RN A AR S) FiE#K (inferior pulmonary vein) Bz -
WEFBTEINRS (aortic arch) TATMMERESE °

o TR BEARBERIGER > LHERANER -

IV. WEIBEDIFRMT (Minimally Invasive Esophagectomy, MIE)

s WEIREYIRMEEANENFMAN > EFESEMEIBEYRFM (Hybrid
MIE) BAZMAIREIBRFM (Total MIE) - FEEZRERFINBREPETRERA
THRIRAMT - Total MIE $5RVZRIEREARE ERIRIE S (EAMMRI AT - GNBYREIR BARERE SR ET
REVREBZEEE > Hybrid MIE BIAER 2 FMTERAHEIRIM - 5—82ARBEHR
R Fil - BIUNRERE(EFRRERESS -

* ME FiiEEFMRIES RMEEEERERSE > TESREVR BEERRWE
Kty > B R ARRRRE B AR - MIBXEIERS - SR BEEE R 30 £ 70 FIIX
EHIMIEE Fii 8 » A BEERIBEOFH R REBEHEENKE - BEVNSBEESS
SRAROMESZ AR » WHREVEE VIR - BIANSAEREREIR AR Hybrid MIE AF » B
EZE total MIE.

o EREHHRERT > BERESRESENEEMAIFMNEEZIEENERFM - 1IJAN
PRAEMRHEHESRE %0 AMMBERER (0S) MEHEER (DFS) RREEZR -

1,12

V. 23 AEBNMEI R EIRRF

(Robotic-Assisted Minimally Invasive Esophagectomy, RAMIE)

o I AEBNIMAI BB )RR 2T HR BRI - LERRMTIR MM =M RERE - BBINE
RAERFMIRFEZE P EITIBEOEBREIRE - 28W > ZRMNEZRFIERRES B
BFfsEEEK -

o BRIRABERAS DML > M3 AEBNHAI FA BB RFAALE - AR HHE0E
MORMEHER 1314, BBEMERBRE « AERESER - Mg ERENHARE
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o MEBRNRMAIRELIRM (ME) > 2 @A EBANERAKAEEIE L > MW E 7 RO IR (RO
resection) & + 30 X1 90 RIYFET X « (FIrRRIAEEBEESE=R 07 . BMBAF
78] B K L A A A B A iR MR R A B B A R - 18

VI. EREEENE 2EE

o EHMEMNBEERAETERZNREYR « BN A  BEMES
BHMZEN - MRBEEMESOBRNERERE -

s MPEAMESMNENRAMEOBRNEEERRE MERENEIEER/) - BARINER
RIS RBYE - ©

o BEMEIET - B CRERNEREMZEAMSTEREE  AEEEER - 20

s BEENAZSHEEIINBENEE -2 £BRIEM (Colon interposition) RIFT
ERERERE - A E—MXEERMBEES RITRHBZERIERS  BEETESS
RIBIN L ES B F M H A T AER 2 B ER M A BE A - 22

VII. MBS SR
BRERMNMEFRT (lymphadenectomy) fEMREREVIRFMIBRES » RFMBERE
FEEERAMNEIT MM E AR » DUEEIERRBRIESH - RS FMRMR M I seE RL
FE - HEEREERAUSHERSHEME » SRBEREEEIETEES - WiEERREN
EHEIMESL - RIEAAEALBRETES - MEBIR U oMMmES (59 +58) K=& (58
+H+fE) -

FizB extended two-field (IEAME) 1 total two-field (EWME) BIZHMEEER
HEMDMNE - ARFFEENFRAEREE 852 BAMEEREMELMIR
AMEEREERA LR (GRREEE) MBS TMERITEILER EIgmAE E4t
IR (MERMARE) HMEL - ME BEIE L IEERERME AL BN EIEREMEL -
4% LRt > extended two-field 1 total two-field ¥9154SHIRE MBI AV EZ MBI »
FEENREREE— P RELA LMRRRMEEABRNMELS - BAZRAHFARODEZE
BlR (EWRE) REAEEZES > MEENRBEEEEAEE - 23

SHEPHEAES > IEE ZMRIEENEERIMNHER HIESEFER 2425, SaME
PMEAEEHE S 10~29 K% 25, NCCN BEZE /DA 15 EMEE X ERELE -
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ZiRE
MEHHABRERSEEE X SR E FHi SRR - ERENREaERER > EF5
REVABRE X AHRAE LT - EREFIAES BRERE OMEBNGSE B EREN;
eI RERRE B 2MRIFEEEERE  frRiHEaR « IRaMRE SR RENEEE - B
RO 4E/\IETE ~ PR SRESE R - BRSMNREISa R E R E RIVEE » REERIFIET
BEHABRNREREERER > HISHENMMERNRRT ARIERMERNEREE - it
Al ~ i RARE RSN S RFTERNBRIER S RAL NER » NERGERRR - 8RNEH
2 (B2 ) —AREFFE 180—200 EXE (cGy) - EREHRAIE 23 F 33 R ZM - BN
HEpaR (MR BRIMER > TEZEAREEEMUREHANIBELR - IBNBERER
BEHEREIENS HIEEREIEX  AERBEMAVER -

TR ERBN X BT 4R G ¢

HEBMERD MUBRAKNRERE - EEZHSEREIAREILE - FERIPMAMEEE
&> MmBEEEKRMAUMEFMA - IR ZBEFMAIETHEEEE - 4/ ERE - 17
FEEFMOTTHEZEM - B 2015 FRBUMN CROSS ERARRERGERIEZRUR » LML
EAEAH 23 AMERAE (BEIE 4140 EXE (cGy) ) > BETFMUIRAERE
Kig > EMNERNERFN - HNABABZEANEERERESN - SBR—RER
MaBEXBREIEA 23-28 XX » 4140-5040 EXE °

AR R -
HRAERRAEAFESEZFMUIRRERRBINRE » JURBRG ISR REE » =
RTOG( METABEIEARM ) 72 1992 F 3K RTOG85-01 fRIRAMMER 2% - (EBIGES

ARG AR ERNEBERRERIGE - MAMNRELGRA - Bt » HREER
RFMURNBRERERE » 2RSS HMEREE (H 256—33 X > #EEIE 5000—6000

EXE (cGy) ) ENAZHERE RIRAMEER - HtHBEERES > MEMRAE
RSB ARA BN D RIS 5 i 6160—6480 EXE - HRE—SIRFIAERN -
78 - BERTERARBR AR B BIAE B L —FABERR S NS EEIERIR -
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* : Endoscopic resection, operation
** : Patients with depressed renal function, elderly subjects, etc.
*** : Patients with a history of radiation etc.
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HE—HEZAR - (tBEEERARERIVARTEAEREEXT AN ERERE
B(EFEER (progression-free survival, PFS) Ei427%5EHE (overall survival, OS) (3R
F—F) - A BEREMEEEREZE B 2017 FREFAENEA (B=) - HEH
B ZIEARBER R R EPEX?%%EEZL&LEX% (FREE) »E—FEBMBAREENIGESRE
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REEFEYSEES - (2% Yia

AEHBNEBRERNCEGERE  MEMARSREE - A EE2REGNaE - URME
RE—REREZZHHEBRERRTERRARER -
ft7AI % 12165 (Neo-adjuvant CCRT)
BN BRI CENERZFM - MRS CREHEE NEEEH Y REEREN
44 7ZHA (overall survival, OS) -~ #EJF4TFEA (disease—free survival, DFS) RFEETE
#EfEE*R (pathologic complete response, pCR) e
RIBAERANREEAIE—CROSS E=HZROEHIAR - HMAWA 366 2R FilitIER
(T2—T3, NO—1, M0) ZBESHKARELERESKAE (EG)) BESRE - AXEETR
RN EBFiT > MiF1{ER paclitaxel Bl carboplatin MES LB BEZEER OS
DFS - e MR ERET » RETRERRESSNIRE (49% vs. 23% ; p=0.008) -
% 84.1 {8l AiEHE - {EHCEANHAL OS & 48.6 B R - Fis4 24 @R (HR: 0.68 ;
95% Cl : 0.53—0.88 ; p=0.003) - ZEfiRMMERED - {CIEANT A OS EiE 81.6
@R FiMi4EES 211 B A (p=0.008) - A » ANBE@RMRE KR paclitaxel £
carboplatin BIAEA AR 5 BRDHRALK LN paclitaxel &4 cisplatin » 5 cisplatin &
# 5-FU AERAE - 2

BAMEE 848 (Definitive Chemoradiation Therapy)

R#E CROSS ML 24 BBV R » paclitaxel £ carboplatin BY4H &t #% i :3% B
REFEEZFM 2R EBNRAMEE - HEBEMEMES > 2/ EZHEERRN cisplatin &4
irinotecan RIFHEEMNABLEFH - BRIGEMFIEER - BEPESIREREARERF - LI
FOLFOX AZ (folinic acid » 5-FU ~ oxaliplatin) & 5-FU &1 cisplatin th# Z 185
HEARFAERR -

REHI RTOG 85-01 FEt&¥tBBiERH » cT1—T3 ~ NO—1 MO HWBEREEEIES 5-FU
cisplatin {bHUEEIE B EEITIER o {ERUEAEPMILEFRS 14 @B » EREEHAN 9 @
B » AEEETFERINE 27% vs. 0% ° #fh 8 FH 10 FEEFED IS 22% B 20% - FER
KBEEERIBRIE (47% vs. 65%) - 34

40



EF—EEHMHEE

A platinum/5-FU BEBHERABRNAE —HIEE  BRESSHERBERIDEIRE -
R CheckMate-648 B2 KEYNOTE-590 » R ABEELEREEE (0S) -
£ CheckMate—648 B » nivolumab & LS ipilimumab HBERRLEEIBARE
R PD-L1 TPS = 1% HEEHPRIFHBZEREEFEE (HR 0.54 ; P < 0.001 & HR 0.64 ;
p=0.001) o5

7£ KEYNOTE-590 #{E& » pembrolizumab & {bERIRRIREE L TN - EHIAME
FE (SCC) mE#HHR > CPS = 10 MEE G 52% » IEEEHEEAEEN HR B 057 (P <
0.0001) -

At > (CEEHEERABRCAEBREELERE > AHBEAR PD-L1 RERSE - HEAIA
ERRERZEE IR RBEYER -

BEREHUSE

1BHEER 5 taxane 38 (41 paclitaxel 8 docetaxel) R irinotecan BBEEAE A= RIEIE - /
FEEEMETTRY ATTRACTION-3 % =HRERIREEE » HATLEERLA taxane BEMLEERIZ
HEERAHIFEIE nivolumab 2B > AR nivolumab FIEEZE ERPUAELEFER (overall
survival, OS) - BERZ&ER > BNEREEF (EMA) BEEEMREREEEERS (FDA)
E#f nivolumab 1ES&4AEEY) » BEERARZ PD-L1 KIRARAERRE) - 8
HRE—EEYMREXER  BRLTERBIBEEEMSHERWIER W
paclitaxel ~ cisplatin & 5-FU % » B3I B S CEERE ERE -

CEEBAEHTFME - REENCEGBREASGERBIR - 7AM - BBRBENSEREE - =&
BERINSE RAZEENEHER » BHE T EENREEF  E—EREELREAT
AEmE -
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REERBEYSR | MREENIE SR

RIBRERAI AT 112 FEAFEESRE - BENATAERAZE - ERRERESEEN
i » BEECABEZRF LABE - aRRaBE kB 28] - EEEB L RERISEN
{EEaEARE > BREENAR - 5K - BEREGEHINHIBINEA » ZLIBARBRKREE
FEHERHAREEAETIARLERRENERGFEH  TREANER - AEFHZRE
JAEEEISHE PD-1 (programmed death-1) Ed CTLA-4 (cytotoxic T-lymphocyte—
associated antigen-4) ZZRSHHIRE - E{EREEAEEHIH RERENBEEED - EMm
aE THERK > BRECNREAREEZMERELERERIER  ERFANNERYR -
UTigFSENBRRaBERNSRRAEEFNEIEMAER - AEATEWRREEPER
B &S ENS SR B B E < R B - RRUW B MEBBIE - RAALRIES I EZRATH -
ERBAERH 2] - IS = MR R EAEIAEEE R ERMEHAENAE - A
DEBEEEETEMMER - EEMRERBERITREENSE IR REB A MG - AR
RZ RN ARRRARBAEZZMEBERNIER T » BREZBBEESIEERMRE
2, FHIREEBEREZ B M EYEE -

CheckMate-577

IR A—IEEEZ S0 BRI RAE - BNEREEMNEE B EY AR 2 IBRME
RN TEEEASREREE (disease-free survival, DFS) - BIE{HIE/E EH1E XY
R o

AARAE—IERIKME - 5« F=ARAKRAE > E£MAA 794 UEE - HEDHAEM
38% HMNEARBZER 32% ~ 323l 13% ~ EfhithE 16% - 2:1 fEté D B A EITEEDE
AERAEEAA 532 UEBE - HIR4EAA 262 UEE -

ARBHEIE : mERAASE _fFE=H GEREIEDH) ) HEREEEIZABREIER
EEEIEIEE - BABAMREDSRE ; DIESMEEEAENSTM RO IRRFEM (B2
UIBRERA T REERE S E) ; MRiiE 4 E 16 BREARIES A ; RERFEREE
ypT1 3 ypN1 ; BEBERITEEINEE (ECOG PS 0—1) -

AEOBRFOIE  AAE (BHAMERE vs. IRE) -~ FRIEMEEIREE (ypN1 vs. ypNO)
PD-L1 & (= 1% vs. < 1%) o

HEREMMIT AT : RERAEIES Nivolumab 240 mg BRiB—X - E4E 16 EET2E
A 480 mg BUB—X > HEEAEAT—F - YRAELIZESZRE (Placebo) 1HESE
REIF|SHIREL -

FTEABKREABEREE (DFS) ; REKUBAIEEEFEH (0S) UR—F ME
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BZFNFEER  REMEHMSREREREZES (DMFS) -

ZEMDTREARBHNBERURERE - PFS2 (F_REREBLFER) HIRZ
T—RaBEEERRBRBCHIETHNERE ; BEBMER (PROs) AIER FACT-E»
GP5 » EQ-5D-3L FE8XRMEEEMBELERRIE -

FEEERENREEH > Nivolumab ERNZRBIEELERPUBEREEE > 255 22.4 (B
11.0ME@AB (HR=0.69:p < 0.001) - AIRMK 31% RIIESETIETERE -

REBE D IBE— S D BREERED 5 Nivolumab BHR{iI DFS & 19.1 @B - ¥8B4EA 1.1
A (HR = 0.75) ; @iiksmpEEED > Nivolumab & 29.7 BB - #8844 11.0 BB (HR
=0.61) °

FEEBRHEBREES (DMFS) A > Nivolumab 48895 DMFS % 28.3 (@R - ¥RHEA
17.6 88 (HR=0.74) -

RIEREDHTEET » /R 65 5% ~ MBIARIR - BARREE ~ FERMIEE « ECOG PS 0—1»
FRIRE=H1 ~ WL AINBIE - AMEAEER - HER2 314 - URF1iiE 10 BARKSHEIEAE
#& > (€M Nivolumab BLZRIFFEENR - HMRAFN2IREBE > BRERTEEE - It
DITERAIERRABRIERA GBI EREEERRARENZ EKIE -

IE4ERIEFETREZ1E - 556 NCCN #55|7RRILEAF Nivolumab #AAMTR EHBNIEBITZEE

2EXR

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

LAMEERFINaER - FZEENHEBREZNERNER - IFERETARMEYR
B ERR %r‘ﬁﬁF‘ﬁfﬁzﬁu AEEREEREREAR FFRAMER) - BERRERE
EHINHIEIRER R - BRIREBRIEELLR T ARAERIE 2 HMR - B81F RBRaBEaHLEE
AR HILE FEWI:;,DJ% (40 CheckMate-648 « KEYNOTE-590 &%) : UK %
AR, Wit TE—(EE3A%, (20 ATTRACTION-3  KEYNOTE-181 ;&%) -
AEEEE TR LARAR ZRATHER - E—PRBARRKBERBRERGETN
AeHRKRERS -

REAEE—E
1. CheckMate-648

CheckMate-648 #—IEZIK M ~ EH=Hf - BBtk D Ik - ABAEBERRAER - HAA 970 fiL
MRHA BB E A 4EREE (squamous cell carcinoma, SCC) £ » A 1:1:1 thIRE% D 4E -
AR

At oA =4 4 —25 Nivolumab (PD-1 iHIAElI) S HIEEEE (5-FU +
cisplatin) » # 321 {B# ; sE@4H "% Nivolumab & Ipilimumab (CTLA—4 HHE
BA) o+ 325 (UBE; HIRARAEMEERE (5-FU + cisplatin) - £ 324 fii&& -
[P EJ LS

MAREEIE - BAFN  ERNEB IR REGAMEARRE - ECOG PS 0—1- KRB
ZRESEE  BEDAF—ETHERIL -

AERD EBET
DEETELE PD-L1 RI] (TPS = 1% vs. < 1%) ~ i@ (5REE ~ Efhaeil » ZEREM
Bif) - URAJAEZERHEMLEHN (s1Bvs. =228) -

FEBREREM

FEREA PD-L1 = 1% HEENERFER (overall survival, OS) BREEE(LFEE
BR (progression—free survival, PFS) ; REARZHEIREREERE PD-L1 = 1% BEN
OS *PFS» UKEEIEERIER (objective response rate, ORR) -

aEAN

—HEBEESIMUTEAEAN  RBESMEEHRS Nivolumab 240 mg BME—X: &
# 5-FU + cisplatin BB — ; & %E4H A Nivolumab 240 mg BWB—RE 6
Ipilimumab 1 mg/kg §73B—R ; {EEEEREZS 5-FU + cisplatin SUE—RX -
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—HHBEEEAOMATZ2HEBRFH E9E - SFFEER - M5~ tHED T - BEEINEERE
PD-L1 RIF ~ IRELRE ~ BRAEIEEBRAZE -

BEETZEHR (OS) HEREE(LEEE (PFS)

RESHICEBRNEE » BERENTPA OS B 13.2 vs. 10.7 BB » FETEE T
26% > —F1ZER S 54% vs. 44%;PD-L1 = 1% FEREH - i OS & 15.4 vs. 9.1 @A >
JECRRE TE 46% » —F1FER A 58% vs. 37% © i PFS #pE% 5.8 vs. 5.6 @A -
PD-L1=1% % 6.9 vs. 4.4 {8 » 2 HIFEK 19% & 35% HIZBICmEE -

SREBEFERCETNEERBEEED « BREERFPAL OS £ 12.7 vs. 10.7 @R > ETRA
FERE(E 22% ; PD-L1 = 1% B4 13.7 vs. 9.1 f@ 8 » JETREBEFEIE 36% - {B7E PFS K18
Q= > BRI PFS £ 2.9 @A » EINMEELEN 5.6 @R ; PD-L1 = 1% &% 4.0 vs.
4.4 HH > REMATEEER » BE—FEBELEAMNBLEMES (26% vs. 10%) -

CheckMate-648 & A& A5 &%  FELEE:

Mivolumab Eivedumash

S Hiu-.':;;rl:h:ll:.:l r'lll.l-::-'l-:-lr'l-:lt:- ; ' y e .
EEEzE R itm Bikinah o, Ip..:._E_E-__. il Flé;ilit:ugﬁﬁf:n:. PD-L1 = 19%)
R REE %) 13 1 6 16 18 5
Bl %) 34 17 21 37 18 15
ERRE R 32 32 46 27 46
ik i
nemeinid 47 28 | 27 53 35 20
it
Eamg) | 10 ||l =
Pl
cawmiy | B2 | my | 70| =a 1.8 5.7
BHEEE
(06} 17 22 5] . 13 | 25 3
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1R¥#E CheckMate-648 R & A EABNIERE R ELLERE » PJRME MU T RRARE
B

o BIRERKER (ORR) ZEEA Nivolumab &5 {LEH
FEFFAESEE » Nivolumab + {EEANERIERERER (ORR) A& 47% > BBEER
{EEEBE (27%) HEREREEE (28%) - BETREHE(CENS HEERE/)
BEABRENEEYR -

e PD-L1= 1% BEBETa4ES > Nivolumab + {EEMRIRZE
7£ PD-L1 RIRBSHIFEEES » Nivolumab + 164 ORR #E—F EHZE 53% - th
BERERENERRE (35%) BEEE®RE (20%) - BEm PD-L1 BEREEESFR
SRNRESHCERE -

s BRRAERESERERE  BRERMBFEHE
HAE RIEAEEN ORR % 28% » BR{ER Nivolumab + 164 » BER(IFERE
REREZE 11 ER (PD-L1 &RIAEFEZE 1.8 @R) » SRLEE (71 EB) HeE
SHEEHE (8.2 MEA) - RILED BE AR RESING P ESRERNERRIZES -

* Nivolumab + {EERERFREMERR » HHML 1.5 @B
BBV ERFREE% 1.5 @R - BREREF[EE - {8 Nivolumab + 1EE4HE
FEARSREXHRIFIGFEE - REAGMERRRENREZ— -

o FHHERELLHIERE RRBEERBEIEHNEN
SHEARENHEALLGIEERZEES 22% » SR Nivolumab + 1B 17% B{LE
481 6% ; £ PD-L1 = 1% WEBfP » BRGAEFIE 25% » BREBHEREREF
ABERBEE °

gIEF

7£ CheckMate-648 & » Nivolumab %% Ipilimumab (2HEE%E) TSR 3 5 4
MEIERAE - BELIRERE  EnERERERRRIEEHR) - B RV EENEIER
B35 - OFEX - BRERmEKET - FER - MBENBREAS - /MR « 1958 > UKRE
ARBRINBERESE -

FEEAERNIBIERLEE S E - Nivolumab S 1EE4% (5-FU + cisplatin) EAB4H{LE
SAEARMNEIERREMSMIBERA  MEEASHEERANBAER LI RBEEZER - 5
A HRRARIARAIRBEINEE

EESIENE  EERRaEET » BoONEER RNEIERELER P EERBERKE
FARR  BRURRAEINRNERCENERELEEFREFTSLHAE - AT - RZEIER
BIERUADMEE T INEEEEEMERIER -

RERE > ERBRELEARENTEN  HRBEMNZCEIERNEEMS - RME—18
BEEBINERAE -
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2. Keynote-590

AERERETEI A A
KEYNOTE-590 £ —IE2 KM - FEZH B RZBRAE EEFS
pembrolizumab &S {CESABREMPARERE (BHRSRE) BEPIPEERRE - 2

AR ES ARG FHsERMER - BERTFREEMRAE (ECOG PS 0—1) -
REEZBE2HMAE - BATASERERD - JRIR 11 BigoE - MiRIEEREEME
& (8K vs. BRAR) -~ thigh (SEM vs. JETEM) -~ BAK ECOG PS (0 vs. 1) #E1TDE -
BLERN

AERAEIES: pembrolizumab 200 mg 8=E—R » 5HEZ)a%E (5-FU €H 800 mg/
m? > E—EFE AKX + cisplatin 80 mg/m? » B=B—R » HEZ/\EER) - HWERAER
SLEH - EHEREEEEA R - RRABRBRERZ 35 EEH -

AL BRARES
TEHREHMEEERTEN (0S) BRFERLFEN (PFS) » BREMBKERE -

RELRIAOIEERERER (ORR) ~4A/EME (QoL) FFd - MAKkEt# PD-L1 CPS =
10% EAfiARABR R BE R RIEEEDIT -

MERER

EERZHED > pembrolizumab LB ABBEEXNSERETEH (HR=0.73) » —
FFREES 51% - BREEERN 39%  MEFRERAID A% 26% 8 16% 7€ PFS @ -
AEBE—ERMERERBLHFELERD RS 25% £ 12% - BEEERERAN 12%
B 3% o

7£ CPS = 10% RYEHIRMMARERIERED » JETREBE T 41% (HR = 0.59) » —ERME
FERDBIA 55% Bl 29% ; M{LE4HAA 34% B 15% - HEIXNERERY PFS 8EthEE
i 49% B9EBE TR (HR = 0.51) -

IBEEBENERIEENTEEZ HR=0.73) » —FEMEFEEREDBA 50% i

25% » SRR 43% 1 15% - £ PFS $#® » pembrolizumab #—FEE(LER A

27% > {CEAERIZ 12% -

e = FE R EIRIER

Pembrolizumab + {bEA v EEKRER (ORR) & 45% - BAEEEMNLELER 29.3% ° 5=

ERERDHIA 6.7% B 2.4% ; B3P REEZS 38.3% Bl 26.9% - FRHIEHIERE 78.8%
(pembrolizumab #H) 81 756.5% ({L&4H) - BERERAR » HFEBBMFENLERINGE

%ﬁfi% (20.40/0 VS. 6.20/0) °

BIfFRAHE » 81FKE B - BMKET » W ESARREEMAR 2mEMN -
AEMEREERET > RPERESHABERHEELE EnEELPRBEIRTE -
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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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REEREEYSR | REER (2)

REAEER

1. Attraction-3
Attraction-3 A—IEZIKM « E=H1 » FED K - AIEEERRHER - BRNERIER%ZZ
A Nivolumab BB EHLE A B RIESHREREPIERER 2T o
alBmERE T ELERE
AABEMAMEBEZEFN - EEAESERAENREHNAERERE BEARY
BEINEEARAR (ECOG PS 0—1) - BEZTEIEZ 5-FU HHSHREYAERINEE
S E IR AT -

AEAN

#BR4E : Nivolumab 240 mg BMiE— - ¥R : IBERRIRIIERE Docetaxel 75 mg

F=B—R > 5 Paclitaxel 100 mg BiB—X > EENBEIKE—B -

FEEREHRIRE,

TERERARE, : BEEZSEHT (Overall Survival, 0S) > REMERKRY  HHRER(LZEER
(Progression-Free Survival, PFS) - fEE&REZX (ORR) ~ £FME (QoL) RAR

K& (AE) -

SHEERTE

S EEEE 4R - s - BESTHAE - FEAEHAR ~ SAAE « PD-L1 RIFHERABIEE

EEN D H9%E > BRERERTEEM -

BES7EER (OS) HERBRE(EEER (PFS)

Nivolumab ##IF(IEEE7FIER% 10.9 AR - HERIMEEAEARN 8.5 @R » AREE

21% KIZECRERE (HR BRTEEM) - —FFEES 46.9% (Nivolumab) ¥tE 34.7%
(b)) » MEA 20.2% vs. 13.5% » =% 15.3% vs. 8.7% °

AL PFS Nivolumab #AREBMNCES » BEFFFEERE 24% (Nivolumab) ¥tE

17% ({EH,) » —FEBBEEEERS 12% $EE 7% -

EfERER (ORR) Hifz[EI54ERSR

RE & )X FE 28 : Nivolumab #4074 19%  1bEH A 22% - 1548 R ELEH : Nivolumab %
21% > {EEHE 6% - IS 4E = FERERT : Nivolumab & 6.9 @8 » {bES 3.9 EB -
ZEMI

MAABEEIEREREARE © Nivolumab HFRBRIFHENFIRKRE > FHR=FRRE
MEEEDMERE > SEERHamIEL KA - R - REAR  OEXRENS -
EEREMRY -
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Nivolumab 1RERREEAE » AESTARRE RN RESINARESRES  BENER
REER  HEARENREMER -

2. Keynote-181
Keynote-181 B—IE2 Ik - B=HA « BEHHIR - BIIZBERARER - 2

H4A 628 (REIsEBERES KRG RARE (SEREESE) B8 > BALH
BiESB—G2ENAEE WEABRIFEEINEE (ECOG PS 0—1) - BEMBIES A
ER#RERBR4E > EEBIA 111 -

USRI Bl D B F

ANEGHEE  KAEZA—R8E - RA I 2 s SR M EAS R B EE -
FERERFREE - PERFESHIEAS (BiK vs. BRiR) i@ (2 vs. FEZEM) -
AL BRARES

FTEABRKREBIE=IEEEEEER (Overall Survival, OS) 2£4#f : PD-L1 CPS = 10 &
B BUNARRERRE IR 2SR - REBRBAEFREB(EFEE (Progression-Free
Survival, PFS) -~ fEfERFEZR (Overall Response Rate, ORR) RZ&ZZMET(E o

wRERE

i ER#B#%2 Pembrolizumab (PD-1 #IIE) 200 mg B8=B—R - AEHEIEME -
IR 4ARI BB AR R FIER4S 7 =T&LEEEY) 2 — » B13E : Docetaxel 75 mg/m? §=3#
—% ; Paclitaxel 80—100 mg/m? BE—% (F— N\~ +EX > SIE—EE) ; 5
Irinotecan 180 mg/m? SmME—IK -

EREER
A. BBREZEHR (Overall Survival, OS)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 }&2#:Pembrolizumab #H5fif OS % 9.3 A H »¥8B4H2A 6.7 @R >
HR = 0.69 » B&{K 31% FET AR ; —F1FEERS 43.0% vs. 20.4% °
o EAR4ABAYE : Pembrolizumab 4BHR{I OS & 8.2 A8 - ¥8BA%A 7.1 @B > HR =
0.78 » FETEFEFFIE 22% -
o EEEDNREY : MAHAAI OS 194 7.1 @B > HR = 0.89 » JETEPRFEE 1% ©
B7E PD-L1 CPS = 10 fREEAIEMRTREE I - BHAMMREIREERETEATEE » BREE
TMEETERIRTE -

B. B m=E{EZEE (Progression-Free Survival, PFS)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 : Pembrolizumab #A/{ii PFS % 2.6 {88 - ¥i848% 3.0 @R -
HR = 0.73 ; —FEBE(LFEER 20.8% vs. 6.7% °
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o fEIXAMBEYE : Pembrolizumab 4B 2.2 (@ > #8848 3.1 {88 > HR = 0.92 -
o EEZREFEIL : Pembrolizumab 4B 2.1 B A » ¥884H 3.4 (@A -

C. EEJEXFEZX (Overall Response Rate, ORR)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 : Pembrolizumab 48 ORR % 21.5% > ¥18848%4 6.1% °
o BHRMABESE © Pembrolizumab 48 16.7% > ${BB4H 7.4% °
o EEEEHREY : Pembrolizumab 48 13.1% » ¥884H 6.7% °

EESME > Pembrolizumab AR HEEHPIIBRHRSNERREE -

ZEMH (Safety)

MARERARRESHERE - BERE - 88  IROKRIEL - HER ?EEPK%EE’JKF'&F%
FRARBRINEEET s MEBM - RE - BPMAMKE T REZEHERERRE RNERE
BRRAETSM4T > SBERNOMNK - BMBKETEA ; HRAR R « IRA IEHFE
3~ BUMEER S %R -

n‘ﬁ

-l-
aff

Pembrolizumab fE&GERBIEEE 42858 » 7£ PD-L1 CPS = 10 fEEH » 15RLE
SAENIERERETE (0S) » BAEERERIERRKD -

ZEXR

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: 10.1016/51470-2045(19)30646-1.]. Lancet Oncol. 2019;20(11):1506-1517.

02 Kojima T, Shah MA, Muro K, et al. Randomized Phase IIl KEYNOTE-181 Study of Pembrolizumab Versus
Chemotherapy in Advanced Esophageal Cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2020;38(35):4138-4148.
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REEFEYISRIES] « 24

REABRTEZRNEBHRBENE —REE _ROETIERRRAEE - BRE 13 F 4
R 1 HE > oEZREFCHAF_EREBEBEZGN > HRBEMSBRE—ARE > [KE
BTN PTARIBME BRI R ER 1B R EEY) - RARBUEREZE S HEIRGRBEIRY - BEAIEARMAS
—HRRREMEReE  ERKEEMRELES > REZE—SRABENERTEN
BIEammMR -

AT % BRI IREG(HES - EREE -

% 9% % & 2630 %I B (40 atezolizumab ; nivolumab ; pembrolizumab ; avelumab ; ipili-
mumab ; durvalumab ; tremelimumab 25| ) » ANFEEE RSN EMFF oI5 B & 2 BT K &
miFER > BEXEERA -
BESHIRMEIEE : PRI nivolumab 120mg (Ri&ERIBAR LSS H =8/ fluoropy-
rimidine {E2 /8B 2 B BCAEIEVIIRIGHASE M REHHAERERA -

{ERRM -

(1) WASBERRRY (ECOG=1)

(2) WA ZIDBHEART B INEEZRTT & TOURRB IR -
I.NYHA(the New York Heart Association) Functional Class | 5 Il
I.GOT<60U/L K GPT<60U/L » H T-bilirubin<1.5mg/dL
IIl. BINKE : Creatinine<1.5mg/dL B eGFR>60mL/min/1.73m2 °

Q) WAZEMZRRIR  KEREREREEEZFE=FHREBIIZETEE2IM (class Il
IVD) Fri&iElz PD-L1 EREEFESTE

pembrolizumak nivolumak

{Clakn 274C-3ED Nk I AEE atezolizumab avalumab
MMM | AW e RS T B TCE1% EWMESRFREANE  FREEFBARE
AT o4 1 §nd o7 1. §nd
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