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EZRE695A) » MEZRENNENG.51/B10BADO (2l EXEE2831A)
SRR T EREEMBBENE - Hf > BRBABRNREOHABKERE - TEBRE
AFEEHAENE > BREMEEAT HAEHEEREZNEBANRITRS
DR -

FHREENERAREEE  F80THRESBENZIRCIEN DI IE RS %S
B BEFELRERNEER - ARER AEREHRAERENAFEREER
EEN1T7%  BREABRENSEURHNZEEAER  SEEHEHFE X
M2 a %R -

AR (AEREBKAREZRIES) NEE - ZHERAZSAURERHLIESE
EESXBERHBRAREFRCRNEREBEHRRTH - RBRERITRE - 2
28~ RHARMAIRIRIEAE  FM1355] - MEHEE  t2AREREEE
4RIt S BN ESARIRUENERE R T HREE -

55| R 4ERI A B13ECROSS ~ CheckMate-577 ~ KEYNOTE-590% Z TERI #
MEZHRRABER  TRASEBERBESNEERE  SINESFREE -
BHELS - BRANHERTOIMERER - I RABERGBRERMMEE—EAES
EERAY  TEEZRERANREBRARNIA -

AIESINFIEEN  RMERATRERABNH  ERATHERKREBMEZER
RPMEARE BERARZAHEZEARATENEE - BREEFEEABIME
AEHTE  ETZENERR S EmEHmEaBREXNTHEER » K15
SR A BERISNEERKRIER -

R ZERZ2HENESIRFENFAEER  BIBRMREHRERESEBHER EHHEN
BE - MAESIEERA—REEZER  REAEREBNAREZAIZE
£~ BEBEAERNEAERE » WIFEHE AT ERAN I EERIEN > HA
EEKENEERE -




BEBEARESENRETEBENKNES  BEMLRBHERBEEE  AME
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B HNFHREERZMBEERKEGRTIRE  ERZHRBEZKHEBEBRE
 RERREERTARMA

AFMOEE > BRTEAREERIERNERERESMMARAR - BER
BRMZE - 28 - RIBIREE - FIRE - MEaRREYERNTEIRSE

TR REENEEEARTARFRFIETNEEEE - FMPHHEMRE
BZRFFELAEERE BRERPREZSELAREN URBMBEZRERE
FEBERFERL > TERSENEKSIE (Multidisciplinary Team) %8
BRAREMNEEM -

FENEREXRBANZEE  BERERA/BERRBERER BEQENA
<R - BBFENATARHAR  ZAFMIEEDNEEEZERERNZEEN
s MEBEHRRIER  BEEZSELORFE - ERBEEFAFMESMBEBELR
BREDENEETRETNANGE > TREEEENEERE -
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RiESHAMIRE S RIs5 | 485w

REERTRBEAER
BEREREMNZEARZF LA  RBERESLHRSNEN » RE/N\+HUEHRZENRERE
ZHAH 695 N (FEEE(E34ER=328/8108BA0%) > MRE—B—T—FE8IEM
E 2831 A (FHRIZELBER=651/810 BEAOT) - Hb BENBAMSESRESEH
MR IRERASE SR ZAMBIE  BEGEAR 10% - BREEGRMERESAREN
TTRESH - EREEREERET : $HlAREEENERE 7 EEMABEEE » BREN
fEEFREEEMESRETER - | AEREENFEEIE  MAILLHIEES (B ZiBB
10 : 1) 2 BREHBEHER (BHBETFHERL 50—60 %) S HAE—ELHlmEAH
LR REEGAERE - AN REERTREEREEENGRIE > 58 B
Bl ERERNtHREEEZEFEENERARSE = At S IUHAR MR HARS % - E1RAVHEARI 5
TS ERENER  RESERIESLHRENME > RENTTEE—BZT=F/H
DENBESRARESRE  HASEEREATS 2+ - S EERERBEENDE 34
BB A REIER - NAEIESIRUSERERETS RNEAERESEE > FIRBER
HZEHARZENIRN  FRIZETEARREEREE - BEBRIIMIFiM - RETMaEREY
ABRENRER -

(5 : EEIER(LRIAEM 1976 FHFUZEA OBIEEAD)

RIEER SRR R 5 B

RABUNBREE « BiHHM - RBEWRAMERIZSIEL BB TN/ HERFREREKR -
ERRBY A RERTESBEBRMARER - EftRR2 HNRERER BEFENRRERR
E (WREEBER) - BlilfERE  EFiEEY (PET)  XREHESE -

BHRERE (BIRBMEESK ERERE (superficial esophageal squamous

cell neoplasia [SESCN])

BHIRER (I8 SESCN) AIERMRsEERRNIEENIMETE - BERBPHIER
#57% (BD pTisNOMO 3¢ pTINOMO) - IEERFRMAVZEEZBFANARRRETR - IR
RBEBERERBRARRE  MEHMEERZSEAE - RRRERENERAESNURELIR
MiBE ; WRER > ARETIERT (MAIRBERAELIBRMTSNRIEFAE T RIBEM) &K
HEORMBZ EEAKEE -

FilrER
WAl BB AT F R 2 FHMREE - HBRNERARFMN > ErJREMEHZENSE
AR MEREBNERER > BEASTERERTFERE -
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BAZHREBEEEECZHSHBERRER  HERCSEILERIEINE (adventitia) 3§
EREBHES > WEHEHMEEER - B8 S EMBEHERER) BEZUREM
FiAEELRESDN > HEZEHE > HEZEHRIGERERDNS - yﬁﬁﬁnes’éﬁ » B
BZERERE (multi-modality therapy) ATZRFAEMKE » ¥ RIRIEW T /Gt

(1) EBaBESHREEE (978 TMERE) )

fRF Mo » RTOG 85-01 WK EE » DA cisplatin & 5-fluorouracil B1LEHA R
RAMELERE  REANSAETEZELERFBEEREFEH  BELFFEROA
25% o S IRER  HHUIRAMRSENBERETIESEMaBE AR NE—SIRFER > f
MREmERNFEE - BRieA2EARBRARETETY  HRERESERERE -

(2) #hERENEH{ERUEEE I £ F 1l

AURESHRARENERETE > B 1990 EREEH ZIEMRIRFIRFMBIETHEEERED
BB Z Rl T B RS - IBLLRAR SR A cisplatin & 5-fluorouracil BEER T »
ERIERBERTA—K - 2011 E—IEHHWZIEF=MRAXBROARSOITER - FH
cisplatin il 5-fluorouracil KITEEBIRS(EMES H F i1 > BREBF B TRELD
20% KISET RS - /

2012 & > REEHITHIARLE = BAERRELER—CROSS MIE—EREE » U carboplatin
B paclitaxel BILERGHMEBESERESHFN > EESERFRBEETEHL
PRARSET AR - DROWET > BNARESENTFIRSERENEAESE - 8 LR
BETHEHPDRESEHNESHFMEARPENERERZERBNER - Z—IENRFE
BATHOAREE = HARRIRAUERIY 2018 TR - HEARRET » £RA cisplatin B vinorelbine
BHEERAFNMEMRSEHRESHFN  BREAFMNEZSERREHNERESREZE
FIEEHREREEEN - O AM > LR =RB RS REEARERZES » 2SR
ZARREREGRARBNERLER  H#HBERATAERAEN -

(3) #ﬁﬁﬁﬁbﬂ:;/n (FB%E} {EEE”) &L

FhEBhEER X (MEHA) ERNGES A REGINMABEIRE - 2024 F3%
RZBAK JCOG1109 Eﬁn««ﬁ‘r\ » 3R A cisplatin ~ 5—fluorouracil & docetaxel =&
ROFTEEBN(EE S X - BB cisplatin A 5-fluorouracil EEHE » AEELERKFERE
BE7EERR - 10 B—IER R EHATHY CMISG1701 FRFRAIR 2023 &% o SFFRLEHR T
cisplatin B2 paclitaxel ZEMIFEENCE - HEIREMSHRGFAaE (BIFEEENL
BE) 2BRER - GRET MEABESNERERE I ATERESER - 1 5L
WMABRET > S CENMFMTAARENEHERE R BN ARENER SEEIR
Y
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(4) BB AR

BMfEm L ENARE HRAERE - mEBMEFEEZEERNER - AFEEEEX, B
o0 TEEENMEARE ) MOMLRZESZEIRE - A BENMEAREFEMERARIPREE
HEN - E5EF—IBFE = HARRKAE—— CheckMate-577 (R 2021 F£3#K) —I8
ML EE > BRERAREGEEIEIE nivolumab {EAIEZEEHBIE S 16 RCEMNF 4T
BFBNWEIEAE > TERBERTEN - ° ZMEMAEIHEDR S CRESHFMN
% DEERERE - BREEAZRREREIL (51 mm) 2EE - GRER > BRE
RIE > #F54E—5F nivolumab AR BELERBREFZEH - BILARPEN=RSHES
BIEREEE > BEERFEEHNNERSAEBARBFEHNER - MHEEAEEN
E—H DT -

(5) BREE (MH) BEBHAARENZSLHEYSE

HNEBRERNEENREHANERERE  EEFAESEZIFMNNERERDILEE
BERBENZEHEYAEAE - B4iL  ZHMHEEMEBEEAE  HPUZHA
EWrEERM1EE (cisplatin-based combination chemotherapy) &&E RBN—&H
o ORER > RIEHEINDFIE (immune checkpoint inhibitors) - 45828t PD-1
/ PD-L1 Ei CTLA-4 PHIHIE » EZEBEEPERLERARER LS LT - ESEHFMIA
ABRARABEE  FEEISNEEAENERIERZUHREFNAREZEER > £H
PD-1 INHIBITBE A B 5E (L EA % » ATBEEMEIT AR EREEERTFEH - 1916

E—Si > ZHENIEARRRKRERESR - #& PD-1 / PD-L1 MHIEIE s EEHBIES
B—H0AE > HRNEBLE > TRSRATERERR TERES(CFEHHEEEFE
H - V24 Heh—TEMR SR thEET - (£ PD-1 B CTLA-4 EEHIEIEASE—GAa%E > I
HEELERERTEY > WRERTEREE - 20

Hit > REEERHNFHERSEBREZERESKAREEZEMERNERIGERE
15 - M - BRI ZIEBNEYIRCUTEREEN > M EEYRAS S  RKERNDE
ERRD M BARCERE IR B4 > FTEMNZESIEERRBNAERENESE (antibody-
drug conjugates, ADCs) MEMBRBESHRMERETREMNR > BEMERHERE > X
ROERHBEFTRES - BEARHVEEERE
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- BEREH® - BHEM - RERAMREZSEEL - BETHEE / AB8XFRERERER
BEZNRARIE - A EREMERNESE - BEGRES DHCENRERS -
- EEREEESEEEES REBIKMARE (SqCC) FARE (AJCC) WIERT » #i&
RIBHE R EAEEAS (WHO) ZEFEMNESIE (poorly differentiated) KRS {EIEE
(undifferentiated cancers) (334 #) ETRBEEMIEE (HC) > UED
SqCC # AdCC -

RO Z2=MNEEREZRRNEREE  MEBERHAEREIRE RREENLIRES
R o S EREE LR T SR BRI A A REET) B AREE > WRIB I REEES (WHO)
BAEETEMESME - 2 BRIRENRIERIG 6-8 MAERERMMNLIA » UFIRIEDEEE
EDFoM -BIEEIRYEESE (squamous cell carcinoma, SCC) FiEfE (adenocarcinoma,
AC) MEETARHGERIR TAEAEEZR > NERESREEMEE - [R 7 LillmiEE
FEo il EFERESSE FFHEEMERIER > G5F/ ) AEE - B8RS WERE - MERE -
BEEEEeRES -3

RS
EERERARKREERMBIE (immune checkpoint inhibitors, ICI) fEA—#REENEE
oo ERET NIVEYIRSRR » UBRBLIaERR

-FEEMETERE1 (PD-L1) RERE PD-L1 REBEEBREESLERE
(HC) #17o%W  BERNFTFMHAXEIE: BREEEH 2 E (TPS, Tumor Proportion
Score) : FHMAEBMARFP2RBLTTRERLBEMENE DL - EER nivolumab
3% nivolumab/ipilimumab %&—#&54 %R > PD-L1 [BHEEES TPS = 1% - * &5
M2 (CPS, Combined Positive Score) : #§fiBEEAE PD-L1 [BMELENMAR
(BIEEEME  HERBE KMIE) BEMRUERMBEE > BEM 100 - FH
pembrolizumab Z—423480s » PD-L1 [ZltESHEA CPS =10 < °
- NG RBEIIRIBEM (MSI, microsatellite instability) S AR HNIEHERBERR
( MMR, mismatch repair protein expression ) #38 : ZE/EERMEHEA « BB RE
EEED > BEEEAREBEIINGIE - °TE/T MSI 3 MMR RE&AIHEE] - MSI AR
RREEEB PCR IR ER (NGS) 2 VEEBEMNARTZEM - FI0 BAT25 -
BAT26 * MONO27 ~ NR21 * NR24 % - 6 MMR &2fERI TSR 2B B M tE22E (IHC)
i DNA £1618RAZEHE (MLH1 ~ MSH2 » MSH6 * PMS2) Z#ZAKRIFEH TRk »
ERRKAIRS IMMR (deficient mismatch repair) 7
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- REEEEEL RREBMGRR D BAER - B HER %R - ERETTE

MBEERE » WHKEERERS  WE KIS EMRETERH (CT) DAgTE -

- HRALREGERZREYRMNNES > ERETEFEREER (FDG-PET/CT) M
E—IHBEEEEIRKER - EHNRENEREREEBBNERSE > MIFAEZEERER
PET/CT » MBRAVERELAETFRE -

- BRERARARRATELRESFKARENEECRRE T BEEBENEBMEFERED
FE~ OIREATFIRER > WERFETRERERIEE » UBHRIFIRHIEE (aerodigestive
tract) HIREDE _REEAIRIAENM -

- EEXFRREEORAR BRED A HMRIEMED - BIKIEERBERRIES 5
BENEENRAREBETRESE  MUHEMFBIENEENT AR -

—iRME > EREEMERNIS B EERFERASKEERE (CT) HARIIRE
BK (EUS) 1T MM EEFHEERERMERNES - BIMA EFEVEFH (FDG-PET/
CT) FH&AME - MrAl{ER EUS FMEITREERDHA - 28GR T D HA A EE B RIFISUR M4
BRI - AT > EUS EEDBERNAEENEIER (cTla) BRILERE TENETE

(cTib) A » ZEMEMAAERIE - ELt > #¥ FHIERE (cTla R cTlb < 2cm) - E&HE
SEBEITARBIE T REEM (endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD) » FEA[1E
HE8 EUS BXRENERSERELZN - 8

ROEREARS SRR BB AR/ IR (CT) mIHECIEFEREIRHE (FDG-PET/CT) #1T - BRIER
BETEEENUEREEFEEENEGF - B2 FDG-PET/CT EERHREREHEAIERK
MEREBER CT> EEBK T 28 (cT 28 LHNERAEHER > MRIEFLERIE
WTEsEtE - O IERHEAREE (cT1) & > FDG-PET/CT IR EIMEHZRIAIR » BAERER
MBERE » BAEEERSEAIEBRSIERIE - © tb9h » FDG-PET/CT &% cT1- cT2
81 cT3 FEfRAEMAENINAR - C Rt - BEBMAREVS TR EEEZME CT 7
SHEBEIREERAY CT RHAITRIERER - MEAERE EREH N ERERRNBRER
Z— - "HERET > 49 20-50% MBEEEHEEER > BY 26.5% NEES HIRED
MEEER ; TSR RNERE - 2 48T » B8 - RS CT IRHARS
T E R E SR A AR B E R E SRR RS - T FDG-PET/CT B ZER AR E M1
(ERERE) EBNEE -

{&% CT Al FDG-PET/CT BRI SMBEMEL (cN) - (BERESREILE - &L
R R SR B A BB ARMEARE - CT AR 1 cm MEANMELENMSMSSRIES
30%-60% ° '® FDG-PET/CT 74 B &R B4 A ENBESRIEthRE (4951%)
R AELEHEEEHREZEEIOAEEEMES - B2 T » EUS et &2 8EEE S
EEAESHEM (4985%) - O itsh > BMmEHHMKE (FNA) FRinZ EUS i (EUS-FNA)

13



(E

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

£ cN D HARFHE AR EE/RHILE EUS 8¢ CT Bt M ESRSRIEMERYL » LEREEFER
HEHMERSHEE S E - 1624 Fibl - AREBE R (EUS) ERABIHEEEBHEE
R CT » T FDG-PET/CT EiRAERMEESB HELE CT B4R -

ESD fEFMRIsEsE IR ERERE (Ta » EREICEFEENRE (muscularis mucosa) »
BEMOALETR) BEEREES > AMRAELEEESESARELE -V FDG-PET/
CT RIS EMARFERNERER A ESEEE - ALt - EEREHESIESREYIRMN

FBEEIT FDG-PET/CT 2E » AAHAZRECNRRER » AIBEILENFMNTA -
18-20

RIEHHAMEE (SCC) BEESMHIRTEIE_/REMERE (head and neck second primary
tumors, HNSPT) - FAZREET > &1 HNSPT R EHFEEMESNERERE SCC 1
BE - WRIBAET > B SCC EEHh HNSPT WERRITENS 6.7% - HiL > BHAEE
HNSPT BBIR =R EETaE - 2

RIBEBNEARZEEEAHEE (ESPEN) #U1E5|  BFHMLEBRENEENNEERERMEREL -
MRER > BA—FNZEETERIZREYIRMRIEREREE 5% M 40% NEEEE
BB 10% - 22 Mm BEISEEIEH (BMI) T - BEEMIEE EMFMER - BILE
mmE > WA AP EEERNEFRAR - FIL > fkiB ESPEN 155 IR MHIEESR -
ERERBENEERET TR aBMom S aBEE  BASEEMES - 2

FRARREEMMGZHRETARERBEMN

32

8 & B #

BEVERLETLE « RSN ER D TEY
MR mEEwST (IR0 PD-L1)

LRI IIRERNOE (B T E N 28)

ARSEBER (EUS) I BERHEEDEER CT -

X RERBEAH FEBARSRILTRTE ; TIRE EUS - 15
X REREER RURFEMBREIE AL EUS B -

BIEE - IR B RN BENBRISH - SHES SRR AR
BHETERI (CT) BAERK -

FTEEEY (Fooper/cr) ERNBESM . (ASMIERABREL > HE

EMELSBHZEER CT -
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SBKE ~ BREZE - B - FRIFIE

—_

=

AaEESIEEARNBEHA LREFRNREER - £RIZBL MEE M) 25 LKE
(M1) “HEERRE (M2) MZEANE (M3) - BREBSEFRETEFEE > METE (SM)
—%9% SM1 (ZEREREBE 200 ym) & SM2 (ZERERB 200 ym) - 1RIE
AJCC/UICC F)/\IRDEAZRG - M1 fREH D EEA pTis (high-grade dysplasia) > M2
M3 mE % Tla - i SM1 1 SM2 mERIA pTib - RHRERE (BREMREHINK LK
FEJ& > superficial esophageal squamous cell neoplasia, SESCN) Ei5REREBIRNRFIEE
RHETE > HEREEER (B) pTisNOMO 2 pTINOMO) -
RARRUIRME —BHMEANEER L SEARITEA B[R (endoscopic mucosal
resection, EMR) FIARIEFME T RIBEMT (endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD) °
PEERMIE LS MATIEE > 15527 ESD {813 » SESCN (4552 stage 0 # stage IA &
#) KPABRRHIEFRIRFHERRREIRG - 22 ZES5BRIRESEE (ASGE) )
15| 8E > HNRBARBEMETEE - 85 » 9 EARRM SESCN » ﬂﬁ%?%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%
17 o 4 BUOMBEEERE2E (ESMO) SAREISS |15 » ¥R high-grade dysplasia FIAZE T1 89
SESCN > WiRSEEIR IR (en—bloc resection) FEEAEIEAEAR % - ERAEALIER -
AEEES INFIERBRIZER » WEASEABEINRNTE - BEREFREESERFRGNTN
THRBAFRES #%FQ T AARERTIBRITAVEEE B BOAREZ =2 > IS ERER BAHERE
BRER—-

1. ARBUIRRMTAEEEELSERRESE

SESCN HyjaEtERRBMAIZENERSBRE - ROHE - MREEFEEMELIE
BRERKEE - (R TREBNSERE  BRENBESPEERDIEREE (G1-G2 B G3) it
EAERBNEERRYIER - ARRUIREERANEREZERAERETFIFESTE (G1 5
G2) KR E - HNDIEAR (G3) sEMSEMEITEHIHL - EEIRTLARBUIRIE
EENSEAEHEEREDH - HNHESE A Stage 0 (pTisNOMO) 5§ Stage 1A
(pT1aNOMO) HIRETE - IRIRVIIF R Ae—BARBRREBHIEER A - AT > B
RitTEI M FERMIBMER D » MERARD BB RIES 2B EFE—EREN
EZE AGENEREREE  ER0ZR U SHEEEHABERRTERNTZE - K
AEIES IRERERE D ABYEIEE (absolute indication) BARBFHFERERE (conditional
indication) ; B4 EEEEERAFBZERESE (Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor
Board review) Mt EBESETRRBEIIIRMG - URMTERBEHRIBEGBGEERRTE
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EH/iBNEEBNEE (Bl endoscopic resection with selective adjuvant therapy H38EHR
R CQ3 &k CQ4) - EERARERE Y - NRFABIRKRAISZZELRREE (RE—) -

CQ1: flypifETE = MR E G2
ERSEAEERAMEEEBNEERR > HRNREZWHHENT

(1) IERAARRRE
BRAEFEESR  BERTERBUACKSHENETE  HLEAESET
AR R IR AT - 4

(2) AR M7 (endoscopic ultrasound, EUS)

EUS 21fiA1 T PENERIE X EAENME T HBAEEREKEER - 4 28 » EUS
EFER pT FEESRENERMAR(RR ") % TBEHEBEDZE (overdiagnosis)
HIEEE - 457 FEItt » EUS 72 T 9HAEI% 48 SESCN JAETHABMNATE - 2 HIHER
T RIBSBIRMIR T EA—E@ARIVABEFRI  BARUTRBENERESBER -°

(3) AWK EEM (magnifying endoscopy, ME)

BMARAREM (ME) SEEEMEGE (NBI) BEMRIERMARREM (NBI-ME) » BEiRS ¥t
FEfE S RERS TR » BWEZER - TARIMK EUS Wi8% - V4 RIEAARE
B8 (JES) K NBI-ME 748 > Type A BHENIFEMRER2E ; Type B 54 B1- B2
B3> DRI ER pTis-M1/T1a-M2 * pT1a-M3/T1b-SM1 ] pT1b-SM2 K& E 2 8
FE(RK=Z) 16

BEAMLZE TR » R_MR=FERMRIERAERERESERRNEEE - FLL > BRK
FEREBIBENEEZHRAENRES - EBRERHERSERENTEIEE - WEE
HERGEBRR A EMREMEFMOBER - TIUEENREIRM - 2

CQ2: AMRIEUIERMTFIRERE A /)

A$55| B & {E A NBI-ME S & W R §54i7 (Lugol-chromoendoscopy) 3R 52 s k1 #Y
EEEE MEEIUNEERAEEFEER - AMEASRENMARRIAETERE
EERRE  EREESENRSE ; B > BEER<1% NEREMARR - °

(1) ESD B EMR K32

ESD HHEN EMR MEZRENEHNAEEREREEESHNERIIFRZE (en-bloc resection
rate) - B3 ASGE JAE155| Rl Meta—analysis (815 8 BEIRMAZE > 821 RiEZ
ESD jaEMEBEE 1306 1= EMRAENEE) - SR ESD EAE SRR
E(SFIRAETIPRE) - DB & 93.3% M 72.1% (1HE @R [RR]1%1.33 95% (58 E R [CI]
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£A1.02-1.74 > 12=97.3%) ; Itb%b > ESD HEEREEFRRIE > 9BI%A 0.5% 1 5.2% (RR
%019 95% Cl & 0.07-0.48 > 12=0.0%) ; AT > ERIHEZERHHE > MIEH AHEEE
EEXR 4

RBERABNERYEERSPLIEERELE  BRNBRUIREMEE - K115
mm BEELHERERA ESD 5 EMR #IEERE - 4°

(2) ESD RRBEBRANAEEZNHRER / SIZEBRRERE ?
BEz8mE (> 5 A9E) & /3 2EA (whole circumferential) fHE#) ESD mJEK
TBEMSRE » KIgHREEENEFTRE -

RiE JESHBAHIEARBEES (UGES) RIAEIES| - HNZERAREARERRELSB
5278 cM1/M2 (NOMO) EB#E > MEREBRZERREH cM3/SM1 (NOMO) EZE -
EEESREIRMs S EEA%E (CRT) - 26 ZAM » ASGE LAR ESMO KA &S|
iR A EMR RS - 40

MBEZELER (oncological outcome) TS » IERBIIEEMT AR » LHIEZ FElEE
BREZE - Minamide EAStY 52 & (46 & cTla &k 6 & cTlb) ZEIFFEIES ESD A
BNEBREETON  HEBEEPAEHS 5.0 cm (IQR > 4.0-6.3) -8 HHEHET » BiR
PIRRERE RO TIRE S RIS 100% (95% Cl > 94.4-100) #] 69.2% (95% Cl » 54.9-
81.3) - MIEREKBRELARD A AERE  BAMREE (BLERRAMIMR n =
31) EETEMEE  SREEE CREREGUUIRR n=21) AEZIEFE|EYRIM
5 CRT EAREEENEE (n = 10) » EREABENEBEETERBEh =1) - &
BN 49.1 ERREIRE - 4 FNERBEFEER (0S) ~ EREFEMEER (DSS) UK
ZiEEZ R (CRR) HBIA 86.2% (95% Cl > 71.6-93.6) -~ 95.5% (95% CI > 83.1-
98.9) # 11.5% (95% Cl > 4.1-23.1) - EHr > 31 R{EEZ ESD ABENERAGEE > H
4 % OS -~ DSS #] CRR 984 93.2% ~ 100% ] 0% - HABHEERER » AeHES
REMYR7T 22ERREBERENRRREE -

Liu % ABILEB ESD (n = 109) MBI FM (n = 31) E2EEHEM SESCN A&
RRRE O IRERET - BB FAHAEL > ESD IEEMHEFHEM - B
perioperative HE4fE » MR EEMEERE - MEBEERMS - £ 0S MEERE
% (RFS) HE > MAEZHRETESEE -

it 2EFREBIBE 5 AHDEM SESCN Wi JERAEEIT ESD 4 » AMthE &3
EBNAER » A38%I55]#5 cTisNOMO/cT1aNOMO B2 EIFEILHBEEERA 5 AP
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SESCN S| BB ERIE - KABKREREARTREBERELSEET ESD > I HMRRIE
RIBABBRERATEESHTEHBNEE (R CQ3 > CQ4) - AT » HRILIEREE ESD &
ERABSNREMERR - —BAT ESD 8B & B RS ARRENERISEENR - 2

CQ3: cT1bNOMO FE¥HI AR ERIE B RER

5 pT1b SESCC » JES BH A BRI A REIRRMI CRT » 2 #ARA M IIRAE
ERMBEMRRBEABSER - AMMAIMNAERIEEKRBERADH - 8 cTIbNOMO
BRI ELEER pT1oNOMO JHEIHETRIR - E It » RRELIRMTTEIE cTIBNOMO JE ¥kt
MBEEIERE - AMUTHRBEENREE—SES:

(1) TR RETE R BRE 2 BRI B RR 1%

781 cM3 M cSM1 BEHINESD » FSMERLBRESHOH - ° BIF JGES 4B
5| B A9 meta—analysis » TEMTRIEZET A cM3/SM1 BIFRHIS » 89 27.4%-55.2% BR4&E
B A pM1/M2 > BERERRBRMT I AT NES LR EBIRRAMAE -6 Eit »
HRMBIZ2E A cM3/SM1NEE - BEERFRARNREBEURMEEEAMRENEES
RIEBEBERE - ©

Takeuchi iR TR2MRMEMRFTIRRMT. AR - T ISTRER - fE 127 MIESTEMER
RIFLIBRAMTAY cM3/T1o BEF » 19.2% KIRERESRBREIRQMETIRR ; MERAK
ZRAUTIRNEE > REETHREVRFMNAREANRFEIFMEELFHERS
=

R &:ZENE NRIBVIIRMT—5 B 5 B3R AR - AIE51IRA TRRIR RS fHEZ A
& (endoscopic resection with selective adjuvant therapy) ZKRig#ilbiaEED - ME
B —rAEERERBEARBUMRMEFREASSERATESETHIAE » SEIRIE
4EE B R B M AR E IR SR (pathology—directed therapeutic strategy) e

(2) RIRIRIFRIMT S HHE R IBY I BAY A B RES

WA IR M & HHE RSB AR I AL A LU B — @A EER - 2 ESD IFAE—&
EFERRMY > BESMEEREHEAER (ML RETIRMEHEY CRT) » &
RETTLAAAE cTIbNOMO fEItARI4THEIE - 8 24T » ERBEHHRBMRANEREE - B
FITBRARE B A Z REB—H ORI R BB - 13

JCOGO0508 # && & B Al M — &t ¥ 9 13 % ) bR 1l7 & 1 328 12 14 & Bh 7 {E #& (Endoscopic
Resection and Selective Chemoradiotherapy) BUBIFE -~ BB MK HSHEHE
cT1bNOMO KB E ; ZMEARFMIE TE9D 4 3 & (SM1> SM2 > SM3) It R4 cSM1/
SM2 it E o 12 IRIBARBTRITENRIEGRETOELE
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- Group A : EZEFIRAMLIR - MEBREIMNEE (n=74) o

- Group B : PIREZRRME pT1b SFEAMEMERIL (lymphovascular invasion,
LVI) B9 pM3 &kt > 22 FEFFM CRT (41.4 Gy > BEBHEEREAE > n=87) -

- Group C : Y& R (deep margin) Bt » #5 definitive CRT (50.4 Gy » JRE
ER{i1g5% 9 Gy » n = 15) °

ERFER MBEEREEN3-F0S & 92.6% (90% Cl: 88.5—95.2%) MKk 3- FEEL
Fi& % (progression-free survival, PFS) A& 89.7% (90% Cl: 84.2—93.4%) - HE/ >
Group B HIZERIRESIELE » 3-F 0S & 90.7% (90% Cl: 84.0—94.7%) - 12 BE TR
TEELR  BEENERTRNERINEIFN - 2 WREE—SERET RREBERGEH
EEMEEaBENAN -

ey REYIIRITE R EE MRS EEa % ( CRT) ?

A1 18 4 RO B R LL BB B M BB TR AT ERSEBN 1 CRT MBS - 2 BEAMBRMAX
SRR BRARBEURMGEEMERETRGHNESE (n = 110) - EMEEBEERS
25% (HAR 67% BEE 1 EHELEEMHE) - RALEEHEE 23-47 ERNHARERERR
B 0% B ; M@ CRT WEE (n=175) > hIEHE 24-72 BB NHARISER
B|ERD 2.2% > BIREEER 0.5% - ZMRE—FTFBEHE TS HE pTb-SM2 FE
REAHAMEMERILHN SESCN ERRERSARIEGE » GREFELSERIRRZ
ZEENE CRTHIEE RS 20-50% ; HRZ T » FELSERIERNEZEERS 0% 1Bl >
IG5 BB EES AR RN EESEBREEERETRN ; ZRIFERFNRE > H#HED
£ CRT Al AJFE RS R EEN—EAEEE - B AP AAR—Z R ONEEEHRE
A RBOIRVEESR - #WEE CRT AN SEMRAENTAERIBEENERRRAE > HHAENEX
RRSEBENESR pTlb SHAMEMEEILH SESCN - 4

= EO > ZEMBIZENERMYIAR ESD NEEBIRIGRE « BHEER - RITETGE

AE— S ETHEAENES  AIE5IBERANRBETIRMIES cTIbNOMO HIHNBR

HEFERE (conditional indication) - FRZBRBFEHT - HHBESMNWEE > ESD 7

ERABEIEY —  BREEABERGMIURNERAE  ERIERAMEEN—ID
(RE—) -4

CQ4: Ri81%tIE& (Curative resection)

BRI HIE M IS Mo mIR A M ER 5T - HUEHDIFEANBIREREE - FRA IR
HERNEBERHARENEMBEEME LWZEREBEMARA ; FRRrEREIRERB
FIYEIREERIRLN 2 2K E TR - RRBUGZEMYIRENRIBAESRE » 75
ENAERRMTFIE DR (understaging) 4R - AL - FRAAIESIRFESIEEHR
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BRASEBERM -

UIRREARNRIBAMBHREATERBE S - AR ERSRE IR ¢

(1) BEEFAER T UIRRIB4EAAILZ (lateral margin) R4 (deep margin) YR EE AR (
high—grade dysplasia S =40 ) - Bl RO resection °

(2) Dysplasia, 154 well (G1) or moderate (G2) BY%E °

(3) BMEMERIL (LVI) -

(4) BRETEREFENRIL -

CQ5: JERA LIRS (Non—curative resection)

G RBAAETHERARTERAMUIRRIZEZE - BIERAIERAMIIR - 56

BEUTIER : UIRREZBY (AIE30RE)  BES2MEARAR (G3)  FAMEMNERIE

(LVI) » SiRERSBERBETEREFREMAS - BNRIFREUIIRNIELIERZEM » &

BRERKBERBERRBENETAE - NG5 BBRAERERTRNAN - BRZENES
(Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor Board Review) > ZEFHMHZEFIER » #IEEEEH

aEETE -

CQ6: aEaE

HRBRIRZHNEFEREAERBUIERYE AR > BALEAIES | ZREBZ2RE
& (Multidisciplinary Team/Tumor Board review) #E{TERZETE > 52a 1 &I E@EBIME
A ERTEl - BN ZIULERE > ESD (DR —RuTHEE s AHRERERESFM
ISR °

2. ARE IR AN F AT LEE
ASGE JAEIESI F¥ 5 FEE ¥ T1 SESCCHEB R MY LEBMRETHRS DT (meta-
analysis) - EEARES 463 BIEZTESDWEEK 495 RIESRIEVIRITNES - o
Wit REE s > 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 FMREFEREZBER
(4) BEREZRRLBER

(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 -

THMRERER LEERIBDFMESD FEEZEREMNEESE T X > M oncological
outcomes AB B =R - 4

—IHEEMNEIREMMARI pT1a-M3/pTlb SESCC BE AR » SR REIMIFiiE
tt - ESD #4H7£ OS » DSS » MREEL1FE (PFS) FEIEBEEZER - °

3. Bi4EE BT (radiofrequency ablation, RFA)

S4BT (RFA) R ERWEEANRIAESESCN : BEXEEFNRFEKRENAE -
6 MR AEEZIRT NS RFA 49 A S8 % SESCN B4R (T 85 @ (38 FEE £ R R high—grade
dysplasia) > EUAIES |G ARERMAAGT RERE -

BRERFARAMRFFEBRABEREN1E K AIE&ESNERIE A high-grade
dysplasia (Bl pTisNOMO) > B RTRIBAFRE B A 2 151G RFA B IA R E A 2 EAVRE: -
HRIRAZE R B AT MBI B HE AR pTisNOMO B » M RFA fiT1a R R HES
ETRIZEGBREUMEDRGBERIER > ELb - 4551725 RFA 1E% SESCN 1y
HIRE—RAEEEC -

AMEERERFRAENBER  TESD HITERENIBERT » AE5IBETZEHFTEU

TERERENEERMY RFAGE

(1) #TRIAMRERL] R 2 & high—grade dysplasia °

(2) BIEAE 3RS 18 (Paris Classification) type 0-llb /%% » B JES NBI-ME 9185
Type AS B1-

(3)EUS K / 5 CT B EMTREHMETERILREMNCENERET -

1% RFA RBERBEFNERRENEE

RIZER S ARV » RFA RIEFREZREFTEREN T =ERZAR : 51EHREIHRE
AR EEEBHETREEL  HAIRAEZE L ELREMNIER - 7/ FIt - W RFA
MRMEREFREZRENTE - BRET RFABERIETEZZEIREGRER ; Bt -
AIES | BREUE RN BEBLERARBERMN - AHE ESDEAAEEE -V
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[B—] RHAREREARRIIFRMNERELSBERARME

| Clinical stage | | Histopathological evaluation |

: High-grade dysplasia—» EGD a6 monthsx 2 .
Non-circumferential lesions ! years, then annually
Circumferential lesion < 5 cm? H

cStage 0 g:ZTiSNOMD) Curative resection Recurrence
cStage IA (cT1aNOMO)
Endoscopic Resection

pTacarcinoma _p -q6-12 months x 2 years
~then, annually
CTannually 3-5 years

<1.5cm: EMR or ESD
Circumferential lesion > 5 cm2 >15cm: ESD

EGD
-q3-6 months the first year l

.® Multidsciplinary / Tumor Board review

Consi

|

Non-curative SU, e,y
cT1bNOMO —» Multidisciplinary team / Tumor H resection - ESD or other endoscopic therapies
(especially SM1 lesions) 5 Surgery ' - Image surveillance
Board review Radiothera i o
Py ' - Radiotherapy or Chemoradiotherapy

Chemoradiotherapy

-Absolute' icati Conditi

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

&R

ESD EAREHRENED > HERNBERN > EEAMER/) - BEXMHNES RIARK
BN RS - ESD ERNRETIRRT - MAIEERME » D1EE (G1/G2) ~ cTis/T1aNOMO
SESCN MBEEAES T - HRMRIZERBRIE » DAk ESD BEHEERKMTE JIRE
RIBEM BT L E— D EHENEENES > ESD tE]fE%A cT1bNOMO SESCN HE &4 iE
FEIE - 78T > FF ZAERIEREMRZ AN  LERMEMS - IRAEFIBREES > BAIARR
BIESIRKAIREEREESZ ASEBNINMMAR LIRMEITER -

[R—] RERBZT KU T1EESBRENZEREYE
HHEEZ R RRE

RIRIR B EIR2

Tis—-M1/T1a-M2 T1a-M3/T1b-SM1 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%

B R 6
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[EZ] BB ARNIREEMT (NBI-ME) :26r T1 B S BRERZEREY
B EBZETRRRIRE

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%
ERizR 10

[(R=] AEEESHRSEREHEER

HHERHA E &=

BHRERE > IEEREERE BRREENHETENELER  REERE
ik - 7 B2 (SESCN) MIRIE - iR BE S ERIE -
l 4 =R~
S on—bloc resection) HEEE(E AR 85 AT 1R 1 FE R 4B 4 A — IR AR Z 1R
FezCLIRR o
RO 1% (RO resection) PbREgmmIL*

PR AR BB S I TR

1.RO resection

Bs REZIHE (clinical success) » 2.91E%&Well (G1) or Moderate (G2)
SARIA ML (curative resection) 3 EMEME(SIE (Lymphovascular invasion)
4. BHET ERERENRIE

PAIESITS » BRI FRRRIAIETIRR

AR ARSTATIBREL FITERAL1E 3% - SAMEAS/

VER /S 3%
BEVE{E 2 (recurrence) ERES

M1 @ EREAIEEEEMERIE ~ high—grade dysplasia
M2 : BEMESBENEERE

RILRE M3 : BEMESBENEIE
SM1: BEENEZHEME T EERIRE200 pmMRA
SM2: BEEMEIS HEME T EERERE200 pm

* #high—grade dysplasia =40/
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REEFMHESI

HEs
EIE
S RS A SRS R TAES 2 SR R EA T - FEFATAT - B
UE - EFRY - NRSRE R ARHERRSE - | SR RERERIAR 5 A%
BTN > REEIRFRERAASRER ; SR EERBIRIVNR 5 A% » ARk
(CRRRERABEELEE - BE TSR SREBNEE - BRI AR R RS
SOmA - ZBEEEFHENBFAERERNELRE - Bt > EREBEOELNE
O ABERE -

FiigH0

BEEFINSESERETIR (esophagectomy) - lz# B 8 (mobilization of the
stomach) it B & & B} (gastric tubuilzation) ~ ## TR E - BE WM& (Esophagogastric
anastomosis) EE - HHHERBRUEREZERNEE, BEYRFOARXEHZ
B HhRE R MIES Ivor-Lewis ] McKeown F i » R BEHIL BE VR F I
(transhiatal esophagectomy) ~ 7 {8l 48 B 3y B9 BE Bt & 1) O B 8 ) bR F 17 (left thoracic or
thoracoabdominal esophagectomy) Bl & E it Fi A= o

I. Ivor-Lewis 1 McKeown ZF1ff :

* Ivor-Lewis FliA4&EHRIMZELEEARETHNREYIRRM » FiPREUHEKEE
% RIEATRBEEBENYE - 2

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

o BENRINBIEHREHEENHEMEE IBIE (celiac) REE (left gastric) MELE AR
L EEAR (left gastric artery) D BEEZELER -

s BEMNHREFTREB B MEE K ( gastroepiploic artery) & & B 81k (right gastric
artery) - (FEEREFREBEREK -

o Ivor-Lewis FMiM& OAIR ZF 58K (azygos vein) BT > BE S ERUENT 1/3
BENREA - BEEMR EHERRENRABRREE -2

* McKeown Fiir] FEFRERIUN ZERNERRERIRA -

Il. FERIBERFM :
o ETI BB FMAFIRE (laparotomy) REEEIMIS (cervical anastomosis) © 4
e BEERINARM Ivor-Lewis tH[E] » FEBFIAES 015 B E 4 H 18 4t fF BE (posterior
mediastinum) A ZSBERHME -
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o A ATRRERUEMRWSBRELPTRZBA > BHEBREUNREWT (F
BRRE) ZFRA > EENDHRBRSRBEERFRRIE -

s AMRBELEREERABERFMORAREHEZETRETRNBATRIN
FHHBE® » BRFHEEBRNHEERD > ZERBEENEE - IEHRL
TEBEEERET-©

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

(Left Transthoracic or Thoracoabdominal Esophagectomy)

o RIS RBE RN S RE TR T S BMUN ZRIM S\ RN O EE - I
IXER 7 LB A {2 RS SR T B E RIEEEF M - /

o« BEZRIERIM ZFMHE

o iR RE - BEMS RN A AR S) FAE#K (inferior pulmonary vein) B »
HEFBTEINRS (aortic arch) TATMMERESE °

o TN BERANRBERIKER > LHERANER -

IV. HBIRELIERMT (Minimally Invasive Esophagectomy, MIE)

s MAIBEYIRMEENMNENFMAN > SFEESEMEAIREIRFM (Hybrid
MIE) EZMEAIREDIRFAM (Total MIE) - FEEZRENRFIARPEERERA
TMEIFLAl - Total MIE 18R Z M BREAREERIRE S(EMAMAIA R - WAaREIR BARSRESR &1 T
REUREBEERE > Hybrid MIE BIAE 0 Flik BHHEIRM - Z—82RIREB B4
FRXSET - BIANASAE(E FRRE RS -

* MIE FitREFMRE P RMEEEEMERSE > TESREYR - BEEEERMS
et > FHLtEAEIREN2E MR - RIBEXEIERS » IMIBEEE R 30 E 70 FIA
ERIMIE Fii1 8 » AREERBEN TR RAREHEZENIKE - BBVEEESL
B OMEZIAR - MEREVEEN RIS - GIGNSTHEAERE R A £/ Hybrid MIE ASF > B#E
EZE total MIE.

o TEfEtSHIRREERT - BEREESUNIZEZMAIFMINEZHRNERFN » I9TAK
PBRAEMTRHEESE 90 ZAMBLEEFR (0S) MERLEEFR (DFS) ARBEEZE -

1,12

V. 23 AEBNMEI R EIRRF

(Robotic-Assisted Minimally Invasive Esophagectomy, RAMIE)

o I AFBNIMAI REB )RR 2T ER BEE AR - LERRITIR A =M RERE - BBINE
RAERFMIRFEZE P EITIBEIOEBRRIRE - 28W > ZRMNEZRFIERRES B
BFfsEEEK -

o BRIRABERASDMIEL > 3 AEBNHAI F MM SR FMALE - AR EME HHE0E
MO EHER 1914, BBEMERBRE « AEMESEIR - gL EREMNHARE
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o MEBRNRMAIRELIRM (ME) > 2 @A BANERKRAEEE L > MW E 7 RO IR (RO
resection) & + 30 X1 90 RIIFET X « (F IR A EEBEESE=R 07 . BMBAF
78] B R K L AR A ER A 12 MM R A B B A R - 18

V. EREEEME 2 EE

o EHMEMNBEERAETERZNREYIR BRI A  BEMES
BHMZEN » MRBEEMEOBRNBERE -

s MPEAMESMINENRAMEOBRNEEERRE  MERENEIEER/) » BARINER
ICIRISRBYE - ©

o BEMEIET - B CRERNEHREMZEAMSTEREE  AEEEER - 20

s BEENAZSHEEIINBEINEE -2 £IBRIEM (Colon interposition) RIFT
EABRERE - AW > E—MXRERTBRESRTEHZEARES H BEEER
RIBMIN L ES B F M T AES 2 B ER M A BE A - 22

VII. MEEEimitaH
BRERMNMEERF (lymphadenectomy) fEMIREREVIRFMNBRESF » RFHBERE
FEEERMNEIT MM E AR - DUZERIERRBRIESH - R FMRMR M A sEE RL
FE - HEEKEEEUSHER S EME - SREREREEIEEES - WiEBEREN
EHREIMESL - RIBEAAMEALBEES - MEBIRoMMmES (59 +58) K=& (58
+H+fE) -

FisB extended two-field (IEAME) 1 total two-field (EWME) BIZHMEEER
HEMDME - ARBFFEENFRAEREE 852 BAMBEEREMELMR
AMEEREERA LR (GRREEE) MBS ZMERITEILER E1gmAE £t
iR (ZMERARSE) MBS - ME BEIE L IEERERIME 4 IAE (BN EIEREMEL -
#% L PRt > extended two-field 1 total two-field ¥9154SHIRE M <BI AV EZ M B IF »
FEENREREE— P RELA LMRRRMEEABENMELS - BAZRAHFARODEZE
BlR (EME) KREAREEZES > MEBENRBEEEREAEE - 23

SHEPHEAES > IEE ZMRIEEMEERIMNHEF HIESEFER 2425, SaME
PMEAEEHE S 10~29 R% 25, NCCN EEZE /DA 15 EMEEXERELE -
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MEIEABRIERSEEE X SERaE FHi s SEAR - ERENRE R ER > BF5
REVABRE X AHRAELT - EREFAES BRERE OMAEBNGE S EREN;
eI RERRE B 2RI IR  MrRiHEaR - IRa RSB RENEEE - B
RO 4E/\IETE ~ SRR SRR - BRSMNREISa R E R E RIVEE » REIERIFIET
BEHABRNEEREERER > HISHENMEMERNRMRT ARG RMERNEREE - it
Al ~ iR ARSI SRFTERNGERIER S XL NER » NERGERR - 8RNEH
2 (B2 ) —MREFFTE 180—200 EXE (cGy) - EREHRAIE 23 F 33 R ZM - BN
Hepal (MRaR) BRIMER > TEZEAREEEMUREHANIBELR - IBNBERER
BEHAEREIENS HIEEREIEX « AERBEMAVER -

TR ERBN X BT 4R G ¢

HEBMERD MUBRAKNRERE - BEE2HSEREIAREILE - FEFRIPMAMEEE
> MmBEEEKRMAUMEFMA - IR ZBEFMAIETHEEEE - 4/ ERE - 12
FEEFMOTHEZEM - B 2015 FEBUN CROSS ERARRERGRIEZZRMUEK » LML
EAEAH 23 AMEH4RAE (BEIE 4140 EXE (cGy) ) > BETFMIMRAERE
g EMERNERFN - HRABABEZEANEZERERELN - SBR—RER
HaBER B REIEA 23-28 XX » 4140-5040 EX & °

ORISR
HRAERAEAFESEZFMUIRRERRBNRE » JURBRG LSRG REE » =
RTOG( METABEIEARM ) 72 1992 F 3K RTOG85-01 fRIRAMMER 2% - (EBIGES

HRE A BRI ERNEBERBERIERE - MAMNRELGRAR - Bt » {REER
RFMURNBRERERE 2RSS HREREE (£ 256—33 X > #EKIE 5000—6000

EXE (cGy) ) ERAZHERE RIRAMEERER - HHH B ERES > MEMRAE
RSB ARA BN D REEILARIE 5 3 6160—6480 EXE - BHRE—DIRFIAERN -
78 > BRIERARBR AR B BIARE B L — P AR RR S NS EEIEHIR -
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6-1
REEFEYISRIES] - Blis
REAAR ~ e

AERFEHNMTEREEBNEYERRE > BB REFRINBEAEFAERESIT)
A BERIAEBRINERKEAIRN - ATHIKRENNZRERREREE  BOA/UT

(

2

F—E - RERBRLBAE (EHNMTANEE)

- REEREAE (AMERENE—ER )
AR A S = ARRKRAMRERE - BENTERECEEEBENE)SER  F—
TN 4REASRER -

5°d§

+I11H

[B—] £ | Z5 I PHREEZAERER '

Chemotherapy 5
(Chemoradiotherapy) — urgery

(Postoperative
adjuvant therapy)

Can tolerate »  Surgery —»p Chemotherapy
surgery

(~
A X

Complete Chemotherapy
response Follow-up

cStage
I, m

Definitive
Cannot tolerate surgery Chemoradiotherapy -
™ Chemoradiotherapy feasible — Residual / Salvage*
recurrence therapy
L, Cannot tolerate surgery Radiotherapy

: p —> Chemotherapy * * *
Chemoradiotherapy not feasible Best'sUpportive care

* : Endoscopic resection, operation
** : Patients with depressed renal function, elderly subjects, etc.
*** : Patients with a history of radiation etc.

38



aEREHR

2R 1ES]

[BZ] EREREE IVA HIREE ZAERER

Complete Chemotherapy
response Follow-up

~ Chemoradlotherapy
Good PS —> Radiotherapy

Chemotherapy

‘ e e Surgery
Chemotherapy
cStage IV A Best supportive care

Radiotherapy

PoorPS —— 4
Best supportive care

=] RERTHESHRRAENERER 2

ATTRACTION-3 CheckMate 648 IIl
Il nivo ESCORT st nivo+CF/nivo+ipilim/CF
0S&Safety 08, PFS, ORR&Safety 0S, PFS, ORR&Safety
2019, Lancet Oncol 2020, JAMA 2022, N Engl J Med
L
ATTRACTION-1 KEYNOTE-028 KEYNOTE-059 ATTRACTION-4 KEYNOTE-181 CAP 021l
Il nivo Ib pembro 1l pembro 1l nive+SOX/CapeOX KEYNOTE-062 update camre+apatinib
o o fety y [o] 11l pembro/pembro+CF/CF 1l pembro/CF ORR&LSafety
W i 0s, PFS, ORR&Safet ol 2022, Lancet
2017, Lancet Oncol 2018, J Clin Oncol | | 2018, JAMA Oncol 2019, Ann Oncol 2020, JAMA Oncol Y 2022,1 Ciin Oncol Gaﬂme;t?rol
‘ ‘ lepatol
2017 2018 2019 —A i | 2021 | 2022 ‘ P
KEYNOTE-061 KEYNOTE-180 KEYNOTE-180 CP-MGAH22-05 Ib KEYNOTE-590 RAMONA Il
11l pembro Il pembro 11l pembro/CF pembro+margetuxi 11l pembro/ nivo+ipilim
0s, PFS, ORR&Safety ORR&Safety 0s ORR&Safety ospggwsbrmﬁ&/scf y 23’25':'_5' o.:?ﬁsﬁfgy
. afet , Lancet Heal
2018, Lancet 2019, JAMA Oncol 2020, J Clin Oncol 2020, Lancet Oncol 2021, Lancet Ty y
ATTRACTION-2 CheckMate-032 ESCORT Il
111 nivo I/1l nivo/nivo+ipilim camre Checrﬁ%aéigﬂm
e oty 1 oIty o R s de
i , Lancet Oncol nivo. nivo-+ipilim.
2017, Lancet 2018, J Clin Oncol 0S, PFS, ORR&Safety

22, Natur
CheckMate 649 Il AR
Nivo+SOX/nivo-+ipilim/SOX
08, PFS, ORR&Safety
2021, Lancet

Camreli. b

Nival h ;.
NI r

HE—HE AR EBAEERPRERNAETEAERBREXR  EARERERE
E{L1EEEA (progression—free survival, PFS) E34R7Z7EHE (overall survival, 0S) (R
F—EF) - A MEEVEEEREE > BT 2017 FREFAENEAN (B=) »wEH
éylﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ?uﬁﬁ s PEVSRIEMERR FRECE)  E—PE(CRIARERERIAERE
FEZENE PFS Bl OS - BBENFEER > ABRRERTREZHEZBEBELHE -
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REEFEYSEES - (2% Yia

AEHBENBRERNCEGERE  MEMBIRSREE - A EE2RENaE - URME
RE—RERRZZHHERERIRTERRARER -
ft7AI % 12165 (Neo-adjuvant CCRT)
HEN E AT CESN BT > MRIRS R CREHEE NS EE Y REEREN
A 7ZHR (overall survival, OS) -~ #FAETFEA (disease—free survival, DFS) RFETE
#EEE*R  (pathologic complete response, pCR) e
RIBAERANREEAEE—CROSS E=—HZROEHIAZR - HMAWA 366 2R FilitIER
(T2—T3, NO—1, M0) ZBESHKAREHERESKRE (EG)) BESE - AXEETR
H N BB F 47 > MiF1{ER paclitaxel B carboplatin MEIS RLETBEZEER OS
DFS - fEiiAMRREERET  RETRERERESSNIRE (49% vs. 23% ; p=0.008) -
£ 84.1 A RBHKIE - {EIEAENFAL OS & 48.6 @R » FiitA%s 24 @B (HR: 0.68;
95% Cl : 0.563—0.88 ; p=0.003) - 7R AMMEREF - (CIEANFL OS BIZE 81.6
@R FiM4EES 211 B A (p=0.008) - A > HNBERRE KR paclitaxel £
carboplatin BIAEA AR » B HRAEKR LN paclitaxel &4 cisplatin » 5 cisplatin &
# 5-FU AERERE - 2

BAMEE 848 (Definitive Chemoradiation Therapy)

R#E CROSS ML 2 4 BBV R » paclitaxel £ carboplatin BY4H & 1 #% 12 3% B
REFEEZFMi 2R ENRIAMERE - HEBEMEMES > 2/ ZHEERRN cisplatin &4
irinotecan RIFHEEMNABLEFH - BRIGEMFIEER - BEPESIREREARERF - LI
FOLFOX A% (folinic acid » 5-FU ~ oxaliplatin) & 5-FU &1 cisplatin th#£ 2185
HEARIFAERR -

REH RTOG 85-01 FEt&¥tBBEER » cT1—T3 ~ NO—1+ MO HWBEREEEIES 5-FU &
cisplatin {bHUEEI BB EEITIER < {ERUEAEPMILEFRS 14 @8 - EREEHRN 9 @
B » AEEEFERINE 27% vs. 0% ° #fh 8 T 10 FEEFEDEIE 22% B 20% - FER
KBEEAERITBRIE (47% vs. 65%) - 34
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B—REEMHEE

A platinum/5-FU BERIEEGBENAE —RIZE . BRESSHRREERIEIHE -
R CheckMate-648 B KEYNOTE-590 » B ABEELREEEH (0S) -
7£ CheckMate-648 B8 > nivolumab &&1EED ipilimumab HEEREEERERE »
R PD-L1 TPS = 1% HEEHPRIFEBZEREEFEE (HR 0.54 ;5 P < 0.001 & HR 0.64 ;
p=0.001) o5

£ KEYNOTE-590 & » pembrolizumab & {bERIRRIREE L TN - EHIAME
J& (SCC) mE#HHR > CPS = 10 MEE G 52% » IEEBEHEEAEEN HR B 057 (P <
0.0001) =6

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

BREEMRE

1BHEER 5 taxane $8 (41 paclitaxel 8 docetaxel) R irinotecan BBEEAE A% RIEIE - /
FEREMETTRY ATTRACTION-3 % = HRERIREEE » HAFKLEERLA taxane BEMDEERZ
HEERAHIFEIE nivolumab 2R > AR nivolumab FIEEEERAUAELEFER (overall
survival, OS) - BERZ&ER > BNEREEF (EMA) HEEEEREREEEERS (FDA)
B nivolumab 1EBE 4 AEEY) > BEERARZ PD-L1 KIRARAERRE) - 8
HRE—EEYMREXER  BRLTEXRBIBEEEYSHERWIER > W
paclitaxel ~ cisplatin & 5-FU % » B3I B S CEEREENRE -

CREBEHTFME - REENCEGBREASGERBIR - 74T - BBRENFEREE - =&
BERINSE RAZEENESHER » BHE T EENREFY e —EREELREAT
AEmE -

SEXR

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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REERBEYSR | MREENIE SR

RBRERTNIATRZ 112 FEAFEESR:T - BENATAERAZE - ERRERESEEN
i » BEECABEZRF LABE - aRRaBa kB 28] - EEER U RERISEN
{EEaERE > BIREENAR - 5K - BEREGEHINHIBINEA - ZLIEARBRKREE
REHERHAREEAETIARLERRENERGFEH  TREXNER - AEFHZRE
TAEEEISHE PD-1 (programmed death-1) E1 CTLA-4 (cytotoxic T-lymphocyte—
associated antigen-4) ZZRSHHIE - E/ERHEEAEEHDIH RERENBEEED - EMm
ab THERK > FBRECNREAREEZERELERERIER  ERFANNERRR -
UTigFENBrRaBERNSRRAEEPNEIEMAER - AEATEWRREEPER
B &SNS SR LG B E < R B - ARRU B EBBIE - RAARIES I EZRATH -
ERBAERH 2] - IS = MR R IAEEE R ERMEHEAENAR - AT
DEBEEEETEMMER - EEMRERBERITREENSE IR REBE R MG - AR
RZ RN ARRAMBAEZZMBEBERNIERT » BREZBBEESIEEREMNRE
B, FHIREEBEREZ B M EYEE -

CheckMate-577

IR A—IEEEZ 0 BRI ARAE - BAEREEMNEE B EY AR 2 IR
RN TEEEASREREEE (disease-free survival, DFS) - BIE{HIEE EH1E XY
R o

AARAE—IERIKME - EF - F=HRAKRAE > AN 794 UEE - HEDHAEEM
38% HMNEARBAZER 32% ~ 323l 13% ~ EfhithE 16% - f 2:1 fEt D B A N EITEED R
AERAEEANA 532 EBE - HIR4EAA 262 UEE -

AREHEIE : mERAASE _fFE=H GEREEDH) 3 HEREEEZABREISER
EEEIEIEE - BABIAMREDSRE ; DIESMAE LSRN RO IRFEM (B2
UIRREAA T REEREEEEE) ; HNiiE 4 & 16 BREARILS A ; RERFEREE
ypT1 3 ypN1 ; BEZERIFEIEINEE (ECOG PS 0—1) -

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

SHEREMEIT AT : HERAEIES Nivolumab 240 mg BRiE— - E4E 16 EET2E
A 480 mg BIUB—X > HEEAEAR—F - YRAELIZESZRE (Placebo) 1HESE
RO SHIREL -

FTEABKREAEBEREE (DFS) ; REKRUBIEEEFEH (0S) Uk—F WE
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BZFNFELER  REMEHMSRERERFES (DMFS) -

ZEMDTREARBHNBLERURERE - PFS2 (F_REREBLFEH) HIRZ
T—RaBEERERHBRBCHIETHNERE ; BEBMER (PROs) BIER FACT-E»
GP5 » EQ-5D-3L FEXRMEEEMBELENRRIE -

FEEERENREEH > Nivolumab ERNZRBIEELERPUBEREEE > 9515 22.4 (B
11.0ME@AB (HR=0.69:p <0.001) - BIREMK 31% RIIESESIETERE -

REBE D IBE— D BREEED 5 Nivolumab BHR{iI DFS & 19.1 @B - ¥8B4EA 1.1
B8 (HR = 0.75) ; @iiksmpREEES > Nivolumab & 29.7 B B » #8844 11.0 BB (HR
=0.61) o

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

RIEREDHTEER » Fh/VR 65 5% ~ MBIARIR  BARREE ~ IERMIEE « ECOG PS 0—1»
fRIRE=H1 ~ MILAINBIE - AMEEER - HER2 214 - R F1iiE 10 BARKSHEIEAE
#& > {£M Nivolumab BMLZRIFFEENR - HRAFTN2IRES > BRERTEEE - It
DITERAIERRABRIERA GBI EREEERTRARENS EKIE -

IE4ERIEFETREZ1E - 556 NCCN #55|7RELEAF Nivolumab 4 AT EHENIEBIRZEE

2E R

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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BEEREEYGE - HERE (1)

LAMEERFINaER - FZEENAEBREZRNERNRER - IFERETRAAMEYR
B ERR) %r‘ﬁeFﬁﬁZau (EEREEREREAR FFRAMER) - BERRRE
EHNHIEIRER R - BRIREUBRIEELLR T ARIAERIE 2 HMR > B81F RRaBEaH LS
AR HILE FEWI:;,DJ% (40 CheckMate-648 « KEYNOTE-590 &%) UK %
BAEER) Wi NEE—(E255%,) (%0 ATTRACTION-3 « KEYNOTE-181 :1&&) -
AEEEE BRI LR 2T HRER - E—PRIBARRKBERBRERGETN
BeBRKRERS -

REAEE—GRIGE
1. CheckMate-648
aERERE

CheckMate-648 Z—IEZEK « E=H - B0k « BRIEEERREER - E4HA 970 i
MRHA B IE SR 4RREE (squamous cell carcinoma, SCC) &3 » A 1:1:1 thIRE %D 4E -

AN
ABRHESB=4H: A4 —2% Nivolumab (PD-1 iNFIA) &HEEAE (5-FU +
cisplatin) » # 321 (% ; sEg@4H "% Nivolumab & Ipilimumab (CTLA—4 HHE
%) 3 325 IBRE ; WIRMARIAEMEEAE (5-FU + cisplatin) » £ 324 I && -
I ES LS

MAREEIE - BAFN  ERNEB IR REGNMERSRE - ECOG PS 0—1- KB
ZRESEEE  BEDAF—ETHERL -

AR BET
DEETELE PD-L1 RI] (TPS = 1% vs. < 1%) i@ (5REE ~ Efhazil « ZEKEM
Bf) - MRFAEZERRMER (<18 vs. =225) -

FTEEREREM

FELA PD-L1 = 1% MEEEAEEEFIER (overall survival, OS) BlEFEEB(LEFEE
BR (progression-free survival, PFS) ; REARZHEIREREEREE PD-L1 = 1% BEN
OS * PFS» UKEEIERERIER (objective response rate, ORR) -

JAEAR

“HEBEEESUTARESR : REESHILELES Nivolumab 240 mg BEMBE—X > &
# 5-FU + cisplatin SMME—R ; &% E4H A Nivolumab 240 mg BWB—RE
Ipilimumab 1 mg/kg §73B—R ; {EEEEREZS 5-FU + cisplatin SIUE—RX -
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—HHEBEETEADMAT2HEBKRFH E9E - SFFEER - M5~ &S - BEEINEERE
PD-L1 RIR ~ HRELRE ~ BRAEIEEBRAZE -

BEETZiEHR (OS) HEREE(LTEER (PFS)

RESHCEBRNEE » BERENTPA OS B 13.2 vs. 10.7 BB » FETEE TF
26% > —FE1ZER S 54% vs. 44%;PD-L1 = 1% FEEEH - i OS & 15.4 vs. 9.1 @A >
JETRRE TE 46% » —F1FEER A 58% vs. 37% ° i PFS #pe% 5.8 vs. 5.6 {EA -
PD-L1=1% % 6.9 vs. 4.4 {BR » DHIFEE 19% i 35% AUE(C@BE -

SRRBEFERCETNEEREEEED « BEERFPAL OS £ 12.7 vs. 10.7 @R > ETRA
B[R1K 22% ; PD-L1 = 1% H% 13.7 vs. 9.1 BB » JETEERE 36% - {B7E PFS FRIR
Q= > BRI PFS 12 2.9 @R » EINMEELEN 5.6 @R ; PD-L1 = 1% &% 4.0 vs.
4.4 HH > REMAEEER » BE—FEB(ELEAMNBLMES (26% vs. 10%) -

CheckMate-648 & A& A5 &%  FELEE:

. : Nivolumab Nivolumab
. Nivolumab Nivolumab L&
A RAER i s = e Ipilimumab  (PD-L1 = 1%)
{b& Ipilimumab (PD—I{_E% - (P%l_lrﬂug?%)

TR MER(%) 13 1 6 16 18 5
8D R EZR(%) 34 17 21 37 18 15
BRAIREZR(%) 32 32 46 27 46
B
RRER( %) 47 28 27 53 35 20
Hfiz
RS 1.5 1.5 1.5
e lVESF
RREER(E) 8.2 11.1 7.1 8.4 11.8 5.7
FERES
H (%) 17 22 6 13 25 3

46




aEREHR

2R 1ES]

1R¥#E CheckMate-648 R & A EARNIERE R ELLERE » PJERME T RRARE
B

o BIRERKRER (ORR) ZEEA Nivolumab &5 {LEH
EFRAESEESF » Nivolumab + {EEANERIERERER (ORR) A& 47% > BREEER
{EEEBE (27%) HEREEEE (28%) - EBETREHE(CENS HEERE/)
BEABRENEERYR -

e PD-L1= 1% BEETa4ES > Nivolumab + {EENRIRZE
7£ PD-L1 RIRBSHIFEEES » Nivolumab + 164 ORR #E—F EHZE 53% - th
BERERENERRE (35%) BEEE®RE (20%) - BEm PD-L1 BEREEESFR
SRNREEHCERE -

s BRRAERESERERE  BRERMETLHE
HAL RIEAEEN ORR £ 28% » BR{ER Nivolumab + 164 » BER(IFERE
REREZE 11 {EF (PD-L1 &RIAEFE 1.8 @R) » SRLEME (71 #B) HeE
E&HEESE (8.2 @A) - RIED BE AR RESING P ESRERNERRIZES -

* Nivolumab + {EERERFR-EMERR » HHML 1.5 @B
BBV ERFREE% 1.5 @R - BREXEF[EE - {8 Nivolumab + {EE4HE
FEARSRIEFHRIFNGET - REEGERRRENREZ— -

o BHERELLHIETE RRBEERBEIEHNEN
SEARENHEALLGIEEREZEES 22% » SR Nivolumab + {EEAER 17% B{LE
481 6% ; £ PD-L1 = 1% WEEfP » BRGAEFIE 25% » BREBHEREREF
ABTE RV °

gIERA

7£ CheckMate-648 & » Nivolumab &% Ipilimumab (2HEE%E) TSR 3 = 4
MEIERAE - BELIRERE  EnERERERRRIEEHR) - B RV EENEIER
B35 OFEX - BRERMmEKET « FER - MBENREAS - /WD -~ 1958 > UKRE
ARRRINBERESE -

FEERAERNVBIERLEE S E - Nivolumab A& 1EE8E (5-FU + cisplatin) EAB4G{LE
SAEARMNEIERREMSMIEERA  MEEASHEERANBAR LI RBEZEZER - 5
EmEHRRAEIARAIRBEINEE

EESIENRE  EERRaEET » BoONEER RNEIERELER P EERBERKE
FARR  BRURRAEINRERCENERELEEFREFTESUHAE - AT - RZEIER
BIERUADMEE T INEEEEEMERTIER -

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

AERERETEI A A
KEYNOTE-590 £ —IE2 KM - FEZH B RZBKRAE EEFS
pembrolizumab &S {CEABREMPARER (BHRSRE) BEDIPEERE - 2

AR ES ARG FHsERMER - BERFREEMRA (ECOG PS 0—1) -
REZEZBEZHMHAE - BATASERERD - JRIR 11 BigoHE - MiRIEEREEME
& (8K vs. BRAR) -~ thigh (SEM vs. JETEM) ~ DAK ECOG PS (0 vs. 1) #E1THE -
BEAR

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

AL BRARES
FTEHNRCHMEEERTEN (0S) BRFERLFEN (PFS) » BMEMBKERE -

RELAOIEERERER (ORR) ~4A/ESE (QoL) FFd - MAKREt# PD-L1 CPS =
10% EAfiARABR R BE N RIEEEDIT -

HEEEZHER > pembrolizumab SHfEEGBEEENESEREEH (HR =0.73) » —
FFEERS 51%  BREEERN 39% ; MEFERADEIE 26% B 16% £ PFS A »
AEBE—ERMERERBLHFELED RS 25% £ 12% - BBFEEREBAEN 12%
B 3% o

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

BEESETEHRINEENFTEER HR=073) » —FHMEFEEXRS RS 50% B
25% » BIREEER 43% il 15% - £ PFS $#® » pembrolizumab #—FEE(LER A
27% > {EEAEBE 12% -

RE7E R FE R RI{EF

Pembrolizumab + {bE4H 2 FEERER (ORR) % 45% > BREEENLEER 29.3% © 5

EREERDBIE 6.7% B 2.4% ; 8RO RIERT 38.3% B 26.9% - FRiFIZHIRE 78.8%
(pembrolizumab #H) # 75.5% ({b&4) - BREBAT > FEBBMENERINEE

EBS (20.4% vs. 6.2%) -

BIfERNHE - BFEKE 88 » BMIKET « MW ESARKREBERAR 2 HHELL -
AEMEREERET > RPERESHABERHEELE EnEELPBEIRTE -
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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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REEREEYGR | REER (2)

REAEER

1. Attraction-3
Attraction-3 A—IEZIKM « E=H1 » FED K - AIEERREER - BRNERIER%ZZ
A Nivolumab BB B LE A B RIESHRMREPIERER 2 o
alBmERE T ELERE
AABEMAMEBEEFN - EENAESERAENREHNAERERE  BEARY
BEINEEARAR (ECOG PS 0—1) - BEFTEIEZ 5-FU HHSREY AEMRINEE
S E UL FREE AT SZ -

BEAR

/AT

#B84H : Nivolumab 240 mg SMBE—X - ¥R : KIZEERARTEE Docetaxel 75 mg
B=H—R » 5 Paclitaxel 100 mg BHE—R » FEE/NBRKE—8 -

FEEREARARE

FTERERKRES - BERTZEHA (Overall Survival, OS) - REERARE  RER(LEEER
(Progression-Free Survival, PFS) - fEE&REZR (ORR) - £FME (QoL) RAE

kP& (AE) -

SHEEREFR

S A TSR R ~ HiE - BESINAE ~ FRAEHARI ~ STAAE « PD-L1 RIREIRABIEE

HEN D Wi  BREREAILEM -

BiEFEH (OS) BMEmREE(EEFER (PFS)

Nivolumab #B#9FEERZIEHAA 10.9 EH > HERNEEGEAN 8.5 EA - AREE

21% KIZECRELE (HR BRTESEM) - —FFEES 46.9% (Nivolumab) ¥ftE 34.7%
(b)) > MES 20.2% vs. 13.5% » =F % 15.3% vs. 8.7% °

EEZAFR{ PFS Nivolumab #AREBRNMLER » BEFEEFEERE 24% (Nivolumab) ¥tk

17% (EFE) » —FBEB(EFEERS 12% HLE 7% -

JEfEREFE (ORR) Mz [EiF4ERFME

RE Y& X FE 2R : Nivolumab #B74 19% » 1bEH %A 22% - 1548 R ELEH : Nivolumab %
21% > {EFEHE 6%  PAIFERERR : Nivolumab & 6.9 @8 » 1t%4 3.9 @R -
ZEEI

AR ARRIF AR ELARARRE © Nivolumab HFRBREISHENARKRIE » FR=AFRKRE
MEREDPMERE > SEERHamIEL KA - R - REAR  OEXRENS -
ERETEMRY -
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Nivolumab 1RERREEAE » ASTAIRRB RN RESNARESES  BENER
REER ) HEARENREMER -

2. Keynote-181
Keynote-181 B—IEZ Ik - B=HA « BEHDIR ~ BIIZBERARER - 2

H4A 628 (IREIsEBERES KRG RARE (SEREESE) B8 > BALH
BESBE—GE2EHAEE WEABRWFEEINEE (ECOG PS 0—1) - BEMBIES AR
ER#RERR4E > EEBIA 111 -

WRIEH D ERF
NEBRMEE  ZaiESE—4Ha% - BV FMLRIL 2 EIsER BRI RA B ESE
FERERAEREE - PEBATFESHEBAES (8K vs. BZAR) ~HiE (SEWM vs. FEZEM) -
FTEREARIOIE=IERAEZIER (Overall Survival, OS) 947 : PD-L1 CPS = 10 j&
B BAAMRREREE IR EBIREE - AERUAEREEBEEFEER (Progression-Free
Survival, PFS) - f@fE&FEZX (Overall Response Rate, ORR) R&ZZM4aTE o
BB E
A E84H1ES Pembrolizumab (PD-1 ##l&]) 200 mg 8=B—X ; AEREREME -
1R 40 81 R BB RMRER R £ R4S F =& LR EEY) < — » B3E : Docetaxel 75 mg/m? 8=
— ; Paclitaxel 80—100 mg/m? ®#HE—R (F— -\~ +AX > BUB—BER) ;3
Irinotecan 180 mg/m? BMB—X °
A. BBREZEHER (Overall Survival, OS)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 /&% :Pembrolizumab 484l OS % 9.3 @B »¥iB4H% 6.7 @R »
HR = 0.69 > [#K 31% FETABE ; —FE1FEERS 43.0% vs. 20.4% °
o fHEURAAARYE : Pembrolizumab 4891 OS %A 8.2 @A » ¥HB4EA 7.1 BB » HR =
0.78 » FJET[AFZPRIE 22% -
o EERQNERE : MAAF(I OS 159% 7.1 B H > HR = 0.89 » FET_[EFRFEE 11% °
BE7E PD-L1 CPS = 10 FRE¥REMRTREZE T - B IRMHBRIEIREE AR ETERITAE » HORAE
MEEFERMETE -

B. BEm=E{EZEE (Progression-Free Survival, PFS)
e PD-L1CPS = 10 : Pembrolizumab #89{ii PFS % 2.6 {8 - ¥i848% 3.0 @R -
HR = 0.73 ; —FEE(LFER 20.8% vs. 6.7% °
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o BEIXAMBEYE : Pembrolizumab 4B 2.2 {EH > 8848 3.1 @8 > 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 EEEEHREL : Pembrolizumab 4H 13.1% » ¥884H 6.7% °

EA2MS » Pembrolizumab AR R PR RSHERE R ER -

ZEMH (Safety)

WARERARRESERE - BRERE - 88  IROKRIEL - R ?EEPK%EE’JKF'&F%
FRARBRINEEET s MEBM - RE - BPMAMKE T REZEHERERIRE RNERE
BRRAETSM4T > SBERNOMNK - BMBETEA ; HRAR TR « IRA IEHFE
3%~ BUMEER S %R -

7
w0 Al

Pembrolizumab fE&GERBIEEE 42858 » 7£ PD-L1 CPS = 10 fEEH » 1BRLE
SAERNIERERETER (0S) » BAEiERERIERRD -

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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RBABTESVEB U REENE —FHE_RGRPIRRRAEE SRE 113 F 4
R 1 HE > aZRECHAF_MEREBEBEZGN > HRBEMSBRE—ARE > [KE
BTN PTARIBME BRI R R 1R R EEY) - RRBUEREZE S HEIRGRBEIRY - BEAIEARMAS
—HRRREMEReE  ERKEEMRELEE > RAEZE—SRABENERTEN
BIEamMR -

AT % BRI REG(HES - EREE -

% 9% % & 2630 %I B (40 atezolizumab ; nivolumab ; pembrolizumab ; avelumab ; ipili-
mumab ; durvalumab ; tremelimumab 25| ) » ZANEEEE 7155 BE SR 0] 55 B & 2 18 B iF e B2
miFER > EEERA -
BESHIRMEIEE : PRI nivolumab 120mg (Fi& 2 RIBAR ZIESSH =8/ fluoropy-
rimidine {E2 /8B 2 B BEAEIETIIRIGHASE M REHHAERERA -

{ERRM -

(1) WASBERRRY (ECOG =1) -

(2) WA ZIDBHEART B INAEZRTT & TOURRB IR
I.NYHA(the New York Heart Association) Functional Class | 5 Il
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