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[ Abstract] The 2024 American Society of Clinical Oncology Gastrointestinal Cancers Symposium (ASCO-GI) was
held in San Francisco, the USA from January 18th to 20th, 2024 (local time). The multiple studies presented in this

symposium will have a significant impact on the clinical practice of esophageal cancer. This article will focus on the

surgical methods of esophageal cancer, perioperative immunotherapy, drug therapy for advanced esophageal cancer,

rescue treatment after immunotherapy resistance, and other relevant aspects. It aims to summarize and interpret the

significant advancements in the field of esophageal cancer presented in this symposium.
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210 RERCT LM Z W HEAEZ K
R Z DB BRBFSE R LU TE 5fES &8s
YIFEAR (open esophagectomy, OE) HYYT5K. 2024 4F
2 5] Wik P i 96~ 25 ' W e g i F 25 (American
Society of Clinical Oncology Gastrointestinal Cancers
Symposium, ASCO-GI) >4 H A< i) — 3 1 91 B AL
Xt HEHF 78 JCOG1409 (MONET 7)1 45 5, R
TE 497 M B £ A8 IR 241 987 (esophageal squamous
cell carcinoma, ESCC) ) 5 4 ¢ (overall survival,
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0S) "4 T OE. 5% OF 401 TE £H fiil 1Y}
3 4E OS I35 75% F1 76%, P 3 4F OS Kk
LRFAE N 9%, W EAIE X (confidence
interval, CI) PR AXGE b (hazard ratio, HR) A#E
it 1.44, WARINIEL R BRFEIEgA T ~ T
(T4 BRr4h) MB: ESCC 4% 300 i, &2 150 141,
55 Wb P o TE M OF 353 T A4 5kt
FEL S OS, 34 OS K44l h 82.0% . 70.9%
[ HR=0.64, 95%CI (0.39, 1.06) |, 3 E L E K17

(relapse-free survival, RFS) R} 72.9% .

61.9%[ HR=0.68, 95%CI (0.46, 1.01) |, TE #4 RES A
e, FARLE R W% TE Ml OE B9 F AR W E] AL,
A TE s A, WA 1R E IR F AR,
TE 41 RO YIRS (95.3% vs. 90%) o PHLHA AR
J5 I KRE KA AT, TE 4 F R T AR B ) s A
(2.0% vs. 4.1%) o TE A5 W0 T e R A5 L 7]
FLF OE 4, NHRERE 3 AMNAN; fEEE T
WA R R B2 A5 7 1T, ol =5 F O 4. IR
ABEMLT FRAF ST IER] TE £ OS F A% T OF, H
FIHEALAY 3 4F RFS SR 4119 A 16 i d:, nlfE
1~ MBI B A R A A R T Tk

2 REEBEFAEETER

B PEIRIT TERE I R I W R, e
L e R R Wy R S = T e 5 4 1 R )
i7 . LA, TEn DIBRAY B -t gh AT 1R
Ko HEE B A QA JC Bt Ay nl i)
BRI R B SRR Y . R RIS T IR T/
WAL B WA T B R 0/ MEA BT T R
RGP, B SE 2 % % (pathological
complete response, pCR) 41T 28% ~ 78%. Bhfl—
Bk Z EEONIESE 0 AT . 44 ASCO-GI 22
A5 T E A BRI e 7 rg MATSE . HAbG
I A E AT R BRI B BT B AR TR
B R IR YT WA HGE .
2.1 REEFHBERAT+LST

ESCORT-NEO" J& 7t [ A T J 14 15 1~ 2 1
TR fo g 30 97 0y B AL BRI B B 5%, 98 A
T1b ~ 3N1 ~ 3MO0 5 T3NOMO HI#I6 il TR SR ik
1 ESCC #3391 1, 1 ¢ 1 ¢ 1 BHAHLA L 5 P4~k
BogH A A (R F 2R B+ S B |
B 2H (R Ji M Bk BHT -+ AZ ISR ) A BRZH C 21
CRIZEEHIEA) o ARFTHE3Z 2 A B BG 7,
ARIG A U0 B AL4kSE 15 A8 0 B A 2R ST
BhAYT, C ARG WERBEYT . FEL T AIHE pCR M
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ToEHE A AE Y (event-free survival, EFS) . 45 R
12 3577 (intention to treat, ITT) ABEH, A 41
F1 B 41 pCR #F i E = T C 4, 3 41 pCR 434
28.0%. 15.4% Fl1 4.7%[ A 2 vs. C41: OR=8.11,
95%CI (3.28, 20.06) , P<0.000 1; B #H vs. C 4 :
OR=3.81, 95%CI (1.48, 9.80), P=0.003 4], iK%
pCR FEL N, A, B 4 3 2 FLE i R 4 3
mT CHl, 3N 59.1%. 36.2% Fl1 20.9%. %I A,
B VA HATG I e, WEE &, A 4l pCR
T B 4L, HIF P REA F 8 EAZEE (125 mg/m?,
551 d RIS 8.d, 3 M 1 ) B R T
W (175 mg/mg, 45 1d, 3 A 1K) ; L8
o kb P R {6 FH B B 3R AT RE 23 5 e S BE VR YT AL
oMb, —IE PR AFSE  BR SR T IS
H & H S A2 EH B iR YT ESCC 1Y pCR & T 7%
TRIT IR S A2 B5 (36.7% vs. 21.4%, P=0.018) , 3 41
B F ARG O I RIE KA R R AR,
AW . BAMCHFARUIEREEDH N 86.4% .
89.2% M1 79.8%, ARJ5 30 d F1 90 d WAL T H Ak
(1% ~2%) , FARINEIEKAER5HH 34.2% .
38.8% Fil 32.0%, Hfl BIG Y7 W] A 44, B ZH Al
C 4l 3 H ML FIRIF M A REF I (treatment-
related adverse event, TRAE) &4 5M 34.1%.
29.2% #1 28.8%.

P B 1 pCR 3K 25 RE & 4% 1k i EFS ¢
OS 3R %t o WA ZR BB+ A7 387 5 BRI ' s A
B BE s AR 0 — I I T 9 KEYNOTE-585!"2
SRR, MRS, WA SR TR A
$215 T pCR, {H EFS 2R G228 L, 7EFBAF]
v, a0 4 A2 0 TR 2R BT A /R R A
(XP) 5 i4A25/5-FU (FP) , X} MR 4H 4% XP &
FP 7%, B4l Ay pCR & T X HEAL 10.9% (12.9%
vs. 2.0%, P<0.000 01), EFS £ ZE K #a34[ 44.4 T A
vs. 253 1~ H, HR=0.81, 95%CI (0.67, 0.99), P=0.0198],
PR OS A A &k B % 2 X, Wi OS 433
60.7 I~ H . 58 4~ H[ HR=0.90, 95%CI (0.73, 1.12) ,
P=0.174]., FLOT BA&Irfr, WATEAIERBR4T+FLOT 41
f) pCR } 17%, f& T FLOT #01Y 7%, H{ii EFS 43
B NR vs. 30.9 ™A, 225 o4t % X[ HR=
0.79, 95%CI (0.52, 1.22) |, AL H L OS HjKik
F I HR=1.04, 95%CI (0.66, 1.66) ], iREH
34 I~ H OS R i WAL T XJ HE2 (62% vs. 67%) o
WOk, B IRE S ESCC 7 K A& s WL 455 i
TEFiH 225 . CheckMate 577 WF5E"™ 17~ 55 B 40
WA HPTXT ESCC (1) ICH EAE 1 (disease-free
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survival, DFS) 23 (29.7 ™ H vs. 11 ™A,
HR=0.61) 17 LL i@ S B &k (19.4 M H vs. 11.1 4
H, HR=0.75) . ¥IfF ESCORT-NEO Hf 7% Ji5 £\ #i
EFS #1 OS ##s, tnaeekB 4= 774, iy ESCC Hr
i Bh R BEIRTT B A 2 o

W3 [ 2 % ESCORT-NEO WF5E 4 I L8R 1Y)
[P — X B AR PR (R ALY, A& H T
I PRAE I (AT o BRAEBFSE ) B 7m B i B ik
g LR T R R M S S (R B N
e OS. i B by 7 e v B K B A5 o [ 5
TERPRMEIRYT o IETETT R B 22 Fp O B B 1 Bl AL X
WA T A PRAF9E (KEYSTONE-002) U 4[] 258 35 il
B2 iy T B G AT (DA BR B PR 5 SR AZ B AN
IR ) 3697 ESCC & U ThR e T i Bl Ak
22 REBRFHBERLTEN

CROSS 1% 2 NEOCRTEC5010 53255 1 Hr
5 B AR T VE R mT TR U0 B iR B bR R T
Ko ABAITEERIRN K, 1R 2 &l sl 4 L fih
PRI 1) R ORI A2 . HET, XX A iR
I7 MR G—brifE, RTTREMYL. Chen 57 JF
T — % B JE A TR R T A B R T
A1 AR ESCC Ry EYE U TR . %
W9k H T Simon —FrBeixit, &5 —FrB A4
25 B R, A7 50 —  Boe BT A GR f  RR A R ot
3490, MFEAGE B, dkEz A4l 15 Bl . HE
2023 42 9 H, GIARE A Bl B sy s Ak s 7 i )=
BRI ESCC /B 25 1, RT3 2 A JAIH IR %
R PP A TR LY B e . 19 BlEHE TR 2 4
Je) 13 i B 6 T R B2 FRIG YT, RO DIBR RN
87.5% . 16 I nl YEATH5 HIEAL AU &, pCR A
18.8% (3/16) , EZHLLE AR N 31.3% (5/16) o &
MW, TRAE RER N 84%, KN
1~2%, 12% W #H KA 3 9% TRAE, KAKE
4~ 5% TRAE, WP 45 R, SrEIRIT AP
138 A 2 W B i BA YT ESCC A — & YT AL,
PR 2K T il B A 7 SR il B B 88 06 9 Bk
G, (AR A L R dkeeib e —
BB, 0175 0 2 Je SR A A o
23 HEHBRRETE “REE WHF

X T SR AR eI AT R B, B BT
BATFRUEIRYY , (EHTH B AT e BRI R 2 %%
fi# (clinically complete response, cCR) JiF /& 7 i 7 22
FARUIBR—EASW . Hil, BEVIBRATRER
TR B AR TR T S A . RN, TR
FET% 1% ~ 5%, I RAE kKA HE A 59%, Hj™H

* 809«

SN FR A A A T ST 2023 AR WY bR 24 K 2>
(ESMO) Afi T EANEEREMAESEN I
SANO HF5E™ (PI L 25 0L . ST LLEE T # il B
AT JF ik 5] cCR B E B2 bR T AR A £ 30 i
Mo Zead 2 4EREV K& FE ST OS AN FhnifE
FARY[ HR=1.14, 95%CI (0.74, 1.78) , P=0.55], H.
T M BE ARG 6 4 H M 9 A H AT Ik
HEFEAGIFE X (P<0.01) . HEAM, 35% I H
HARFFRFLEAY cCR, MR T AL ENF AR,
SANO WA AR B A8 B R, sl
R ZEERREEESEIRIT RIS, W
BE PR TR TR

SANO 58K HF A Bl feyy , i B i g in
7 B I S B AR IR YT, 7R R R AT TR
BTG P B AR BA T O 2o it
TSI Z AW UESE T A Al ST ek, — 0
[ JostP A =) 8 s Al B B e TR T R AT R L
BALIT IR ST R A B ESCC, AR AE AH LY
pCR (27.5% vs. 36.4%, P=0.239) , {HA= {71 g & 4
K, 34E OS H4351H 91.7%. 79.8% (P=0.032) . A
B ER AR o B8 TR T TR R B A AN Y B AR
W K A EE ] . ASCO-GI AN T — T4 i
BT A HOYT T 255 IR 0 DR 25 1 SR M Y B
BT 5T IKF-t057/ PRESTO™ . T iH-J44
A 32 ] T1 ~ 2NOMO A #EF7AR v M V) bk 1) 45 i
PR CHLHE S B s R o AHLR A R
B AR U BT (B 4 1) A2 AR
FLOT (B 2 Jil 1 ) i=iRYT, BlJE#52 3 A4 JEI
) mFOLFOX (% 2 i 1 %) LA IR 07 . BeJm
—UIRITIE 8 i, X AT EE E T ARG
K. NESH R A DL CT 8 MRI 51 . HA
1IN R 5 A7 A R B B ) R B A S AT TR
i i5% cCR W BBt ALERFIR T W B, dksids
Z AU 2RI e 2 12 DT, IF
R A FEPPAL . B R FTAE B Y cCR/PCR.
WA cCR K /pCR=75% il — W5 %IAIT TR,
Mi<55% W Joi it — k90, 2023 4F 8 A 28 HA
HEPIERE, HargA 3 BIEE, HaEgksitir
t, Pt 2024 4F 8 AR SE Y, BIRRAE R
A
24 WHEIREBTHE

CheckMate 577 {ESE T A J5 4 B e 221097 % F
e DFS Il R EL, Hrid By 7 5 Ro YIBR A
IR B 5 B 50 4 0 Mgk 1) S8 3 e B g iR D LR T
i B F By DFS B, 15 22.4 A, LREFILHAL
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0 10.4 AW BR T RATEALIT IR, 76 E
K, Wl AT AR IR YT 58, X B AT
S B PRSP DR A 1R AT 0 A B T I L TR
o 1) A8 A B SR IR YT R A B AR RS . DA SEAR S
PEIRYT B AN R AR YT 15 BeE— AL B
JPRC AT TR . Guo %5 YHfT— 0 85 11 1Y)
WE5Y, FE B BT +F AR5 & 2 & AR 1 R
R A ESCC 4k 225l B ik 7 +in R Bk S biisyr
ST RO 2 A o o B R RS B8 3 A 96 3R A i A
FYIZ (<1 mm) , WMEZEIMZIE (extranodal
extension, ENE) }& ypN2 ~ 3., L4y A 25 il i,
RS 16.5 4 H , Wi RES A1 OS 4358 15.3 4
H #3834 H, 14 RFSEH63.3%. 3%
TRAE R4 R, WIE A AR (4%) | BRER
(4%) | JRY. (8% ) FZE IR (4%) o WA BB 4 9%
TRAE. Z55FEW, Ay 5 o A 2R By 4 Bl
TG IT A AR BA 0 v A2 R U R R i A2
TR

EHA, FT JCOG1109 W15, Hriih £ wifh
P& EAAGRUR e (DCE) J2& Rl il ESCC i
PRI BB IT ik B B 7+ FARYIBR G
T Bh gl sCR) T BP0 IR T 09 & A AT U R T
# . Okunaka %5 [ EiHE 5B 2021 4F 11 J —
2023 4 6 7 B S0 E 0 AR B B R S g 4]
ESCC %32 ¥ Bh DCF Ml A J5 4k 224 Bh i ik A
JCRBTIRIT Y 33 B8, I A YA R R
82% KT TRAE, Kk 1~29, A 110&
HHBELT 3 RN TIRERRAS, (R T [ S 5%
fif, REAEIRIFHIET-. PAIREVF 103 4, 1
4F DFS %0 63.3%. 45 REZHPH B DCFH+FARJG
g R T BT Y 2 At A )T RE S CheckMate
577 WFFE45 A2, ASCO-GI b M T — 5 Bl AL
I8 MTHAHFSY JCOG2206 (SUNRISE) 5 %0, HL#HT
HBhibyT (DCF % CF %) MRIAHTF A Kik
S H 57 = 2% FRE A Bh g s R L SR L S-1 B
YT AL . FEA G RFS, WEA LT
DFS. OS KA R4 BF ¢ {5 i B0 20 %5 2 1Y
3 4E RFS RN 60%, FiTH4Ni At fpr e A s-1 41
[ 3 4F RFS Z&4 3800 11% (HR=0.67) , XI5 A
450 IR . ZIFSE T 2023 4F 7 AJS5h, HHIERE
T 2023 4 9 H A, MRS R0, Keokn]
LR 258 4 B A7 e il Bl s R L PR TR B A 2

ALTER-E005 B 55" R % B4R )5 il B e s
RITBRS 2B B R IRYT ESCC P REM e 4k, X
ST Z bt 1T I IRIESE . A9 ASZZARIAR
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PEDIBRJG 1 T1 ~ 2N1 ~ 3MO0 5{ T3 ~ 4NanyMO
ESCC [ 12 fl, #iBh& BB Je kA DL s g3 FE Bt
(TQB2450) . # % 2023 4F 8 A 25 H, bl
51 H, FEZL LT DFS MAREE ., 25% B A
T 349 TRAE, Jo=4 %% TRAE. WI5EHEM, LB %
Je 5 ISR RTEC S M Bia T ESCC B &4tk
A, HEEA RN, BEVTB R, 780 AN .

3 MEREEAITIHE

3.1 —&KBEIEIT

M B TS 22, BEAEAE LYY IR, 5 4R
FEZART 5%, 2020 4, KEYNOTE-590 A7 &
YR A WA TR 2R BT ER B AT — 2R 7 e I 2
FEIYLE R, 53 T PES Ml OS MR, o E A
P T BB RN — R REIRIT R, S
ASCO-GI K4 |, KEYNOTE-590 fIF98 /M T 5 4F
Bt 45 50 i 2 AE ITT AR, 2 ESCC a4
AR P LT - B4R 1 (PD-L1) 28 & PH M F 43
(combined positive score, CPS) =10 [#) ITT #l ESCC
B, AR R BRI AT AR B Al A T Al ok
T 54F OS AT, ITT ABE, W4 5 4F OS %
351K 10.6%. 3.0%, 5 4F PFS #4354 5.5%. 0%,
TE CPS=10 1) ESCC &, ks iff — L2 T,
54F OS RILE T 10% (13.8% vs. 3.7%) . ESCC
AR R SR G RYT 5 4F OS ol 11.8%, H
alifbyT o 3.4%; Jde B WA TR 2R ST A AT
54F OS #HK 7.1%, Halifbyrh 0%, WA szt
RUf, 5 ARG FR R FOF, KPR AN
i, BZ, AR SRS T — Ry T i
TEERIGRER, SRR T RINA AN A
ARG, A IR A | 45
TR, AR AR A R R R TS ],
32 GRERTEHRAUTEMERN “mik” KRR

B BEIRIT A ALY 2 Bh M 30 4 i 1) —
RAREIG YT, e LIRS E A AL 25 R
7 TR RS REHE— P EEEIT A7 A4F ASCO-GI
fRIE T IR ST IR R UK . SKYSCRAPER-08™
JE— T ML 22 S 70 ) B T39I PR AFF 9, A
Y Hb DX ) 35 B AN W1 U B sl %5 B8 P ESCC
461 1, S 7E AT TIGIT BAH0HE B | G B + ]
BRI BR BT DU 25 5K A 2 5 2 R R Ay — 2K
IRIT IR ESCC AR e . 45 BRI o
iKE| T PFS Al OS PN B S HLRH+byr
AL, S A G B+ B 2 R 2R B +fE T OS ZE K
4.6 MAHL15.7 4 H vs. 11.1 A, HR=0.70,
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95%CI (0.55, 0.88), P=0.002 4], PFS ZE{: 0.8 /> H
(6.2 ™H vs. 5.4 1, HR=0.56, 95%CI (0.45,
0.70) , P<0.000 1], % M ZEf#*% (objective response
rate, ORR) WA Bl W45, 4308 59.7% . 45.5%,
Hrp S SR R W 11.5% . 3.2% . P4z
SRR RS ) 43k 7.0 S A 43 AN H L Ak
J7 T, 2 S A G BT+ BT R BT 2 2 et
FI+AEI7 453 A 59.6% H1 56.4% ) #H K &
3~ 4% TRAE, A 2.6% 1 0.9% W& L4 5 %
TRAE, SKYSCRAPER-08 flf5¢ BARIAS] T FHEA
S AR AU R Y R X BR A kT Ak, iR
JEIAT IIAREIR YT IR T ER G AT, 102 5 A
JCHRBURAILT BT MR IR T AR SE IR . &
ASCO-GI A i i) MORPHEUS-EC #f 571 1] LAiR &l
X —[A) i, X —T 4 ERZ s T b/ 1 REHL
WFoE, A BRI B A 152 ], BEPLST D =1k
JTL (n=24) , PR FIZR BT HOTT A (n=65) S Hi
FIIC A+ Bl R BR BB+ DU 254 (n=63) , &
BLYL S ORR. 455 s AR T Bl 2 F 2k St +ik
JrAl, 254 ORR AR H, 435k 53.8% .
67.7%, H#Rm TALITHM 47.8%. OS i, ik
B 2f A dp 2 = X R, 30 16.0 )L 131 A
H 9.9 4 H, D025 41 AH Ho Bl F 2k s+ 7 41
OSAEKBEHR, HERLHEITF*E X
[ HR=0.80 (0.49, 1.30) |, X MFRIRR “hnik”
Pem TRAE MR IR, (BB R AR
ARt . B IRIETT R T 55 — I Ff AL B E 22t 7
X R T 4533056 SKYSCRAPER-07", R B A1) It
BT B R R B T R R AT IS R R AN
AT YRR R B eI ESCC 4EF5I6 7 BT RO % 4>
PE, #2027 4F 3 A58 R4 REA T
2 JHLR IR 5 R Bt AR BT 2 75 % G 300 e s 4
RAEAFAR 45
3.3 RRMARENBRIEITRE
XTI A R, R IT I G T e
PERAZE B — . ERBRUEIRYTY, T2
TR, M KOS T 33 BB TS . SR,
it 22 T K 1) B 8 ¥ 7 T 24t o oA 1 e 0 1 48 o
BTG P ERPR . R & i in TG 1k
7T R R R, OS IE Kt 1 4F, (HAVZ
15% BB BB AR 25 o An o] i DR it 245 1Ay i IR
AR A ) )R B 6 SR T 2 R R AT T
2B, 0 H o Ui 25 HLH A5 58 5 2 EL D
PRI IR A PN R L2 Y AN B R E 2
ANREAIESE TR, I HLBUm A A= sl 254 ] (i 1 4%
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TE R AL 28 A O B AT 3 T 2 . A IR
ASCO-GI #tiB 1 JLIUIE R 58 56 T B il 48 A i 24
Y v MR SR 25 R R

CAP 0209 J&— Wiy s 22 rhocs 1T BHIE R 5T,
ASCO-GI A i Tz s A 2 I E5R, 25t &
FEVRZR R B A IR B BT & BT A e 7 e iR 97 IS
AR ESCC B H BT 5Ltk . MHsEgA
B PR A IR T R e ] ESCC |, EEA LN
ORR, 202149 H 1 H—2023 43 H 29 HIL A4
49 B, 38 Al PEAl . 45 2R R ORR A
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