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HAY: SR 2 NESETIERERIC, YIBREAR DR ZRRERITTY /N Hi
a8 U 27 ISE WREIE T B RS IRE R EE 2 M D WA I LT, IRBZ2 B L5
BFRMNREREE SN TWS, —4. REZHESISIBEIBRICRA TIEA BN BRE
HITHND LI IR o TS, FEbNDONL, NESH YRR T ERE X
IIRE REEDGERD SN BFITBIT D, BIMLFREBEEOF AT 2L 72,
Fik: 2000 48 1 A5 2015 FE 7 A £ TICUBE THARBNUIRRZ 2 T - BB RAEE
& 364 (425 9[2) OS5, JREMRENIOHE T ERE,. IRERE, X7I30RE
B N B 2 £ D R E LR S 2 S N BT 93 B (93 9RA) ThoTe, TD I3
BlD S5, BIMLFRBUR L £ 5272 41 #i] (Additional treatment group; AT &) .
IR EREEER I Nz 52 B (Observation group; Obs BF) ZXHR&E LT, AT#E. Obs
BB RATFPROLERZTT .

TR SRl P OLEL AT BT 68 5% (HIPH. 53-79). FOBEREIEET 12 5% (HP. 59-89)
Tholz (p=0.009) (Table 1), b FEDOEEGFRILAT # T 87. 5%, 0bs #F T 67. 4%
THholz (p=10.030) (Figure 2). 5 FHROMEREFEELFRITAT BT 80. 8%, B
T64.6%THo7z (p=0.056) (Figure 3).
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1. B

BENAE, R TIBHICZWEEERETHD ., DAIKKDRETREROH 6 fLTH
%, EEEEO INAEERH WS &, TI-RERY EENA (ESCO) 13E 51T Tla Gkl
TEEA B S KRR RMET ) & Tib IR TRBICRET 258 o5
N5t T1a-ESCC izxt U CIRMNARS AR S & R8s (ESD:Endoscopic submucosal
dissection) 2 & L=NESEMTIERM (ER:Endoscopic resection) 237431570,
T1b-ESCC izt L Tld, V) >/ NEisk OfERIEN & Wz, U 2 /NEiEE 2 H 5 Tl
EAERE S o TWD 3, ARMTIT CRES Nz TIb-ESCC FBF D 3 FAEFR

80%Z A T\ HA ", AE AR &Y 2 NEIEE, S SICHECREMNCH
BINPDNKRETH O, HERREFOED S RENR

B OIS EEREREICBWTIE, BSD OBBFICk o T, KESITHADS TS
B/ —iEIRAN e E 72 o7z, S 51T, UIREADHMEEHRRICK D, REARES
REREDHESZHMICHANRD ZENTELL DI o ESDIE. KiREA =
IZFBRJF L7z ESCC (Tla) DUIRRICIES WS NT WD, —H T, FEE ORI AR
HE m2) WERESNDHEE. U /SEEEDO Y A7 3 TERWAY, RS R
BLOESBELTWZD, U NERENREOSNLDTHE, TDROY 2/ \H
EREL. BEOESIISECTI0%~50%ICENDZENHSNTND P,

UT4E, Narrow-band imaging (NBI) 2 F W7z L KN # 8 Endoscopic ul tra sonography
(EUS) ZRW=NRSESEMNESL, RIEREZIRET 2BWRHRENR ELTHD
R Uinl, BREERAETIE. BEINCREEE 2 ERICHES 5 2 E2WER
EBHWN P BSD 72 ED ER DiEAIC LD, IR ZRNRAICYIBRT 2 Z &N AIHREL 7
o IR, INETICKEIE R RE & W S N/ RERAENEDY, Bl TR i O F B R
DVRERRNIE & 722 K5 7%, BRRELRIBREMTDOND ZLITRITOINETH D,



BEREBIEN A R4 > 2022 FERR T3, R ZOREZET pTla #En DIRER
BERS M, 7213 pT1b BEIT K U CIlIARIA 2 HIE L 72 AARHIIRR © U < I3 2 BUNRRIR
HEEHREL TV, BAIL ERITE o TYIBR U7 BE AT &K 2 B AR A OB R K
FEERE (SN BiEH L IIIREREEZROBEITIE. R OGN SRYG
% B UL HUR L  (chemoradiotherapy; CRT) ZHifr L CTW5., FEIFERA
V3. ER 8 IR 1 M G BRAE B 12 9% CRT %372 & DN BRI RAE 2 Re L 7z K7z,
MISEFOBEEHOENTH® & BRF 2175 2 & T, BN (RT O 24 1EZ2FHE L

2. 5k

-1, W

2000 4E 1 A5 2015 4E 7 H £ CIcdbBE R BEIC THRASERI YRR (Endoscopic
resection; ER) ZfifT L 7z 8k L /= A& R LR 364 41 425 WA ZMR E L7,
YIRREA DR EERICBWT DHETEICREL T2, 2) IRKERENBIETH 5.
3) KA Z W BT B IE TH D, DWT NN ERD GG EIRBIYIER
(non-curative resection) &¥I¥rL. Chemoradiotherapy (CRT) DasEIME 2 BFH I
BAL 7z, 3850 CRT O A&, BHFORECEANRBLEEE Lz, (RT 247 DAl
i<, BT ) DN B K OERIEB VRN &2 BED S EEICNTTO
CT A% v > THEFR L 7=, non-curative resection OBFEIL, 93 FEH 93 WA

5. D6, B CRT 2 S N7z 41 fEFI % Additional treatment group ; AT ##
&L, ER B oiEimia i drs < il SN/ 52 ez Observation group: Obs
U7, (Figure 1)



2-2.  NHREHBRE

2008 4£ % Tl Endoscopic mucosal resection ; EMR IZKDWEENHLTH o7,
92008 4E7° 5 13 Endoscopic submucosal resection; ESD 2ViifT 41T %, ERARIE
i, EAREZAREHREENEMERE 2T, BARRBERHKE 11K "It
STEE L7z, HHEICDNWT, MMRE, REE, FBIOEEYIRm, U
NEBEBINEHERN 0D 0oFEE2ZDY > /\HiERB O TR T 228 L7,

2-3.  ALFEBUNBRHRIER

LFEED L DA ZFEAME LT 5-FU (700 mg/m2/day, days 1-4 and 29-32) &
CDDP (70 mg/m2/day, days 1 and 29) OPFfI &ML (FP) &M Wz, 76 I EOE#n
F1ZDOWTIE, 5-FU (800 mg/m2/day, days 1-5 and 29-32) & Nedaplatin (90
ng/m2/day, days 1 and 29) OBEREEE (NF) %M. BUHEIEE O RITRE
WA DBEIE 41, 4 Gy/23 Fr/5 weeks (5 days/week) . URERETmEEITEDS &
i 50.4 Gy/28 Fr/5b weeks (5 days/week) %177z, CRT 13 ESD BB IR ORIRILZ
WSS T CTREZR L 72121217 > T\ b, CRT BRAAIX ESD #2 29 B2 5 90 HEAMIZRHAA &
LTW5b, —H. LSRRk O BB N2 WA F B G B G B1TN L T,
BBERE Lz, BHEBALRE DA OHE D 7 O 628 5E R HE7E f 0 U T

Radiation B CEIMBEEZTIT o7z,

2-3. WARSRRIZREHEIER TR
CRT 7213 RT 2 fif7 L7 5E B D W TIERAI 3-4 70 B 2 &IZ EGD, (T TOREB#E
. BINEEZETDIRM - I-ERNE 4-6 1 A Z &I12 EGD, (T THRUBBIR 211 o 72,



2-4.  WREHEAT

“hetmATIZ. SPSS, version 27 (SPSS Japan Inc., Tokyo, Japan) ZH W TZEL
e NFTURHINIINT A—=FIX ¢ 27 A b, #ie/N T A—F 13 Mann-Whitney U-test
ERWTHELUZ, 0513, EREMAN ST ELFEKRT7+0—T v THETHE
U7z, BEEFEEFR RFS) 1. BRDSERELZZHS5OLFERICKDIETET
ORI & EFE L7z, EEHMEE. Kaplan-Meier 2 AW THREL. Cox AN
Y- REFINEZHWTEBRAELZ pEEK L, TRTOMTITBNT, pE
30, 05 RIS MICAEBTH D LKW Lz, CRT OAFRERIZBEL T the
National Cancer Institute Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events
(NCI-CTCAE) version 5. 0" Z A WTaHMEL 7.

AERRE L, ILEAFHEESICCRREHB TS (RBES B16-153 HEs .
1238 FAENE VAR BE V)RR BB NG HR T 3 % 3 K IR EY) o

3. iR

-1 BEER

AT #£ & Obs BEDERED R OFHRE OERFAE PR Z Table 1. 21R7. 4
EErHOLfE I AT BEAY 68 % (range, 53-79). Obs B4 72 % (range, 59-89) LA
E%&BH7- (0 =0.010) . Charlson Comorbidity index (CCI) IZHBWTH Obs FIZ
BWTHBICEN 7 (Table 1), BIZWIM P EI AT #2357 A A (range,
11-137), Obs #AY44 months (range, 1-187) LHEAEZFR®Z (p=0.006) . &
B, AWM, TIRIABEEZRORN . REEICBVWTHABEITRDEN
572 (p=0. 262) .V > /NEREETIZ AT BT 21 1 (51. 2% 21/41) . 0bs BT 12 f1 (23. 0%
12/52) TH D, AEEERDK (p=0. 046) (Table 2).



3-2. R pkiE

AT BED 5 F4EFEZRT 87. 5% (95% CI 75.8-99. 1%) . Obs FEIX 67. 4% (95% CI
52.5-82.5) (p=10.030) THO. WEMICAEREEZRD]z (Figure 2) . 5 FHHE
ZEATF R TII AT BE 80. 8% (95% CI  66. 7-94. 8) . Obs #f 64. 6% (95% CI 49. 6-76. 7)
(p=0.056) THD. MEMITHEEZITRDRMN oK (Figure 3) . ATHE. Obs
DY) 2NEEBERRITT NS4 8% (2/41) . 13. 5% (1/52) THEEILRDIRN o
7= (p=0.150) (Figure3) . EREBIIWMEICB VW TRDARN o7 (Figured) .
EURSEIT AT B, Obs BEZNZUTBWT, 141 (2.4%: 1/741) 441 (5. 8%: 4/52)
THOEBETRADEN >, (0=0.612) . —F. ML AT B, Obs BENT
nicHnT, T (7. 1% 7/41) L 1241 (23.1%: 12/52) THO. WHHIIAEE
ZERHIEN o (p=0.476) (Tabled) .

3-3. FFEBI DR L

9 FIDY) > NEHIEFEG O RFEE Z Table 4, Figure 4129 . AT NS Y 2 /\Hi
B ERE S U 20 E HIBIAETE 22 o I BN IR B NN S FEAE L T
2o | BB RBHE TR 2T o 0N EAF U (LEEEZT SN TI 2HICE
WTEWRIEL TWS, B2 —Hilld. FEREBFEEZ T L2 67 20 ARICER
FELTWND, 0bs BEM S U 2 NHi e X7z Lz THD S5, b Flld CRT (Cisplatin
+ 5-FU 3 #il, Nedaplatin + 5-FU 2 Bi) ZffT L. 2 HliZx L TIISEEIER (&
W AR ZHfT L7z, (RT 2t Lz 5 Bl S5 2 FEENRSE L 7208, 3 HIIEHE
ERAGETTH D, ABRFHZEBET L 28055 1 HNEERRIEL 20, 1 FIEHE
BREFTTH D,



3-4.  ALFHHNBBREOREER

2 A1 EBNEEHE S N7 BN R IE 2 58K U T\ D LSRRI 40 SE BN iifT S 37z,
Z@®MWFRIZ Cisplatin + 5-FU 37 41, Nedaplatin + 5-FU + Nedaplatin 2 #il. Docetaxel
t+ Cisplatin + 5-FU 1 Bl TH o /2. {L#@EEFEMmL 724 40 Fidr, 38 #1(95. 0%) 1%
FE SN EEEE%R Uz, Cisplatin + 5-FU 285 N7 37 #ilrh 2 BillX Grade
3L FOMmkEE - FEMEEEICELD 2 I—AHOLFREZZT D ENTERN
STre PEINAFEIEZTERTEZ 38 FI. 741 (18 4%) XMk #HMEIC K D5
BOWENVESE 5T, ERAEESL% Table 5 1RT . Grade 3 U EOAHEFERIT
BFHERIEA (29, 3%), BmERED (24, 3%), BERIR (17.0%), FEHELF P ERED
E(4.9%), T (2.4%). TH oz, MERICEZ DBHEERW T NS Grade | DA T
Grade 3 A LOBEERERIIRBD BN o7/, (Table 6)

4. BE
a3, BERIEFEITNT 2 RS YIRE IR IR & 2l s 7z BF TS
2360 CRT (FE/WERT) DOZetk & Aot 2 % ARIITRE Lz, Obs #HIZHERL
TATBTHEEGRPERICE S, NEEVFRZOEM (RT (L2 RD 32E
HRETH o e, RERMEEL. BEOIRHGTIFREEAR DR 5 TREE B L OIRE
BEOHEND D NREEBOU AT THDIENFN> TS 10T, 207
. K R BEEE (SMFR) 1Tx LU Tidy > /NS EiE & £ 5 BE YRR AV 5 Ry 72
R 725 TV D, T b EAEFEIETE T0-80%5 & &t ® ) Stage |
(TINOMO) TH - T hitefr il & [/ U < A i il ) > NEsiENBRETH D
BRI REI R E <725, (RTIZHATITDN/ [Stage | HIBEIEITH T 25K
B & BiRE Al (CDDP/SFU) [RIMEOF L5 11 MakBky  (JCOGIT08) * DR, i
BOFELEM (complete response; CR) 87. 5%, 4 FEAfF=REIG 80. 0% AR UIER
=



IS 2 BRI AT RAEI VR I Nz, — AT RFEROBEIRD 3 H (4%) . Rt
BN 1T B (24%) TRHDENTHBO, RAHEN SRR TH o2, TR,
TEUEIL R T b DHOVEHUIBRN & O LGB TH 2 [Stage 1 HIRERICH T 2 RIE
GIRRART & B AR & BUEAI (CDDP/SFU) RIREOF AR D T > & ML Fiid iRk |
(JC0G0502) fTbNTc. T 2% MUEBIRBEN AR THO, T 25 MUEFITOR
HEEORBIITER N7z, BERETORRFETH 2T > F MEBRTITHB N
T. CRT ODARIFEMICH T 2 2EF OIS RSN G EEFEG  SBRY)
B 86. 5%. CRT 85.5% HR 1. 05 (95%CI 0. 67-1. 64 (1. 78))* . ZD#EFRKZ D, (RT I
Stage | BRI T HBBRIRO —D Eizoiz, BERBZET 1 BT 12 2022 4
R Tl REREEICH T 28)EEE S LT, Stage 0 (T1a) IZITAESIHREE.
Stage I (T1b) ICIEFlid L <1Z CRT MR ENTWSD, —77. IvETZETT Stage 0

(Tla) EZWLINEEIBEZTTO D, UIBRRIA DR ARIRERICE 5T, Stage |
(T1h) WS NEHAER. BINAEE U TARIRRS L <1d (RT HER TN
%, WREYIFREIC (RT 2B ML ZREHIAR» S EERE SN TV » ¥ 5,
Shimizu 1 ¥ NREEAKERE GIERH (Endoscopic mucosal resection; EMR) #&DJ
FEEE IR ERIC B0 T M-SM 248 2 320 SV B il 2 545 L 7z 16 #11C CRT Z3ain L.
IR AR OIBR 217 o 721 IZ [ U Stage @ 39 Bl & ek U7z, #52R. 5 FAFRIG
DHEEEAY EMRTCRT 2 100%, ZVEFFAREE 87. bk E IZIEFEFEDRAE TH 57z, FA D
FETH, ERHCRT @ b FEAEFEIT 87, b & BliF s R 2R Uz Figure 2) . X7z,
Obs BEL BT B & ATHICBWTHARBEZ b THHFEFROIERZROHTHO,
ER % DB EHE & LT CRT Ol 2R R ETao T, S 51T, AUFIHR
S RFTERERIERTH o7z, ER 257U TS (RT 2175 2 & T, Stage |
HI B BRI T 5 (RTBEEICBWTHE L 72> TW2 RFTAEIE 2051 2 lRett bR
TIEMWTER,



AMFHZBWT, AT BE. 0bs BEDO P FEREHAD &, 0bs BHICBWTAHREICE <.
0bs BEIC BN THIFEIEDEIA B WEANZH o 7= (Table 1) . TEEE R THVRIER
Tl < PHEEBR TRE SN D EMITEBRFICBNTESASNLURTH L. T
L EOBRFICBWTRERMCEITHT % BSD ., JEREIRRE o BH DO TR
ICOWTHEEOBENH O, WTND Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI) ** 7% ESD
BOETFILESTHMILETFRRTTH DI EDRINTND T %, BB
% ESD #%. FEVREYIRRERICR LT, CCl R EZE R T EFITBWTIE, BINE
WETDRWT + O—7 v TEIEO AT RENE H SRR AN ETH 5. 8 51, (RT

(60Gy : #EIK Y >/ SHi 2 a3 Dt BE 406Gy, JRFEIBALAD T —Z S 206y) 8D
L —R 3, 4 OWEEEEE. Bk 10.3%. DEEIK 1. 7%, LA RAMOAITEZE
72 EHIEENRRE EEZ S NDEBICEL DT 10. 3% & ZROGHEZMED Z
LEWE LY, AT, AT BETIIBIEEOFREENIT DMK, HFRE
LN D2, UL, SBeSMMBHIEZ RAT T, FAlERNORNREE
EHTEDXINFR—YINBEHEZEAL TVWSZDTHD, KEEDORFIT, A
HOBIREHEZBET 2720 TR BMBEEOY 27 & T, ELANER O B
MR ER/NRICNASZENTESLLD, IHFELWEFA D,

5. #fh
58 F1ERE BSD BIEIIEYIRR OB L B R ERE Y. 2AFMERICF S L,
BB 7 N B IR A7 RIS S 7R DI BE N D Do



6. TEDOHRE

A TIENL D0 D linitation WEFET 5. 1 DHIZ, AHAFEEE R OIE T
> MEBHENIIETH D, 2 DEIC. FFBEMTIRIE U CGEINBERZ1T 50
ESMOHIMITIE, BEEECRE, IO EREDOFENBI KMRENTHOD,
BEIRNA T AND S, Lzdto T, 5%I13E 0% < OREH 2 Wz R S5 T
S BN D S,

. HEE

AWRICHZ0., BERUVEOMEZEZHEOEE, HXERICELXTIIRE
EH0ELZ, LERRFMCERAREEEER Sl s, EELHEL BT =
T, Fr. ZOXIRMREOMEE L2 THE X LZHLERNRIEREBIR /N
M=FR5e4, HBRAAE, BRERRE T -y BHEETIHAAE KL ZHLaN
Bl BILEEIASCA . BHARRREA. AP AREE, BEBFEEIC DX D RHH
LETET,

BBIC, MDY T3 o AR TOAHXITEHROBZRL THHLIET
HEXT.
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10. BES

Table 1. BEE=

Additional Observation p
Treatment Group value
group
(n=41) (n=52)
Age Median (range) (years) 68(53-79) 72(59-89) 0.009
Sex male/female 38/3 50/2 0.371
ASA physical status Class 1 /11/11 0/38/4 4/40/8 0.504
Charlson Comorbidity index ~ 0-3/=4 21/20 11/41 0.029
Comorbidities
Other organ cancer 5 7
Cardiovascular disease 5 5
Cerebrovascular 1 4
disease
Chronic lung disease 0
Chronic liver disease 2 2
Collagen disease 1 2
Table 2 . PSR GIBRARA Dy BLAR S A0 RF A
Additional Observation p
Treatment Group value
group
(n=41) (n=52)
Endoscopic resection EMR/ESD 11/30 18/34 0.080
Location of tumor Ce/Ut/Mt/Lt 1/3/26/11 3/4/31/14 0.890
Macroscopic type Protruded/flat or depressed 9/32 13/39 0.930
Histologic type, Scc 41 52
Tumor diameter Median (range) (mm) 22(6-55) 25(3-47) 0.636
Depth of tumor invasion
pT1la/pTlb 9/32 19/33 0.262
pLPM/MM/SM1/SM2 0/9/3/29 3/16/18/15
Lymphatic invasion Positive 21 12 0.046
Vascular invasion Positive 27 29 0.630
Horizontal margin Positive 5 11 0.156
Vertical margin Positive 7 9 0.977

16 —



Table 3. IBEKE

Additional Observation p
Treatment Group value
group
(n=41) (n=52)
follow up period median (range) (month) 57(11-137) 44(1-187) 0.002
Local recurrence n(%) 0 2(3.8) 0.235
Metastasis to Lymph nodes n(%) 2(4.8) 7(13.5) 0.150
Metastasis to other organs n(%) 0 0 -
Dead of ESCC n(%) 2(4.8) 3(5.8) 0.612
Dead of other disease n(%) 7(17.1) 12{23.1) 0.476
oz
Table 4 FFEHIDO#EE
Case | Age/Sex | Size Location ER | Depth | Ly/v VM Additional | Time to Lymph Treatment Survival Outcome
(mm) treatment | recurrence node after time
after ER (month) recurrence recurrence (month)
1 61/M 20 Mt EMR | SM2 | 1/0 negative CRT 46 #1 Surgery 71 Death of
Chemotherapy ESCC
2 71/M 12 Mt ESD | SM2 |0/1 negative CRT 49 #101R Chemotherapy 67 Death of
ESCC
3 63/M 18 Mt EMR MM 1/0 negative 99 #113 Chemotherapy 187 Alive
Surgery
a | M |1 Mc | ESD | SM2 [0/0 | positive - 21 #106recR, CRT 10 Alive
#16
5 77/M 74 Lt ESD SM1 0/0 negative - 71 #105 CRT 82 Alive
6 72/M 24 Mt ESD SM2 0/1 negative 32 #104 CRT 34 Alive
7 74/M 20 Mt ESD MM 1/ negative - 9 #106recL CRT 29 Death of
ESCC
8 69/M 44 Mt ESD | SM2 | 1/1 positive - 15 #1 Chemotherapy 26 Death of
Surgery ESCC
9 79/M 32 Mt ESD SM2 1/1 positive - 19 #3 CRT 31 Death of
ESCC
AL M= > =
Table 5. {LFBAHREEICBIT L HEER
Gradel Grade2 Grade3 Grade4 Grade5 Grade3/4 (%)
Hematologic toxicity
Leukopenia 13 10(24.4)
Neutropenia 12(29.3)
Febrile neutropenia 0 2 0 0 2(4.8)
Non-hematologic toxicity
Renal dysfunction 10 1 0 0 0 0
Malaise 20 4 0 0 0 0
Nausea 21 6 0 0 0 0
Vomiting 8 1 0 0 0 0
Diarrhea 0 0 1 0 0 1(2.4)
Esophagitis 10 6 0 0 0 0
Anorexia 16 8 74 0 0 7(17.1)
Radiation dermatitis 13 1 0 0 0 0




Table 6. FUEGHHRIRIAEE

Grade 1 Grade 2 Grade3 Grade4 Gradeb
Organ tissue
Skin 0 0 0 0 0
Lung 23 (57.5) 0 0 0 0
Heart 3 (7.5) 0 0 0 0
Esophagus 0 0 0 0 0
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Figure 3. MEFHFEEAFE
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