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Abstract

The surgical treatment of Siewert type I and type III esophagogastric junction carcinoma has basi-
cally formed a consensus, that is, Siewert type I esophagogastric junction carcinoma is treated as
esophageal cancer, and Siewert type III esophagogastric junction carcinoma is treated as gastric
cancer. However, the surgical treatment options for Siewert II adenocarcinoma of the esophago-
gastric junction are still very controversial, including the choice of surgical approach, the extent of
lymph node dissection, the length of esophageal resection and the extent of gastrectomy. In this
article, we systematically reviewed the recent literatures on the surgical treatment of Siewert type
Il adenocarcinoma of the esophagogastric junction, and evaluated the progress of surgical treat-
ment of Siewert Il adenocarcinoma of the esophagogastric junction in terms of surgical approach,
lymph node dissection, esophageal and gastric resection, and gastrointestinal tract reconstruc-
tion, in order to provide reference for the surgical treatment of Siewert II adenocarcinoma of the
esophagogastric junction.
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ISR 45 A B iJE (adenocarcinoma of the esophagogastric junction, AEG) & R & E T34 1]
[2]. B#I AEG 437 rp gl o 352 52 A1 82 FH B A2 Siewert 43 T4[3], K IEMIRE 5 & E B 45 & (esophagogastric
junction, EGI)AL & 5¢ &40 3 7, RN JE 4298 EGT, HWJR A0 fF EGT L5 1 em~5 ecm Z [A] 1A Siewert
1AL RO 7E BEGI B 1 om IR 2 em Z AN Siewert IT AL iR O 7E EGI FJ7 2 em~5 em Z [A] )
4 Siewert I &Y. WX T EGI fENBE. FIHAGEIG R LA ER AR EEERN; £ (BEH
G R MVERE YT TR E R K IR 2018 W) HEFER EGI AEE S BRI EAS R4k [4]. M T AEG
FR R 23 301, T B B e B B/ 5 [ B AE K & 25 (UICC/AICC) [51MSE [ [E 3745 & ﬁrﬂ%mmma&m-
prehensive Cancer Network, NCCN)$5 Fd [6 ¥4 Siewert 11 7 AEG 2 & 5 77

2. FRANE

XtF Siewert 11 A AEG (T AR FEA LML KMEEBAMLIERILEEHIAASBSE, ANH
FIAR I B 25 B AN AR B A
2.1. ZERANRERFLIZ & (Transhiatal, TH)

TH 24518 20817 B V1B MG ek a5 iE B A BOREC A IE 2 VI 6%, @ T & IR L 3k
M fss 2O N EE. RTERIK, 2 A D) PR, m RO 0. BBl M O 2 s
JIkRTBE, MRS B & FURRMELE7]. & T &8s g+ 4 B UIRAR, K
MR RS R, 2 TH 48EH T 2820 <3 ecm 1 Siewert I/ BU [ AEG 3, o2 1T M

‘bﬂ-t
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F[8] [9]. —IiXT Siewert I/ & AEG MIF ALK MBI T, WiRHETESERgERER: & TH
ZHEI 3 4F RFS B BARL T 24 i i4% 4 (right thoraco abdominal, RTA) (p = 0.019), H. 3 £E 1) &1 2E 47 (overall
survival, OS)FE W 1T RTA 1288(83% vs 57%, p = 0.014) [10]. 2 TH F2 8% T B % 8 s bk £ 4 4%
JrE RS, FnT DUB I AT R L o8 oz v £ VIR e NN L 45 iE 4, (EON T R 0 v
PIZ A FIX 4 No. 110+ No. 111 & No. 112 41 ARG bk T 25 i AR R A

2.2. ZRERE

ARG MAMA L MR, FOSIF RSO B X R, 24AMERNTFRT X —RRELBENFR,
YT AEG B3 M R A4 IR TR . 4 AR B 0 TF A AT DU Ik 4T T B LR AT BE i v 1 T R
B, X TORUET 3 2 06 V) R BE B . SRR bk L0 478 40 S A 18 i A5 AR 3 2, (R Had@ g B ALY)
F1iE 55 U0 B S RSk g B — e e . 2 AR IIF AR T 1942 £ Sweet 5[ 115N T
N BB, DT AR Sweet A, ZiEH T &E  FERUIGR+LHm B VIR AR AT EERIL
>3 cm [ Siewert I1 & AEG & 2% & %20 ATH], (HESZA TH A F ARG LR ERER
BHARHA[9] [12]. MHLEIH Sweet FARBIHFARMEE AR H L EE D>, MHELHEHHEES, HFR
IR B[ 137

2.3. ZMIEREE

F 23] I BRI A AR R AN 2 D) L BRI AR R . W TR RE + i B Bla B UIERR .
20 I HR B AR N TR R W R i D) A SR L D\ B M I A b L 45 P95 43 LA R T A T8 F S A 2 5

23.1. BYIONEMERKAER

R B MR IR 28 AR A B oG R, B DA B I AR 8,, — MR I Ao i BB A 2
#8(left thoracoabdominal, LTA), %1% n] [l 72E S\ B ARG fas SRS = ) FARRAE 210, 1 B FBeE
PR DR B AR ATAT Y, PRIt LTA SR B ) ik BA SOy BN R B0 . 78 H AR JCOG9502
BIET L2 LTA 1288 F14 TH 2B T RS RRINEA LTA R IFR A SE 881 OS, thilie i
sy LTA P E ARG IR ERE ik B Fe i xR J5 B 10 4F I BE U5 8 0 A s e oo T8 8
ZIL <3 cm [1) Siewert I/ ALY AEG 3 M ATE LTA REEITFAR[8]. BEE I HTF AR A KIA
R, X T 256 F 8 T AR B AR, 2070 00 i fizs A0 A58 Bl R4 Bh AL I 4 R s B T AR 2 2 & W4T [ 14].

2.3.2. ZYIONKIIEBKAE

PRI B A2 B8 LA Ivor-Lewis T ARNAREE, T 1946 1 Lewis [15]fZeHkid, XK
Ivor-Lewis TR, EH 2 A NEREEREE BT LATHIFARTT X, H BB ZHEH;: BT Ivor-Lewis
FAREPA G M2 T — MEMIYII, XA T ARG RS T8 B [H I B8 e mi 2 20 k% A1
JG 0 T B D) R ARG R HL 5 T AT W AT SR, 7E AEG MIFARIBYT R 2 B0 T R A
H, IR T HEGEH S EARRIMKE LR AEG B3, HFEREUG K. 40 M55 H I 1k 25 S 500
BET4 TH RHEE, 46 vs 53), 1 HEMAEA G I AOE K AR AT & T TH 428, JoHMm
HRIE, EARSES FRAFRIFRAHRZERN; REW, X155 R EI Siewert 11 84 AEG 1) &
# Ivor-Lewis FARELLE TH R B FH IR TEL[16] [17]. 5 Sweet FARAHLL Ivor-Lewis T ARIFAS 174
EEFEL, FRMEEL, K55 EM OS haEMA[18]. HAT—IikT Siewert I ) AEG &4 2 5
TH 12 ¥ 11) S2AEG 3% [19]F1 CARDIA i{36[20]¥) IEAE#EAT .

= V) OB IR B A AR 8% T AR BT B Mckeown [2113R038 , S5 # Y] T AHEL Mckeown FARZ/EVI & 5
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TR E ) O BT WAL B A A, BB AT AT S MR A E T R EN TR E R,
B e — P EE R PARIA TR . FEAT 22— TRE AL BRI E T L 2 A IR S TH 4288 1
M AEG BE) OS, WA RE/RE TH A2 RTA 1288 JF A 2% Siewert 11 11 AEG & 1) 5
- 0S [22]. BRIHRIE H A B2 F AR 77 U IE & Mckeown TR XAy KRG HEFREIG KR, H
A8/ N T Siewert 1T B AEG.

3. HMBETIRER

%} Siewert 11 B AEG A H ik (25 D) B Vi B M B = G — btk KL% 75 2 AEG I E B RBRZE L —,
AEG [R5 FUE B EZA W2 1) B BRI E IR =2 m g ANIRE; 2) BGI K UL X 3= 2
MRELE AR S M T REA IR, 1A AEG Mk 24 B U R T 12, {25 11 B BEARAL[23] [24]. Siewert
I1 7Y AEG kL5578 5 rI A & . s R/ RIS FE EGY IR RS LA T 73 BASE R 3R AH O [23]
[25][26] [27].

3.1. THRHBEEBREREH

PIET R LA B 25 1E 41 Siewert 1T 8 AEG VA RPN AR ARG TR, BEATL (5] Bid: )
FE 45 B B T BRIk B 45 A R R = KON No. 110 41, R %R 9.5%~16.7% [28] [29] [30]: *F EGJ
Jif9R No. 110 2Lk 45 (6IT S No. 9 4LkI24[25]. £ HAM —T L i 5t BoRZ TH 2581 R
PRtk DA HE E 544 PR 255 % H FGHELL 3 vs 4) [23]0 —TIAAN T 315 4 pT2-T4 |
Siewert I1 1 AEG #3512 H O IR 7o 45 R BoR: PRI RN 17.6%;: UM RILEEIE
B <2cm B, TARMKELSERHEREE <6%, MURTEZEKE >2cm i, FHRMRELEEEE >24%
(2710 [EBUE R T R ARG 5 0 B K 2 BORAEARBTEE N8 CT SR i T Bodh AT VA6 f5 1 e ik
AT, VRS B0 H ELEIR R/ MR IR IR . BRI DL F ARSI NE, &
T H MIbR AR A F, X i i s BRI OR . HEA S — I, XERARIER AT AEG
BHEFANE RN, Jit— DU R bk DR L, — I 363 B cT2-cT4 MBEBEG
g5 91 BT BE PRI T 5 b R B Hodh AEG 19 No. 110 4LE B8 5N 9%, No. 111 444 3.7%, No. 112
HN1.9%: WHSTEREREEZRKESPRRMEE LRI, LA M R 115 D
T, UEEZREEND cm (UHST em) ABBHR B REL, WTAER TR ES; MaE2
KRN 2.1~4 cm B, SRFEFEET No. 110 HARELS; M EEZRKE >4 em I, EZIHERFIEH Nos.
110, 111 A1 106recR ZHitk B 45 (R R 73 5N 28.6% 10.7%K11 10.7%), 554 # 7% Nos. 107, 108, 109L
112 2k RS (R 223502 7.1%), G 9 BR 285 S R [l No. 106recR 2 K1 #4578 308 6.0%, S5HEFEIE (23]
PRI 5T 4 SRR NN B T 58 6 Wi (AR BIIRIT48 ) H[31]. H ATt 7 b k4 5 F R AR H
(125 Sl bk EL 6 RV T AR B AR IR IE,  CTEAR G B, (AT TR A DG I AR A7 45 Rl — P IRIE

R T R TR PR E A B R S MR R B E IR S5 UG, BT REAR il
HAHFEERIE <2 om WAl AEHE TR ES: . RE W, FAREE AN ERRGTSE A7 7RSS
PR T BB LS AR S Dl . 75 T BAT PR LSS E I, 042 B TR T ARtk B 45 T AR 2%
5y, SRMAES: TH 2R T BRI ISR AAAEE 2 WM, 1. EHURAAN SR, SHMRES AR
BRAG X 3% ST IEHEWAEER FARMELN %257 HHIR 325 1) AEG TRk E 457
TG Bl S35 1125 AT 25 & R 22 A B ) . NIRRT 28I 8 TH 284 F R4 T Siewert T/ Y
AEG EE TR ESEFEHMIGAIT A, HEl CLASS-10 # 7t IEAE#EATH .
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3.2. EEKBEEBARRES

KFREHE R E EA©Nos. 4d. 5. 6)HIMESE. No. 16 4L E L5 M No.10 Lk E L at st . H
A — 5% FRC R [ BE T 7T s s BSR4 R O 7 T B 9 H. Nos.4sa. 4sb. 4d. 5 1 6 2k 45
DIBR AR, (R LM S5 R R AR AL H S MR AL B 8 pT 2 B8 06[25]. 75— T\ 288 {5 pT2-4
RO FARYVIBRIATT 1 Siewert I B AEG S5 I RIBUVERE Ft[26], 255K Eon: M EGY B e iz vy 1) #E 25 5
Nos.4sb « 4d. 5. 6 HMELERIZ REZFMI; HUMETE S BEGI FIFEE <3cm i, Nos. 4sb. 4d. 5.
6 ML B R N 22%, HEEE >S5 em i, RMRELSEHEEEAN 20.0%; HEFEE 3 ecm £ 5 cm
Z I, _ERMR AR RN 8.0% [26]. fEFET AEG MR KARI — TR\ FIWE 7t . Siewert IT L AEG [
No. 5 Hl No. 6 15 F8 373 318 10%H1 7.5%, 1BIT U EFRE 708 2.5 71 1.7 AR K4S >4 cm ) No.5
H1 No. 6 HIFF2 2353 MK A 13.6% A1 12.5%, BIT MM EFREH 3G 4.5 #13.1, MK >4 cm
I GE T Nos. 5+ 6 ALk [33]. 72— TRATHEMERT 7045 b ABG JEEFk 45 o B JE 19 Nos. 1. 24
3 HIFERE R 5N 36.4%- 27.5%F1 38.8%; MR 2 Nos. 7. 9. 11p AR HIN 23.2%. 13.0%
I 14.2%; #REHEFEE A LR B R AER EZ X P ELSS; 1M No. 8a ZHA1 No. 19 AR E 754 6.2%
M 5.6%, FIAATIER; WHSERER: WRMEEKSE >6com, MERZIHERHH Nos. 4d. 5. 6 F
1622 ZHitk 045 (23] FET MR FLSE R fE1T PG AN A7 Nos. 4d. 5. 6 Al 1622 ZHk L 4E, 1T TG i )
HEH EIR S AL . LT No. 16 kS5 1 — TURTHE 1 2 O B 745 R B R oN2~3 J% Nos.2 #1 7 [
PEZ No. 16a2 W LG5 R AR AN GG R R, 45 R IE 7R cN2~3 B No. 1622 ik %N 11.8%,
4 Nos. 2 1 7 BHPERS 4 23.7%; R HT 45 R R 4E KR > 6 cm I No. 16a2 HIF #2235 10.1%,
BIRILKE >5cm BN 12.5% [34]. FIILTEAT TG + D2 HRIG AR B [H 5 $ No. 16a2 ZHitkE4E

KT B S A R T T A R P B R No. 10 ZHIkEL 45 R 2 KR TT 1R 5 AN =i [25] [33]
[35]o FER T3 v B i 2 5 20 DB DB BT Ik At i, H AR 241 JCOG0110 X445 R
N i B R AT VIR AR S IR I A R AR 2 B A A A2, BT IRRIE B R 1
3T Uiy B AR AT 4 B V) BRI LR S AT R DI BR A [36]

4. BERNYIRKRTEE

XF T Siewert 11 8 AEG AN 7 4% B8 AT 70 0, B0 Tl o V) K B A B & BTG
AR—FEIE RN Barbour 553714k IE A 72 45 BN BRI i ) K S > 3.8 cm 7& Siewert I1 & AEG [
SRS . fE 2019 bt (Siewert 11 8 AEG R8T ARIGT7 R E L X ILR) B cT1 A Siewert 11
H AEG, BEVIZIEE >2 cm; XT0 8 > cT2 1 Siewert 1T £ AEG, S VILIEE >5 cm, EkF
LSRN EE RN TR EEZIEE >3 om; [FREBOR A E AT POE VKGR HE AR E[38].
R K MR [39 |4 [ 72 45 R B ARTEEK JuAR A BE IRE 2% 3.0 em DI H 0%, #UHIAN 3 cm
AR NZ R YIREE R IRIEIE) AEG B V1G4 RE(34.2%) 1T B R BTk Jd e 4 BY)
% >4.6cm, XBEE T EERERIGATE “Som B o (HEESE TH Z8E, BTFRE M RR
PEA Ak 8 B ) 7 B AR R ) T R VIR KT, xR R A DI > 3 em 2.
FEAR BN RO UIBR MRS, ATAT AR UK )R o3 3G A5 R 5 Bh m s 1t RO DRk, Xf AR A &5
SRBA A s 18] mh 2 TR T =CRT DARE AR i 88 1) S5 A 52 K [40]

5. BYIRRSEE

H A& T Siewert 11 8 AEG WA TIBR 5 32 24 45 B VIBR R (total gastrectomy, TG) AT 4 5 VIR A
(Proximal Gastrectomy, PG). £ (HABRIRITIRME) FlE TG LAEYIGEE B 4G WM ]; PG
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BYIGEE B GMIFORE 12 LERIE41]: WA BB BV T BEE B4 565, XE AEG &
FARJG RS R e KN E R 2 — . PG G o 2 v A 5 g oy XA T DR b 17 S v
BER. WadEiE, IFAAERFMBEAEA. BEA. IAEAEHARERMAML4EESR B12 5tz
7T TG, i BASFEHE AR 2 2 PENUR J5 ) OS [42] [43].

KT BHUIBRTEEIIIERE, MR/ NE L — A 2 E R R . — T SEER £ HIHE 7
o DRI KN AE A, T 58 38 S8 R R KN A A0 3.5 em (1~5 o) AR A9 32E AT 46 i 14 17 4 DC A,
1 PG AN 3.5 cm, TG A 4 em, JEIVLEC S A5 s ILECHT 5 PG 44H1 TG 441% OS ¥ h
BEZR, THMMERERE TG M 70 % & LA FEEZHAT PG 1) OS SR HIH E[44]. HA BREESM
HABEXSINAEEHEASHMR KR <4 cm WEFTIAULT TG [25]; EHHALTFREK 57— 0T
Wbk 2 T I T F AN B R K AR TP B0 4.6 cm, BFALE VN R B 4548 R K42 > 6 em
i} AT 4 H VIBR[23]

PG J&5% B A E XS I — AN HER R, AR B 2 K TR F ARG, mid ek
T B B VIR S (0 e I R 2 R M e, RAR0E, PG AR5 R 11 2 R PRI I R A %0 6.28%
[45]. PG RJ55k BREFIRAEFH AT E PG XA, A ALRER: X T4 547 PG F1 TG 1 Siewert
I/ B AEG i35, GNP ARFAE IR LSS R B DUARL, IR Sk 3 el
KIAAAF R I T i 3% 22 5 [46]

6. HILEER
6.1. ILimBYIBMRAREHIEER

PG N AEG MG RIRINAEF AR . &5 H Y& (esophago-gastrostomy, EG) & — i Ay B ] 18 1) 78
a7 X T MR MR ARG TT B I AR VTR b8 ) Bl o0 S0 ) AR 3 o AT e A
M. 1M EG RERAVIER T UL, BRATIUORS =g, SR E Rt ey
RRAEZFE , RRRRAGHER. H5ERYURRES W E =@ AR E R E B E 1
FRET AR, X E A FARM 2 2 085 . E R B ARV & I RO I B8 28 1 R AR 28 B
Ui s )& 7 AR [47]s MAEE FH BT & 4847 &5 B W& H& DAL E AL T /NS B & Dk Y4 H
B AR 238 i T R MI[48] 0 DRI FRAT T T3k B A BE L RS ML BT B RBW & .

PG A J5 VA8 =2 P SO AL 2

D) Ed RIS ' S XIS . SOFY 45, X pif ity U i 2 K
PEE SR BHTYS, Btk SOFY BB H HEEMANEE B GIMErme, RETRE AN
FEFS PR AAT Y, ABJE SRR I PRI A N B B 45 G Rm 91[49] [50]. PRIAEXT AEG )R
BT f& SOFY I ANt 78 73 B VP4, I HE .

KUV G N N2 RAE F B e E A TE B g 7 Nz — . —TPFAS DFT /92 oot (Bl
FRERER: DFT ARG 1 FRAEEE RDHIKEZREN 10.6%, HH B LSS LU RS
ERRAERN 6.0%; WIa LRI SIER SR EFRN 7.2%, WiE 1.5%HWE FR. 5.5% 02 0.6%
PRI IILS1]s SETRAT FEANN ) B8 B 45 A 0 s i 80 (15 B 6.6%), B 788 U W& HAL T 0%
B s B (o B 7.9% )0 AR RO B R IO SRS R R 2 —, R R BE R A2 DFT W& FAH G
FERAE W — BT SRR R [S1]. 2T DFT PukmrIEwEal, EHEUCYWE DAL B BRI
DA b Bof g R — (0 I AR IR, DAREAER SR B8 4 9K I BTS2 SR 4. 7E DFT &6 ot R i “ SR &7
“=MEARINI(Tri-Doubleflap)¥I &7« “HMAERER” . “LWMTFLUE” SFFAT REF 7%
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%057 ENAITBOR, I BB T FARRIMEEE[52] [53] [54] [55], ENATEL 6 3 5 IR 2 b O34T HE ) B
. Pl ANFARENERGEMEFRES 7 A A ML, e mv & mRI8cE, H¥ g
ST, (BTEAR A RERER L &E BYA N84S £ 5 AR FYIA DA [56].

2) I IE KA SO I TE PR BRSO P BB R KA EEERBYE. AT, XUl
EE A, X = AEE IR (HABEIRITEM) it B VIR G Wl BRI T E41]. &
EERE WA F AR FEARX 8 5, F Ho AT DR S AR G A3 i &, BN INA J5 e AR URE[57]
TRV RS [SRIEME B IR B Lo 5 om LAN AO47 B 8 4 B AN His /1, 85 Husim s8R & B HE ThRe
Rif. sophE gy St — PR T B ERE ARG R EE R AER, AT ARAMELE .

—IRZ HULEE TR EG. JT AT A #2028 1) (8] # 2% ) (jejunal pouch interposition, JPT) =F# PG A 5 JH k.
T # NARJE AE FEAT T HR, 45 BRI IPL RJE SR EL T EG, JF BAER BRI
OUT, I BEARH[59]. H JP i W] R 1)k AU PR B BV R AEZ0E, A SCRRARGE JPT IS 90% 1 WL
REEYIWE, wE T T EEN 31.8% [60]. TR 340 F REAE LR s 1 I RRE R AL R AH 15 6] B
T IE R E L R IR B KA 20N 33.3%, HEFESREEA C.

RUREYIABEEV A, T EBNEYRE HEE N4 ae Rz, B MR . Fujimoto Z£[61]
RIG R TE W) & 4 B RS i — 20 § TR &, W& DT EARN 6 em B BEIS(E R B FE &
SR BEIE L AT, AT G E R RIKAE.

3) E&RHAE R AE K SO isE BT 2 ER B 2 A SRR 4 Chia S5[62]7E 2019 4Rk
T EEWRE AR AT & L, (HFEARMEERKR, BEEERITE.

6.2. EBYIRARGEHHEER

4= B UIBRA 5 B3 A8 5L BT 7 s 2 i i AR 1 Roux-en-Y W& ELEE, — TN 17 TEEHLXT
MG Meta DT85 R Box: TG RJg A 2 Wi Roux-en-Y H & ¥ 147G &L T4 4
Roux-en-Y BN EH, HAEVIE DRI SR B WSR2 5763 BH @ if iR E vas
F R v & 1V 2R AR B W R K S i RS, AR R SE B A W i AR I 2 M S 2 K W & mT EO
Mg, XECPHRAERGERIIER . HCikhkiE: EEBEVIBRARNE, + i ikl A o e & 4
G A, AEINIE -+ 8 W A 5 P AR SR AL 20l T AR AR s % PRI A 5 [64] [65]0 BRI RZE
B EVCHE U + = F B i LR OGP R B AL, IXIF AN W R TR 4] .

7. lREE

Xt FARIA VTR 5 R 1 2 VIBR & ARA B2k Atl, S B B AR R R A His. X T
Siewert I1 80 AEG I F RAA B A T BRI <3 om WEFERLE CERANE UL EERIL >3
em MINGEFEL MRS TN TIEm g . MESRIE AR 8 B RTIERIEH LU S E
7 AT AR AE AR FARKIDIERIEE BRSPS VIR, 10 5 A UIRR VS B AL
il 7 SRR R B R AR TR R A R . PAREAREE S BEN MR, EAR
HITRIAR PRk S S5 e 7% . 0% B DR V0 Bl A T A T8 B 77 sQ R e B AT SRS HER 5 1P Al . [R5
FAT e BRI IR R BT FUE — P ARUEL,  DUEA T H I RIS ARG YT 10 H B AR ARG T J7
ESILE AR

SE K
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