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Abstract

Esophagogastric Junction Carcinoma (CEG) is a malignant tumor that occurs at the junction of the
esophagus and the stomach. In recent years, the incidence of CEG has been increasing in many re-
gions and countries worldwide, particularly among young patients. This upward trend has at-
tracted widespread attention in the medical community. In China, the incidence of CEG is also
gradually rising. This article provides an overview of the definition, classification, staging, patho-
logical features, and prognostic factors of CEG.
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1. 518

20 tH22 80 AEAR LUKt S 22 1 X A [ 8 3 tH B3 % B 28 5509 (Esophagogastric Junction Carcinoma,
CEG)M AR 2 ETEas, JUHEFRZ LGN R[] [2]. Siegel [BHRIEMFRE/NT 30 L EFL &L
CEG & B2 35%, 5l AR m B EAL . 7EFRE 32 R L 1 1R R T . X F X fh
BIR R R 2 BBy RN T AR IR 2 it . K2 HUF# 0N CEG & Mur T B . SEmihe—H
s A SEE CEG A T & B Iul;, A% H I AHE T BEMN Mo [4]. BP0 m F %
JR DR E BB A7 T P AN 28 I AT S8 28 T Ao, FLAl 22 o e e P itk b 1) 9% 1T ARAIR b R Y A X
B, HEEAEAS RN Z ZREVIR S i % ER IR HEDIR B8 53R B R ) — 2R R UM A8 R 2K,
FRXWANZALIFERES. (B BEGHRIENGT T E L xR (2018 FhR)) 4t AN
41kt CEG 7€ S, INNAMRI R &4 - BfHIZE S AE v CEG 3G HE[5] A SCHt CEG & 3 43 2.
S R B LR E N TS A G R R A — 4538, B RN CEG MIGIKIEITHe it =% .

2.CEGHIENX . HEIK5HA
2.1. CEG IENX

AR 57 P A 20 23 (WHO) 8 15 52 F B8 A2 i IR v (80 Tt 1) 2 b 8 50 o (o A R o A B 11
EaR) by N & 5 em X B N R E -

2.2. CEG B98

£+ CEG B4 243 M. Siewert 701 5 Nishi 237, R N H 9y Siewert 737 . Siewert 437
A& Siewert 55 [6]%5F 5 T 88 B A S AR 2R AR A0 AL, AR Munich 7324, AT, a6
ATV N E R — Fhgm, BRI B R A . B A A e fe R o T 2 e
AR EBE SRR ER B AR B AL, BRI AR A B R, TR IR
FEEBLR YT K P B ERAN TS, SHNY ERSBHEZ AN —E—8) L. FT% 5 cm XBEFE A1)
Mg W A=A | AL MY T B, MR o T REE R E 1~5 cm &b 1A AN T
BV, MR O T EE RS E Lem~TF 2em b 1AL A TUET R, MR O T EEE
LR 2~5 cm Ak
2.3. CEG Hy9#A

a3 WK F 26 B EBR & 22 (AJCC) TNM 20 HH5E 8 fil, e 3R K & B AC I, M OrEaE
AT N 2 B E B 2 om 2 A (Siewert 20T | RURD 11 AR, B o0 ;OB RO R B 2 em
Z Ah(Siewert 7324 111 B 4% B9 70 B o0 BRI H 2 om 2 A(HR B R B, HERE
53171 [8]-
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3. CEG fRERLHLFHHIE

CEG & AR Y EREEM B IERL E. F& 5 em XEEEIARAE, EREEHRY Fas
TEELEERR RS E R E AR B g BAL, TR CEG RN H A 5 £ R B AH G 1 w9 Flops 3L 40 42
JEMI[9] [10] [11]. CEG HZIZEEM. © BpR4EMwE: @ /MM, A5+ - & B R i 5
SR @ ROGBE, ORI R L B i s @ HAMSRA, Bdsam o
W A RE s o MRS B TR ER T R CEG FZE IR N, BRI 1 K A 2 BUK . BRIRA M
FEALE Siewert | B4 w] JL 7E Siewert 43 24 11 BT 11 B35 55 I, 3% v] R -5 fde 5 A B AN ZH 212545 3¢, [A A Siewert
| 24 Jiygg O 7 B B 0 B A Ui

4. CEG il E &3

A EHWAMHIIE BB T al g5 CEG TG MR R, SRR & RIE. MR e e .
R Siewert 0% . TNM 43 B4,

41 MESAESMENXAR

IR o R AR [B) 2 S e 1 R R AR AR, B R MR AR KO B L AR TR AR ST AL AR AR
TEZTRRLGAEER I BRARI: BB, 0T g s A0 BB TS IR A AE A R AL IR 7
WS E T B mIEIGE A EE . CT AR IMZ AR, JiEE TNM 23 ARG R 40 JA#S 0 th X &
IS R0 AR R R K A A bR e, LD 22 20 W 388 Gk 2 S U AR SR UG DR 300 A FE B N B
Jlm AR 7 Wb, AR R AN T UICCTNM 73 X 25 e A2 MR AR B B B R o 5K = 42456 [12] 70 #r 17 R mil e
g SR R B ) B R 22 R R A0 AT, 6 R s IR e R AR A R R R R B ST S A R 2 . Eloubeidi 55
(131 IE KB 34T AR e K AR AR R — AT ) R 2 & B JR 3 B PG A BB, AR
BRFEE BF BN R RIELI R, MRAAEES A, BB KE <3cem, 3~10cm &>10 cm &
FH TG AR 2R, R E BT AT UICC &8 TNM 230 3(1997 )T 1550 R A KE <3 ecm K>3
em VEN 5 TR . X T IR i KA S UG IR R, T 48 R [ LA T8 Ji g fe K A% 73 St W 70 A o
B, WE RS T TIARE[LSIRIUEEZ KA <3cem. 3~5cm. 5~7 cm. 7~9 cm F1>9 cm sl
MR T o LR 28.6%. 30.1%. 51.4%. 65.5%-. 73.7%, HAiH¥ER. XHEIES[16]RILMN
KT <3cm. 3~5cm. >5 cm =AM B A A W32 5, SRR BEE MR AR Ik 45
FFEThe, MR >5 om 4, WRESEFERS R I I . Rt R DU B K% <3 cm. 3.1~5cm. >5cm
MR R 50N 16.4%- 37.7%. 48.0%, WELLEHEAEE 1IN 5.1%. 12.7%. 19.0%, FaEI
RSN, WSS R  J A B Y W N o 45 b B IR R s AR T LR M R 2 o FEE R R 4 e
Tz, BAE MR RS, MR o3, oA MR s R AR R B e B I TS A B

42. MESHRBRESTENXA

Ji R o A R SR S R A5 e A%, MTTRE R CEG B35 TG 0T TR (0 23 AL R B2 5 o Lok £
RIEHI IR Z, Zheng Z [17]48H: s ALALIRE o B AR LD S5 6 1 I PRI B, TKREZZE[12]45 HY . il
T8> MR BE R MR L S RS RSO R R 3R o FERE 0 AP it AR AR 2L B b e 0 AL 2L R (R R e A 2R
73 83.1%A 58.4%, ZEFEAGEHAR o T RER B TR MRS R R A e e i i, T i A
iR B S R AR

43. IRBABEMBERNXFR
CEG IR BERRI LR N T, TR B [18)5 % T4 1 CEG #4700, 45 R Bn ARk I FE T fa i
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AR (1) 0.567 fif; EEXTIMIR AR > 7 cm ) CEG B H#AT /00, 45 R B R AR B i 1 5L T
fE 6 E NI 1 (1 0.342 % SKEZ ZE45[12]48 il S8 1. 3. 5 SRR R ULR AL TSI A BN
s B, Guit AT BAE RO (HIREE R TUR R RN 5EE, E NSRBI CEG Il
Ja AR R IRE R, I FE PRI

4.4. Siewert B STERIXER

Siewert | 8. SRIET MR 15 R E sl & g F A, T ER B ERR, ATEX
BHIK[19]. Reynolds JV [20]8F 57 & 3L Siewert | %) CEG 3 Ik 2 45 BH 11 B0 A0 bk 10 465 BA 8 1 20 Eb B B (A
THEMHPAFLEE, B THESEHEBEREL, HEARKEEERE R 5, Fik Siewert | 1 CEG B£#
FIREA AR AEAEZE . AR, MBS BNAETIRE— MRS E. Siewert 11 8. FIRERIE T &
B R R A B T B A AR . 5 Siewert 111 BUMEL, . MG SE R N, HE 5 KRAET
HREME L EH, Siewert Il B CEG B AEAF HUE nT REAL T Siewert 111 &, {25 Siewert | ZUAHLL, A
REER. MEELE, JUHZ TARRKE SR, SHmBUsEKEZERZE. Siewert I 5. &I T BE
i, S5 TREAT S B B A %, Siewert 111 2 CEG B TG B H 12, R IX 28 e o8 i 1) T
Kortt, BAHERNEENE, MOESHRBEERER, TIHLEMEERESEE21].

4.5. TNM ISR X%

15 AR 3 390 3 3t e 1) BB WL SR MRS 7, 45 5 B AR S R 7 46 SR SR VA R ) A 0 AT S R R 11
TG, HAE TRIERE. MEEEBEAN. HEREZEREN. RYE 2 RRGE12] [22] %77 TNM 7
s CEG BH WG ML a2, 1~ S A A A 3 B T s . By 1 S A s 3=
A E S RANZE, I HENSNFEF TSRS EIN R, RIERE . e R SR S
FVRIT ORI R BRI, BT A R s 2.

5. &G

CEG & —FRATE RSB A FACHIEEMR, HA MM HLS RHEM TS R & . 2R
AFEBER AR M XA (e 2 B IAE Siewert | U CEG , TZE Siewert 3% 11 BUAT 111 B rp
BONF W, X P RE iR BRI AL B AN 2R 2R A OG,  DR g Y e f oA B TR S B . Ak
R ALHE P 2 S b IR B Bl LSO s, R O R R B . BRI ik
P RGN S B A B, X S SR (AR HE B R AR A E TG . AR A It
SRR RS, X SERAUA CEG BUNT L. TG R 2 B 706 B T 10 CEG & a7 SR A
P8 AR R W TS DR R S R i KA IR A REE . 3R AL, Siewert 43 AL. TNM 43
o L5 LFTIR, CEG ML S RHMEMTS N R H 28 20, T B4R G 7 18 2 MR 2k il SR a7 T & .
XF T CEG B KUl, FHAZW. MR IR AL BT T SRS 2 5 iy A A7 Z R0 A 0 ot 2 1R O B
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