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Abstract

Gastric and esophageal cancers pose major global health challenges due to high incidence, frequent late-stage diagnosis, and
poor survival outcomes. This review synthesized current evidence on emerging technologies and innovative approaches shaping
research and practice. We included studies that evaluated diagnostic imaging, endoscopic and surgical treatments, molecular
biomarkers, staging, screening, and innovative therapeutic approaches in gastric and esophageal cancers. The review revealed
notable demographic and geographic disparities in disease incidence and outcomes. Recent advancements in endoscopic
techniques, imaging modalities, and staging systems have enhanced early detection and prognostic stratification. Intriguing findings
include significant improvements in survival with HER2-targeted and immune checkpoint inhibitor (ICl) therapies, the ability of
liquid biopsy to detect resistance mutations and monitor treatment efficacy in real time, and the use of patient-derived organoids to
predict individualized responses. Additionally, artificial intelligence (Al) applications have reduced diagnostic variability, thereby
refining therapeutic decision-making. Despite promising innovations, further validation of these emerging technologies is required.
Integrating advanced imaging, biomarker-based treatments, and Al-driven tools into clinical practice holds the potential to optimize
treatment strategies and improve survival outcomes in gastroesophageal cancers.
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Introduction

Gastric and esophageal cancers are significant global
health challenges due to their high morbidity and
mortality rates. Gastric cancer (GC) is the fourth most
diagnosed cancer worldwide and the fifth leading cause of
cancer-related deaths, while esophageal cancer (EC) ranks
as the seventh most common cancer and the sixth leading
cause of cancer-related mortality.' In 2022, GC caused 1.1
million new cases and 770,000 deaths, while EC accounted
for 511,100 new cases and 445,400 deaths.>® Despite
diagnostic and therapeutic advancements, survival rates

LS IO)

remain poor, with a 5-year survival rate of 20% for GC
and 10-30% for EC.**

Significant limitations persist in managing gastric
and esophageal cancers. Delayed diagnosis remains a
major challenge, with over 70% of GC cases detected at
advanced stages leading to poor survival.® Many barriers
were found to delay diagnosis and treatment, including
limited screening, insurance issues (65%), geographic
constraints (50%), and low health literacy (45%).”
Atypical presentations, including Trousseau syndrome
in 15-25% of cancer patients, further complicate early
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recognition.® In treatment, late-stage diagnoses limit
surgical options, making chemotherapy, targeted
therapy, and immunotherapy the primary interventions.
However, therapy resistance remains a major hurdle, with
some patients progressing despite the use of immune
checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) or targeted drugs.” The lack
of biomarker-driven patient selection further complicates
personalized treatment.

Global disparities in access to advanced therapies
exacerbate differences in survival. In low-to middle-
income countries, only 16.6% of metastatic patients receive
ICIs, and programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) testing is
performed in only 42.5% of cases owing to high costs."
Disparities in early diagnosis affect racial and ethnic
minorities disproportionately.' Artificial intelligence (AI)
is transforming cancer care, enhancing diagnostics, and
optimizing treatments.'> However, outdated AI models
pose risks, underscoring the need for continuous data
integration and expert validation.”* AI-based cost analysis
has reduced the financial burden of immuno-oncology,
but ethical and regulatory challenges limit its clinical
adoption." This review evaluated advancements in
diagnosis, staging, and treatment, highlighting emerging
biomarkers, novel therapies, and Al-driven innovations,
while addressing key challenges in cancer care and
healthcare disparities.

Clinical Presentation and Diagnostic Methods

Gastric and esophageal cancers are often asymptomatic in
the early stages and present with non-specific symptoms
such as weight loss, anorexia, dysphagia, odynophagia,
abdominal pain, nausea, occult bleeding or melena,
and anemia.”” Dysphagia predicts poor overall survival
(OS) in advanced EC ', whereas anemia is a prognostic
factor in GC."” Despite these insights, efforts to
standardize symptom-based predictive scales have shown

Table 1. Summary of diagnostic tools and outcomes.

limited success.'®

Endoscopic and Imaging Techniques

Advanced endoscopy techniques, such as texture and
color enhancement imaging and 3G narrow-band
imaging (NBI) enhance lesion detection, particularly for
gastric neoplasms.””** However, endoscopy alone cannot
reliably determine subepithelial invasion. Endoscopic
ultrasound with fine-needle biopsy (EUS-ENB), improves
the diagnostic accuracy for subepithelial lesions.”>* A
summary of the relevant diagnostic tools, study types, and
outcomes of the various imaging techniques is provided
in Table 1.

Endoscopic mucosal resection (EMR) and endoscopic
submucosal dissection (ESD) enable deeper tissue
analysis.” ESD carries a risk of perforation, and newer
techniques such as precutting endoscopic band ligation-
assisted resection (EBLR) aim to mitigate this risk.
Precutting EBLR reduces complications and costs while
enabling complete resection, although further refinement
is needed for larger lesions.**?

Liquid-based cytology (LBC) and cell block (CB)
enhance the diagnostic accuracy for tissue obtained via
EUS-FNA, achieving 98.8% accuracy for women and
97.7% for men. Immunohistochemistry adds value to LBC,
achieving 81% positive immunostaining, particularly
when CB is unavailable or insufficient.?**

Barium swallow is effective for visualizing the
gastrointestinal  tract and offers morphological
classification, but lacks precision for invasion depth
or metastasis assessment. Multi-slice spiral CT has
comparable diagnostic accuracy.”® Diagnostic laparoscopy
is crucial for staging but may increase the peritoneal
seeding risk, limiting its use in patients with a high risk of
peritoneal metastasis (Stage I1Ic).”

Beyond diagnosis, many tools are used to assess

Reference  Lesion Layer Diagnostic Tool Study Type Sample Size Conclusion Limitations

Subepithelial ~ EUS-FNB, MIAB, ) . ) MIAB and EUS-FNB have the  Different diagnostic yields and
Verloop et . Systematic review 94 studies . . S o

lesions of the ~ EUS-FNA, S highest diagnostic yield (88.2% adverse event rates based on
al. 20248 et and meta-analysis  included . .

upper Gl tract  endoscopic biopsies and 84.2%, respectively) the technique

M lari k of pathological
Liu et al. rgsiraac:;sthe Precutting EBLR vs.  Randomized 40 patients EBLR is less complex and has a tigm(i)nzi?ct)noi:i:(;aori inal
2024 2 Stort:ach ESD controlled trial planned for trial  lower risk than ESD EBL technique 8
Lietal. Muscylarls . Retrospective . Safe and effective with a 100% RI.Sk of dela)fgd perforation

propria of the  Precutting EBLR 16 patients . without additional snare
2024 " cohort study RO resection rate .

stomach resection
Zhang et al. Tib Retrospective . Comparable §urY|va| outcomes, Higher risk of recurrence in

i esophageal ESD vs. surgery 120 patients lower complication rates with .

2024 carcinoma cohort study ESD certain subgroups

Randomized phase
I trial

Kadota et Gastric

al. 20247 neoplasms 3G-NBI, TXI, LI

901 patients

3G-NBI showed higher

GN detection rates (7.3%)
compared to TXI (5.0%) and
WLI (5.6%)

Missed GNs, differences
in detection rates between
methods

. . TXI (usin 2 ri Improved visibility an .
Futakuchi  Gastric (us '8 Prospective >2 gastric npro e‘.:l s bility a d Dependence on endoscopic
. conventional and - ) neoplasms differentiation of gastric .
etal.2023° neoplasms Clinical trial ] technology for effectiveness
new endoscopes) analyzed neoplasms with TXI

Abbreviations: Gl: gastrointestinal; EUS-FNB: endoscopic ultrasound-fine needle biopsy; MIAB: mucosal incision-assisted biopsy; EUS-FNA: endoscopic
ultrasound-fine needle aspiration; Precutting EBLR: precutting endoscopic band ligation-assisted resection; ESD: endoscopic submucosal dissection; EBL:
endoscopic band ligation; 3G-NBI: third generation- narrow band imaging; TXI: texture and color enhancement imaging; WLI: white light imaging; GN: gastric

neoplasm.
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lesions preoperatively, aiding in the determination of the
most effective therapies. The utility of various tools for
preoperative assessment of gastric and esophageal cancer
lesions was evaluated (Table 2).

Biomarkers

Advances in biomarkers and the tumor microenvironment
have revolutionized oncology by enabling targeted
therapies, reducing the adverse effects of non-specific
treatments, and predicting immunotherapy responses and
tumor behavior.”® A summary of the key biomarkers and
their clinical implications is provided in Table 3.

Microsatellite Instability (MSI-H) is more prevalent in
women with gastric adenocarcinoma, suggesting potential
sex-based differences in the tumor microenvironment
and raising the possibility of gender-specific therapies
[30]. Salivary biomarkers have also shown high accuracy
in the early diagnosis of gGC.”!

GC, which is often resistant to several drugs, highlights
the need for new therapeutic targets. The CLDN18-
ARHGAP26 fusion gene activates pathways such as
FAK and YAP/TEAD, the inhibition of which produces
robust antitumor effects in vitro and in vivo, especially
in diffuse GC.** Additionally, the CLDN18-ARHGAP
fusion gene generates immunogenic neoantigens that
activate PI3K/AKT-mTOR-FAS signaling, offering a
promising therapeutic target.”> PD-L1 positivity in gastric
and esophageal cancers correlates with better OS and an
improved response to ICIs, regardless of expression levels.*

High recurrence rates in GC have prompted
investigations into tumor microenvironment
heterogeneity. Quiescent cancer cells (QCCs) with high
HIF1A expression levels are resistant to therapy. Silencing
HIF1A in mouse models increases T-cell sensitivity and
apoptosis rates when combined with anti-PD1 therapy.”
FGFR2 gene amplification associated with anti-HER2
resistance showed a 0% objective response rate (95% CI
0-45.9%) in trials, although further validation is needed.*
Co-expression of PD-1 and NKG2A inhibits CD8+T
cell proliferation, with NKG2A emerging as a novel
target to overcome anti-PD-1 resistance.”” Moreover,

Table 2. Preoperative assessment tools and their clinical utility

Evolving strategies in gastroesophageal cancer

biomarkers can predict cancer prognosis. HER2 positivity
in GC indicates worse prognosis (HR 1.37).** CLDN18.2
positivity in gastric and gastroesophageal junction (GEJ)
adenocarcinoma shows a 73% concordance rate between
primary and metastatic tumor samples.*® Angiogenesis-
related proteins (IL-8, TIE2, and HGF) predict the
prognosis and treatment response in EC.*

Staging

Survival rates in esophagogastric cancers vary significantly
according to the stage. European patients with early-
stage disease (Stage I) have a 67-68% 5-year survival rate
compared with 19-47% for Stage II-III (locally advanced)
and 2-3% for Stage IV (metastatic disease)." Accurate
staging is essential for treatment planning and prognosis.*
Advancements in imaging modalities have significantly
enhanced the accuracy of the clinical TNM staging. EUS
is highly effective for T staging, demonstrating pooled
sensitivities of 81.6% for T1, 81.4% for T2, 91.4% for
T3, and 92.4% for T4 stages, with specificities ranging
from 96.3% to 99.4%. For gastric adenocarcinoma, EUS
showed an overall accuracy of 52.8%, performing best for
T1 cancers with 85.23% accuracy. Despite its utility, EUS
accuracy decreases in more advanced stages, necessitating
complementary imaging techniques.*>*

Computed tomography (CT) remains one of the most
commonly used modalities for preoperative evaluation,
but it is less effective in detecting early-stage tumors
owing to poor soft-tissue resolution.

However, combining preoperative CT features with
TNM staging and tumor differentiation enhanced its
diagnostic power, achieving an AUC of 0.819, with
sensitivity and specificity of 66.7% and 83.8%, respectively.
Despite its efficacy, CT has limitations in patients with
ionizing radiation exposure.*>*

Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) offers excellent
soft-tissue resolution without radiation exposure and
outperforms EUS in T3/T4 staging for EC with higher
specificity (93% vs. 59%) and accuracy (96% vs. 81%).
Additionally, MRI with orthogonal axial imaging
surpasses standard MRI and CT for GC staging, achieving

Preoperative

assessment tool Study type Indication Evidence
f . R . DWI>DCE
MR[ 18 el to predict the response to adjuvant chemotherapy and radiotherapy in Sensitivity: 0.82
esophageal cancer s
Specificity: 0.81
DECT Prospective predict serosal invasion of gastric cancer preoperatively, stratify patients ~ HR: 2.233 (training cohort)

into high and low-risk groups '*2°

retrospective  Evaluate occult peritoneal metastasis

ECv Retrospective chemotherapy in advanced GC

PET tracers Cohort study  Radiotherapy planning

Retrospective  Compare single to dual tracers

Multimodality Prospective

spectral CT and MRI

Predict pathological complete regression post preoperative immune

Assessment of pathological regression outcomes of gastric cancer using

HR: 3.042 (validation cohort 1)*°
PPV: 0.75 2!

odds ratio: 0.911 2

minor change: 16%

major change: 9% *

GTV mean difference: 31.8

FTV total (Pearson’s correlation): P<0.001 2*

HR: 2.508 %

Middle East J Dig Dis 2026;18(1) 3



Alshwayyat et al

Table 3. Biomarkers and their clinical relevance in esophageal and gastric cancers

Reference Biomarker Targeted Population Study Type Objectives Sample Size  What's New? Next Step
; . Evaluate serum Identified three key Verification
Angiogenesis- . . . . .
Gao et al. A —— Esophageal cancer  Cross proteins as biomarkers 91 proteins associated in larger,
2024 % (L8 TIFE)Z HGF) patients sectional for immunotherapy with survival outcomes  prospective
! ! response in immunotherapy studies
Analyze immune Identified patterns of Further
Li etal. 2024 Gastric cancer Retrospective  checkpoint expression Data not immune checkpoint exploration of
B NKG2A and PD-1 . i ) . -
s patients Cohort Study ~ for treatment specified expression affecting combination
resistance anti-PD-1 resistance therapies
Assess the diagnostic Highlighted three Enhancement
Zaniga-Pérez  CSTB, TPIT, Patients at risk of Systematic accuracy of saglivar Data not highly accurate of study designs
etal. 2024  DMBTI1 gastric cancer Review . Y Y specified proteins for early and validation
biomarkers ) .
detection of biomarkers
. ' . Larger studies
Shitara et al. HER2-associated HER?—posmve Phase 2 Evaluate the efficacy Prlmary‘ CF)rreIated HI%RZ 0 explore
. gastric cancer L . of Trastuzumab cohortsize  biomarkers with .
2024 34 biomarkers . Clinical Trial - resistance
patients deruxtecan not specified  therapy response .
mechanisms
Advanced Compare Highlighted the value ::rlijg;lgzrnzlmlcal
Chen et al. PD-L1 expression  esophageal Network -omp of PD-L1 scores in .
- o . immunotherapy 4688 - refinement
2024 positivity scores squamous cell Meta-Analysis S predicting treatment
. . combinations ) of therapy
carcinoma patients efficacy Ao
combinations
linical trials f
Gastric cancer Investigate the Showed robust anti- glglizhtigicjrsor
Wang et al. CLDN18-ARHGAP . } Retrospective therapeutic potential tumor capacity and
" ) patients with the ) 87 ) ) and further
2024 fusion gene ! Cohort Study  of targeting CLDN18- immune suppression
fusion gene . molecular
ARHGAP involvement ;
studies
Patients with oo
. . Found significant Larger,
Claudin 18 gastric and . Assess the prevalence L . .
Waters et al. Retrospective : associations with prospective
2024 %7 [elointe el lecd) Cohort Study e PEEeRieEls Sl clinical outcomes and  studies to
(CLDN18.2) junction of CLDN18.2 e . I
. tumor characteristics validate findings
adenocarcinoma
) . Observational  Explore HIFTA's role Identlflefi key . Development
Qietal. HIF1A-related Gastric cancer S . Data not mechanisms of immune  of therapies
N . Study (mouse  in immune evasion . - .
2024 ° genes patients . specified evasion influenced by  targeting these
model) and therapy resistance
HIFTA pathways
. Determine the Demonstrated Evaluation of
. . Observational . . o
Zhang et al. CLDN18- Patients with diffuse Study (mouse  CnCOgenic role of Data not oncogenic activity and  FAK and YAP-
2024 30 ARHGAP26 gastric cancer mod)f;[) CLDN18-ARHGAP26  specified identified potential TEAD inhibitors
fusion therapeutic targets in clinical trials
. Relate molecular Showed sex-specific Further research
Santos et al. Gastric ) . subtypes with 25 studies prevalence of on subtype-
2024 2 EBV and MSI-H agﬁzgtcsarcmoma Meta-Analysis epidemiological included EBV +and MSI-H specific
P factors subtypes therapies
Demonstrated HER2 Encourage
overexpression as a further
Assess the prognostic i nificF;nt indicator evaluation
Cheng et al. Gastric cancer . significance of HER2 8 . of HER2 as a
. HER2 . Meta-Analysis Lo . 9945 of poor prognosis in .
2024 3¢ patients expression in gastric therapeutic
both resectable and .
cancer - target in
advanced gastric
resectable

cancer

gastric cancer

accuracy rates of 88.7-94.7%, sensitivity of 66.7-93.0%,
and specificity of 91.5-100%.*

Treatment

Surgical Treatment in Gastric and Esophageal Cancer
Surgery remains the primary curative option for resectable
esophageal and gastric cancers, with outcomes varying
according to patient factors, tumor stage, location, and
size. However, conventional open surgeries, particularly
for complex tumor locations such as esophagectomy,
are challenging because of the multiple incision sites in
the neck, thorax, abdomen, and transhiatal approach.”
Advances in minimally invasive and robot-assisted
techniques have improved these results.
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Tumor sites significantly affect surgical outcomes.
Proximal gastrectomy (PG) has been extensively studied
for tumors in the upper third of the stomach and has
shown significant benefits in reducing post-gastrectomy
complications, including anemia, dumping syndrome,
gastroesophageal reflux, dietary dissatisfaction, and weight
loss. It presents a better alternative to total gastrectomy in
such cases.***

Laparoscopic ~ gastrectomy and esophagectomy
demonstrate superior outcomes compared with open
surgery, which is attributed to smaller incisions, faster
recovery, and improved postoperative nutritional
status, particularly in patients with locally advanced GC
(LAGC) patients receiving neoadjuvant chemotherapy.



They also reduce wound infections and hospital
stay.”***2 Beyond laparoscopy, robot-assisted surgery
yields favourable results. Robotic gastrectomy has
shown promise in reducing morbidity while achieving
outcomes comparable to or better than laparoscopic
gastrectomy,®* with shorter hospital stays, lower blood
loss, and an easier learning curve. Similarly, robot-assisted
esophagectomy (RAMIE) has gained popularity for
addressing challenges such as intrathoracic anastomosis
during esophagectomy. A study of 5,170 patients found
that RAMIE improved survival, with a median survival
of 42 months, compared with higher mortality risks
with open esophagectomy (HR=1.19) and laparoscopic
esophagectomy (HR =1.22).7>%

Endoscopic Therapies

Endoscopic therapies are a crucial curative option for
early-stage gastric and esophageal cancers.””*® These
include EMR and endoscopic submucosal dissection
(ESD). Lei and others (2024) reported that endoscopic
treatments had the least impact on quality of life (QoL)
over 5 years, with only a 7.5% decline, compared with
37.8% for chemoradiotherapy over 2 years and 12.2% for
esophagectomy after 1 year.” EMR is effective for small
lesions (<2 cm) with minimal complications, although
its success declines for larger lesions or those with ulcers
or submucosal fibrosis.®* ESD, which is better suited to
larger lesions, involves lesion identification, submucosal
saline injection, and dissection. Zhang and co-workers
demonstrated improved outcomes when ESD was
combined with teprenone.®!

Chemotherapy and Chemoradiation
Systemic treatments, including chemotherapy and
chemoradiation, are widely used for esophageal and
gastric cancer but often cause significant complications,
such as chemotherapy-induced peripheral neuropathy,
negatively impacting QoL.*? Perioperative chemotherapy
is the standard treatment for stage IB-III gastric cancer.
Trials such as INT0116, CLASSIC, and FLOT4-AIO
have demonstrated survival benefits.*> A Brazilian study
reported a 3-year OS rate of 79.8% with the CLASSIC
regimen, although only 56% of patients completed
treatment due to intolerance.** However, an international
trial found no survival benefit of adding preoperative
chemoradiotherapy to perioperative chemotherapy for
resectable gastric and GE]J adenocarcinoma.®
Chemotherapy is the first-line treatment for advanced
EC.* Neoadjuvant chemoradiation or chemotherapy
is often recommended for non-metastatic cases, with
benefits primarily for patients achieving a pathological
complete response (PCR).” A retrospective study
of 57,116 patients with stage II/III EC showed that
perioperative chemotherapy and tri-modality therapy
significantly improved OS compared with definitive
chemoradiation. The median survival was 5.5 years for
perioperative chemotherapy vs. 1.5 years for definitive
chemoradiation.®®

Evolving strategies in gastroesophageal cancer

Biomarker-Oriented Treatment Strategies

Although chemotherapies target proliferating cells with
significant side effects, advancements in drugs that
specifically target antigens and activate the immune system
to destroy cancer cells have revolutionized the treatment
of advanced gastric and esophageal cancers. Given the
heterogeneity of these tumors, targetable antigens such as
HER2 and PD-LI1 form the basis of biomarker-oriented
immunotherapy, showing promising efficacy depending
on the histopathology and antigen expression levels.®”°
Figure 1 highlights key biomarkers and emerging therapies
in gastroesophageal cancer treatment.

Biomarker-Oriented Treatment Strategies: HER2-
positive Esophageal and Gastric Adenocarcinoma

The combination of trastuzumab (a monoclonal anti-
HER2 antibody) and chemotherapy remains the
standard treatment for HER2-positive esophageal and
gastric adenocarcinomas. The phase 3 KEYNOTE-811
trial assessed the addition of pembrolizumab to
standard therapy in 350 patients with HER2-positive
metastatic GEC, compared with 346 patients without
pembrolizumab. Pembrolizumab improved progression-
free survival (PFS) and OS, particularly in patients with
high PD-L1 expression.”

The phase II CAPOX BETR trial evaluated standard
capecitabine and oxaliplatin therapy with or without
trastuzumab in HER2-positive GEC. Bevacizumab
(a VEGF-A inhibitor) was administered to assess its
potential benefits. Despite a median PFS of 14 months, the
study’s small sample size (n=36) and demographic bias
(young white men) limited its applicability.”? A different
phase II trial explored HLX22 (an anti-HER2 antibody)
with a trastuzumab biosimilar (HLX02) and XELOX
chemotherapy in HER2-positive GC. High-dose HLX22
patients had superior PFS (15.1 months) compared
with placebo (8.2 months), suggesting its potential to
improve therapy, although limited patient numbers limit
study validity.”

Biomarker-Oriented Treatment Strategies: HER2-
negative Esophageal and Gastric Adenocarcinoma
HER2-negative adenocarcinoma is classified by mismatch
repair (MMR) status as deficient ({MMR) or proficient
(pPMMR). The ARMANI study (2024) evaluated 280
patients who received paclitaxel with ramucirumab or
continued oxaliplatin-based chemotherapy (FOLFOX or
CAPOX). The paclitaxel-ramucirumab group had a PES
of 8.8 months, compared with 6.1 months in the control
group, suggesting its potential as a promising alternative
for advanced HER2-negative gastric or GEJ cancer. ™ For
dMMR or MSI-H tumors, ICIs are recommended as first-
line monotherapy, with combined ICIs and chemotherapy
used as second-line therapies.”

In pMMR cases, monoclonal antibodies targeting
specific antigens are promising. The randomized
phase 3 ATTRACTION-4 trial found that nivolumab
plus chemotherapy achieved 80% three-year OS,

Middle East J Dig Dis 2026;18(1) 5
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Figure 1. Key molecular biomarkers and emerging treatment approaches for gastroesophageal cancer

demonstrating long-term efficacy.” A randomized phase
3 trial involving 1,254 patients with locally advanced GC
or GEJ adenocarcinoma compared pembrolizumab plus
cisplatin-based chemotherapy with chemotherapy alone.
Although pembrolizumab improved event-free survival,
the difference was not statistically significant.”” A phase 2
trial of sintilimab found that 79.3% of patients experienced
tumor downstaging.”

The COMPASSION-04 trial met its primary
endpoint with an overall response rate (ORR) of 52.1%
and a median OS of 17.64 months in patients with
PD-L1 CPS<I1. This trial evaluated cadonilimab, a
bispecific antibody targeting PD-1, in combination
with chemotherapy.” Similarly, the PLATFORM study
examined durvalumab, an anti-PD-L1 antibody, as
a maintenance therapy for HER2-negative advanced
esophagogastric adenocarcinoma. No significant PFS
difference was observed between the durvalumab and
surveillance groups, indicating a limited benefit.®

Beyond anti-PD-1 antibodies, targeted therapies include
fruquintinib, a selective tyrosinekinase inhibitor (VEGFR).
The phase 3 FRUTIGA trial evaluated fruquintinib plus
paclitaxel in 703 patients and successfully met the primary
PES endpoint® The SPOTLIGHT and GLOW trials
assessed zolbetuximab, a monoclonal antibody targeting
claudin-18 isoform 2, in gastric/GE] adenocarcinomas.
PES improved slightly compared with placebo (12.94
vs. 12.65 months), warranting further investigation.* A
summary of key trials evaluating treatment strategies for
both HER2-positive and HER2-negative esophageal and
gastric adenocarcinomas is provided in
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Biomarker-Oriented Treatment Strategies: Esophageal

Squamous Cell Carcinoma (SCC)

Patients with SCC are stratified by PD-L1 CPS levels.

o CPS21:First-line treatment includes immunotherapy
plus chemotherapy.

o CPS<1: Chemotherapy alone is preferred.

A novel chemotherapy-free regimen combining
surufatinib and toripalimab was evaluated in an open-
label study targeting GC, GE]J adenocarcinoma, and
esophageal SCC. The results showed encouraging
antitumor effects and safety in immunotherapy-naive
patients, warranting larger trials.®® The effectiveness of
immunotherapy underscores the need for large-scale trials
to optimize outcomes and assess immune-mediated side
effects comparable to chemotherapy-induced toxicities.*
Emerging combination immunotherapy protocols require
further refinement to balance their efficacy and safety.**

New Emerging Therapies

The limited success of conventional treatments has driven
innovation toward more targeted therapies. IgG-triggering
antibody treatments and oncolytic viruses represent novel
strategies that harness the immune system to target tumor
cells with greater specificity and reduced toxicity.

A peptide-based vaccine, HER-Vaxx, designed for
HER2-positive GC, was evaluated in a randomized phase
II study (n=19).% It reported a 40% OS benefit, with a
median OS of 13.9 months in patients receiving HER-
Vaxx plus chemotherapy, compared to 8.31 months with
chemotherapy alone. HER2-specific antibodies generated
by the vaccine enhance tumor reduction and improve



chemotherapy efficacy.® In addition to cancer vaccines,
oncolytic viruses, such as avian reovirus (ARV), have
shown potential in GC by inducing TRAIL expression
in peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs), leading
to apoptosis and immune activation.®® These findings
support preclinical development of ARV as an adjunct
therapy for GC (Table 4).

Natural immunomodulators have also shown promise.
A phase IB study investigated -glucan with camrelizumab
(anti-PD-1) and SOX chemotherapy for advanced gastric
adenocarcinoma, achieving a median PFS of 10.4 months,
suggesting a synergy between immunomodulators and
standard treatments.* A multicenter phaselIItrialcompared
neoadjuvant camrelizumab, apatinib (an angiogenesis
inhibitor), and chemotherapy with chemotherapy alone
in locally advanced GC. The combination therapy group
achieved a higher major pathological response rate,
reinforcing the role of integrated immunotherapy and
targeted therapies in neoadjuvant settings.”

Patient-Derived Organoids
Patient-derived organoids (PDOs) are revolutionizing
personalized medicine and accurately replicating tumor
phenotypes and molecular features.®® A co-clinical trial
using PDOs to evaluate FLOT therapy achieved high
diagnostic accuracy (AUC=0.994), differentiating
responders from non-responders.* The PDO response
also correlated with clinical outcomes and was validated
in patient-derived xenograft (PDOX) mouse models.

A total of 91.7% of patients with GC exhibit treatment
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responses consistent with their PDO-derived models,
underscoring PDOs as predictive tools for therapy
selection.” In drug screening, PDOs identified synergistic
effects of napabucasin and COTI-2, inhibiting the JAK2/
STAT3 and AMPK pathways in GC.** These findings
highlight the role of PDOs in personalized medicine, as
summarized in Table 5.

PDOs predict chemoresistance. A study of 57
PDOs from 73 GC patients found that chemoresistant
PDOs upregulated PI3K and WNT signalling, while
chemosensitive PDOs upregulated tumor suppressors,
highlighting distinct genetic profiles.”

Advancements in PDO co-culture models include
the development of immune cell-organoid co-culture
models by Hiroshi and others, which enable the real-time
monitoring of immune responses to checkpoint inhibitors
(Table 6).” In addition, vascularized organoid models
(VOMs) have predicted responses to VEGFR2-targeted
therapy in GC.” Furthermore, combining PDOs with
cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs) has clarified the
tumor-stromal interactions that influence resistance.”
Recent developments in PDO co-culture models are
summarized in q

Liquid Biopsy and Circulating Tumor DNA (ctDNA)
Compared with traditional biopsies, liquid biopsy is a less
invasive method that analyses circulating tumor DNA
(ctDNA) and circulating tumor cells (CTCs) to monitor
treatment response and detect recurrence.”>*® Table 7
summarizes key applications of liquid biopsy in GEC.

Table 4. Key trials evaluating treatment strategies for both HER2-positive and HER2-negative esophageal and gastric adenocarcinomas

Reference  Study Type Sample Size Population Objective Key Findings Future Recommendation
. . . The regimen showed a L
Patients with HER2-negative : o gimen s Further optimization
Evaluate the efficacy and  52.1% objective response -
unresectable advanced ¥ . . of drug combinations
Gao et al. Phase 1b/2 . R . safety of cadonilimab rate, with a median ;
- . 98 patients  or metastatic gastric or . . and doses to improve
2024 % Clinical Trial . ) plus chemotherapy as progression-free survival of . .
gastroesophageal junction foes (F therapeutic effects while
(GEJ) adenocarcinoma first-line treatment 8.18 months and overall miticating toxicities
survival of 17.48 months. gating ’
Patients with advanced ) . .
. Compare efficacy and Progression-free survival
gastric or gastroesophageal . o ; Further research needed
Phase 3 o . safety of fruquintinib plus  was significantly improved -
Wang et al. ) ) junction adenocarcinoma K to explore combination
z Randomized 703 patients paclitaxel versus placebo (5.6 vs. 2.7 months), but )
2024 % - ) who progressed on . . strategies that enhance
Clinical Trial . . plus paclitaxel as second- overall survival was not .
fluorouracil- and platinum- 7. A ) overall survival outcomes.
- line treatment significantly different.
containing chemotherapy
Assess whether . .
switch maintenance Progression-free survival
Patients with advanced . K improved (6.6 vs. 3.5 . .
. ) with paclitaxel plus . R Evaluate patient selection
Phase 3 HER2-negative gastric or . . months) with switch . :
Randon et . . . ) ramucirumab improves ) . criteria to balance benefits
,,  Randomized 280 patients gastroesophageal junction maintenance, but a higher . )
al. 2024 . . Lo o outcomes compared L and risks of switch
Clinical Trial cancer with disease control L incidence of treatment- .
ST to continuation of maintenance therapy.
after first-line chemotherapy Allorh related adverse events was
oxaliplatin-based
observed.
chemotherapy
Phase 3 Significant improvement Continue follow-up to
. Patients with HER2-positive  Assess the efficacy and in progression-free survival ) P
s Randomized . : ! determine long-term
Janjigian et ) metastatic gastric or safety of pembrolizumab  (10.0 vs. 8.1 months), but . :
,,  Placebo- 698 patients . . . . survival benefits and
al. 2023 gastroesophageal junction  added to trastuzumab overall survival results did . . .
Controlled . L optimal patient selection
) adenocarcinoma and chemotherapy not yet reach statistical )
Trial Lo for pembrolizumab use.
significance.
Evaluate the efficacy and  Progression-free survival o e B
Phase 2 safety of HLX22 plus improved significantl R R
Lietal. . . Patients with HER2-positive Y - P P gniticantly phase 3 trials to confirm
2024 2 Randomized 53 patients advanced gastric cancer trastuzumab biosimilar  with HLX22 addition (15.1 clinical benefits and lon
Clinical Trial 8 HLX02 and XELOX as vs. 8.2 months), with a 5

first-line therapy

manageable safety profile.

term safety.
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Table 5. PDO applications in personalized medicine

Reference

PDO Application

Key Findings

Therapeutic Impact

Schmiche et al.

2024 %

Zhao et al. 2024 *°

Xu et al. 2024 !

Jiang et al. 2024 !

Ota et al. 2024 2

Kim et al. 2024 %

Sharpe et al. 2024 **

Organoids for predicting chemotherapy
responses

Biobank for personalized drug
screening

Organoids for drug sensitivity testing
Review of success rates in organoid
culture

Coculture model for immune cell
interaction with cancer organoids

Vascularized organoid model for drug
response prediction

Assembloids for mimicking tumor

Established a predictive threshold for FLOT
regimen response

Organoids reproduce patient-specific chemo
responses

Maintained original tumor characteristics;
varied drug sensitivities

Identified factors influencing culture success
rates

Enabled real-time immune response
observation

Accurate reproduction of patient responses to
VEGFR?2 inhibitors

Faithfully replicated tumor differentiation and

Personalized treatment plans for better
outcomes

Prediction of individual responses to
chemotherapy

Personalized medicine development

Optimization of organoid culture
techniques

Potential prediction of immune
checkpoint inhibitor effects

Personalized drug testing and discovery

Enhanced understanding of cancer-

microenvironment fibroblast phenotypes stroma interactions
Table 6. Organoid co-culture models
Reference  Type of Model Components Mechanism Applications Limitations
. Gastric cancer organoids, Reproduces the molecular- . - Limited by the current understanding of
. Vascularized ) . Personalized medicine . )
Kim et al. . perfusable endothelium,  pathologic features of . the complete tumor microenvironment;
o organoid model . . and drug discovery for . S
2024 stomach decellularized ~ tumors, allowing for accurate ) may not fully replicate in vivo
(VOM) ] gastric cancer. -
ECM prediction of drug response. conditions.
May not completely capture
. Esophageal oo Y plecly ap
Assembloid ) Mimics tumor-stroma Study of cancer-stroma the full complexity of the tumor
. adenocarcinoma . . : ; . ) . . .
Sharpe et models with . interactions and provides interactions and testing microenvironment, particularly
7 organoids, cancer- - . : . . . L
al. 2024 CAFs and associated fibroblasts insights into therapy resistance new therapeutic interactions with immune cells and
organoids and disease progression. strategies. other stroma components beyond
(CAFs) )
fibroblasts.
Allows immune cells to move  Predicting effects of Model complexity might limit
Otaetal. 3D coculture Gastric cancer organoids, freely and maintain contact immune checkpoint straightforward interpretation of
2024° model immune cells with cancer organoids for real- inhibitors before immune response due to multiple

time observations.

clinical use.

interacting components.

Table 7. Applications of liquid biopsy in gastroesophageal cancer

Reference  Liquid Biopsy Biomarker Application Key Findings Clinical Implications/Outcome
Pre-radiotherapy cfDNA levels correlate  Offers a potential clinical application for
Li et al. - Prognosis and radiotherapy ~ with clinical stage and are linked to non-invasively monitoring and predicting
- cfDNA kinetics . R . .
2024 effect in esophageal cancer  OS and PFS; kinetics post-RT can also the outcomes of radiotherapy in esophageal
predict treatment effectiveness. cancer.
. S Rapid ment of treatment effi
. - ctDNA dynamics within two weeks apid assessment of freatment etticacy,
Tatalovic et Early response monitoring . potentially leading to adjustments in
;;  CtDNA ) of treatment start can predict therapy ;
al. 2024 in gastroesophageal cancer . . therapy plans much earlier than current
response, linked with OS and PFS.
methods allow.
. Ultra-sensitive ctDNA assay captures Enhances treatment decision-making by
. Therapy response in ) ; . iy -
Nixon et . dynamics correlating with therapy providing early indications of therapy
1+ CtDNA pembrolizumab-treated I ) ) .
al. 2024 response, predicting improved patient success or failure, which could lead to
gastroesophageal cancer . ;
outcomes. personalized treatment adjustments.
- ) The presence of ctDNA post-surger
Predicting recurrence and ~ ctDNA after surgery correlates with pre postsurgery
Iden et al. L . . . - can guide more aggressive or altered
s ctDNA survival in gastric and GEJ recurrence risk and survival, providing a X R
2024 . . . postoperative treatment strategies to
cancer non-invasive prognostic tool. . .
improve survival rates.
. Combining ctDNA with solid biopsies can
. o . ctDNA levels correlate with therapy 0ININg With solic biopsies ca
Richter et Monitoring therapy in L - provide comprehensive insights into tumor
16 CtDNA response, helping in monitoring . Lo . oo
al. 2023 esophageal cancer " dynamics, assisting in the precise tailoring
treatment efficacy. )
of treatment regimens.
- ) Early ctDNA changes can predict
Monitoring systemic X - . .
Jung et al. ctDNA profiles useful for predicting progression before it appears on CT,
,7 ctDNA chemotherapy for : . -
2023 . treatment response. improving treatment personalization and
HER?2 +gastric cancer } B
potentially enhancing outcomes.
. - Positive correlation between ctDNA Plasma ctDNA serves as a robust prognostic
Zhang et Prognostic evaluation in P o2
al. 2004 18 ctDNA esonhageal cancer presence and poor prognosis in terms of  marker for esophageal cancer, indicating
. phag OS, DFS/RFS, and PFS. worse outcomes.
Four mRNA biomarkers linked A non-invasive approach that enhances
Ding et al. . Early detection of to recurrence, identified through recurrence detection, improving patient
o mRNA biomarkers . ) ) : : ) )
2024 recurrence in gastric cancer  transcriptomics, show correlation with management and personalized treatment

reduced recurrence and metastasis.

strategies.
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Role of ctDNA in Monitoring Treatment Efficacy
ctDNAs enable rapid treatment monitoring. In metastatic
GEC (mGEC), Tatalovic and colleagues found that
a 57.1% decrease in ctDNA within two weeks of
chemotherapy correlated with improved OS and PFS,
allowing clinicians to predict treatment efficacy up to
80% faster than CT scans.” Jung and others evaluated
serial ctDNA in 15 HER2-positive metastatic GC patients
undergoing systemic chemotherapy and ICIs and detected
tumor progression 2-24 weeks before CT imaging.”
Another cohort study (n=25) found that ctDNA detected
progression 2 months earlier than imaging.*®

A study of 86 patients with resectable GC or GEJ
cancer found that baseline ctDNA levels decreased from
56% to 37% after one chemotherapy cycle, then to 25%
preoperatively and 15% post-surgery, demonstrating its
role in monitoring treatment response.” ctDNAs also play
arole in therapeutic optimization by identifying resistance
mutations. In patients with HER2-positive GC, 93% have
baseline ctDNA mutations, including KRAS and PIK3A
mutations.”

Prognostic Significance of ctDNA in Recurrence
Detection and Therapy Optimization
Persistent ctDNA after chemotherapy is associated with
shorter recurrence-free survival (RFS) (HR=2.54) and
OS (HR=2.23) in patients with GC and GE]J cancer.” A
meta-analysis (13 studies, n=604) found that high ctDNA
levels correlated with poor OS, disease-free survival
(DES), and PFS in EC.*® Similarly, a retrospective study
(n=88, EC) found that higher pre-radiotherapy ctDNA
levels were negatively associated with OS (P<0.001) and
PES (P<0.002), emphasizing the role of ctDNA in risk-
adapted surveillance.'®

Ding et al. developed a liquid biopsy panel with four
mRNA biomarkers, achieving a high predictive accuracy
(AUC=0.919) for tumor recurrence in validation cohorts.
Integrating molecular and clinical data enhances risk
stratification for personalized oncology.'” Real-time
genetic monitoring can personalize treatment, reduce
therapy failure, and improve outcomes. Incorporating
ctDNA into standard practice represents a paradigm
shift in cancer management, enabling early detection,
real-time monitoring, recurrence prediction, and therapy

Table 8. Microbiota influence on therapy response and outcome

Evolving strategies in gastroesophageal cancer

optimization in precision oncology.

The Role of Microbiota in the Treatment and Outcome

of GEC

Gut microbiota significantly influences cancer treatment

responses and prognosis.

o A cohort study (n=117, HER2-negative GC) found
that higher lactobacillus diversity was correlated with
better PD-1/PD-L1 immunotherapy responses and
PES (P=0.057). Findings were validated in a second
cohort (n=101).1

o  Fusobacterium nucleatum was prevalent in ESCC
and linked to worse prognosis and chemoresistance
(P=0.017).1

o A prospective study (n=31, ESCC) identified B.
plebeius (AUC=0.865) and B. ovatus (AUC=0.790)
as markers of TP chemotherapy efficacy.'**

o In a study investigating intratumoral microbiota
and response to neoadjuvant chemoimmunotherapy
(NACI) in ESCC, high intratumoral Streptococcus
abundance predicted better disease-free survival
(DFS) (P=0.0341).1

o Increased levels of Prevotella salivae and
Veillonellaceae in the salivary microbiome correlated
with significantly improved chemoradiotherapy
response in locally advanced ESCC.'%

o Butyricimonas and Actinomyces were identified
as predictors of postoperative recurrence in EC
using machine learning models, achieving an AUC
of 0.93.17

Microbiota-based interventions may optimize treatment
efficacy and advance precision oncology in GEC treatment.

Table 8 provides an overview of key microbiota influences

on therapy response and clinical outcomes in GEC.

Quality of Life, Survivorship, and the Global Burden of
Gastric & Esophageal Cancers

These cancers significantly affect patients QoL, as
they present with debilitating symptoms such as
dysphagia, unintentional weight loss, and malnutrition
in later stages.!”®” Managing these symptoms alongside
psychological challenges is essential for improving daily
functioning and survival outcomes."® Figure 2 illustrates
the various challenges and impacts on the QoL and

References Microbial Species Assessment Tool

Predictive Outcome

Clinical Relevance

. 16S ribosomal RNA
Prevotella_salivae,

e e Ty S Lo
G3_bacterium_HMT_351 sraphy
spectrometry
Otsuka et Butyricimonas, 165 rRNA metagenome
o !

al. 2024 Actinomyces (Random forest model)
Guan et al Various microbiomes Weighted gene coexpression
2023 10 " associated with different  network analysis (WGCNA),

cancer types Machine learning

Yang etal.  Helicobacter, Halomonas,

2023 1 Shewanella 16S rRNA gene sequencing

Association with pathological
complete response in
chemoradiotherapy

Predictive marker for
sequencing, Machine learning postoperative recurrence of
esophageal cancer

Tumor immunity and prognosis
across various cancers

Salivary microbiome variations correlate with
host immune response and chemoradiotherapy
outcomes in esophageal squamous cell
carcinoma.

Intestinal microbiome profiles could serve as
non-invasive biomarkers for cancer recurrence
prediction.

Microbiome-genome interactions play
significant roles in tumor progression and could
inform personalized cancer treatment strategies.

Diversity and composition linked Microbiota signatures can serve as biomarkers
to gastric cancer prognosis

for clinical outcomes in gastric cancer patients.
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Figure 2. Factors affecting quality of live and survival in gastroesophageal cancer

survivorship in patients with GEC, emphasizing the
complexity of care required to address these issues.
To assess health-related QoL (HRQoL), tools such
as the EORTC QLQ-C30 and QLQ-OG25 measure
physical, psychological, and social functions, along with
symptom severity and financial difficulties, providing a
comprehensive evaluation tailored to GEC.'”

Physical and Functional Impact

While cancer treatments often reduce QoL due to long-
term complications, minimally invasive approaches
provide better functional outcomes for patients with
EC and GC. However, post-surgical QoL often remains
suboptimal during the first year owing to anatomical
changes and surgical reconstruction techniques.
Dysphagia, affecting up to 90% of patients with advanced
EC, is among the most distressing symptoms and severely
impairs QoL."" Treatments such as self-expandable metal
stents (SEMS) offer effective palliation, enabling 90% of
patients to tolerate solid foods by the third month post-
stenting, while minimizing complications compared
with chemo-radiotherapy or photodynamic therapy.'
ICIs combined with chemotherapy also improve patient-
reported outcomes (PROs) by alleviating symptoms such
as dysphagia and pain, while reducing treatment-related
side effects such as nausea and vomiting.'*?

Malnutrition, prevalent in over 60% of patients with
esophageal and gastric cancer, exacerbates treatment
intolerance, increases complications, and diminishes
QoL.">!"*  Effective management with oral, enteral,
or parenteral nutrition can mitigate these -effects.
Personalized dietary counselling after surgery has shown
significant benefits, including reduced BMI loss, improved
protein intake, and enhanced QoL 90 days post-surgery in
patients with GC.''® Pain control is another critical factor,
with multimodal, non-opioid protocols such as Enhanced
Recovery After Surgery (ERAS) improving recovery
and long-term QoL by promoting early ambulation and
reducing opioid dependence.''®

Psychological and Social Impact
Patients also experience varying degrees of psychological
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distress, an overlooked yet profound issue arising from
cancer diagnosis, treatment side effects, and the emotional
burden of the disease’s physical symptoms.'"’

With anxiety and depression affecting up to 57% of
cancer patients, far higher than in the general population,
significantly impacting mental well-being, treatment
adherence, and overall QoL."®'"° To address these
challenges, organizations such as the ASCO emphasize
mental health evaluation and interventions, including
counselling, pharmacotherapy, and psycho-oncology
referrals."'* Behavioural activation (BA), a promising
approach for managing psychological distress, empowers
patients to adopt adaptive coping strategies. In a
randomized trial involving 139 patients with esophageal
and gastric cancers, BA was shown to reduce anxiety and
improve self-efficacy. Another study of 153 patients with
advanced esophageal and gastric cancer found that BA
significantly reduced cancer-related stigma and improved
overall QoL, making it a practical intervention that
primary care providers can implement without specialized
training.'!”'!

Prehabilitation, combining physical activity, nutritional
optimization, and psychological support between
diagnosis and treatment, has also proven effective in
improving physical fitness, mental health, and surgical
outcomes in GEC patients.'*

Financial Burden

Patients with GEC and their caregivers face substantial
tinancial hardship due to the high cost and intensity of
treatment, which often leads to poor outcomes.' While
newer drugs such as nivolumab-based regimens have
extended survival, they significantly increase costs by
over $95,000 per patient, with cost-effectiveness ratios
exceeding $386,000 per quality-adjusted life year (QALY)
compared with chemotherapy alone.'” Beyond direct
medical expenses, financial toxicity encompasses out-of-
pocket costs, income loss, and long-term financial strain,
all of which negatively impact mental well-being, QoL,
and treatment adherence.' Proactive financial navigation
programs have shown promise in mitigating this burden
and improving QoL for patients and caregivers by



addressing insurance challenges and reducing out-of-
pocket expenses.'?!

Artificial Intelligence (AI) in Gastric and Esophageal
Cancers

Al is transforming healthcare by utilizing advanced
algorithms to improve diagnosis, treatment, and clinical
decision-making. AI technologies are particularly
important in oncology for enhancing cancer interventions
and patient care.'?*'?>!26 Figure 3 provides an overview
of Al applications in GEC diagnostics and treatment
planning, highlighting the key areas where AI has a
significant impact. For gastric and esophageal cancers, Al
addresses the diagnostic challenges posed by the often-
asymptomatic nature of these diseases in the early stages,
aiding early detection and personalized treatment to
improve outcomes.'”

Endoscopy, the primary diagnostic tool for GC, has
operator variability and a 10% miss rate.’”*'* Machine
learning (ML), particularly neural networks (NN),
improves diagnostic accuracy by analyzing medical
images. Endoscopy-assisted Al technologies trained on
diverse imaging datasets can identify lesion boundaries
with 88% sensitivity and 89% specificity, thereby reducing
operator fatigue and improving patient outcomes.'*”

The diagnosis of EC is also missed, has high
interobserver variability, and highly depends on the
endoscopist’s skill and experience.’*® Various methods
have been used to decrease the variability and enhance
early detection, including radiomics, which interprets
radiological images and analyses images by dividing
them into regions of volume of interest and gathering
the necessary detailed information. These methods are
tailored to specific cancer types and imaging modalities

Evolving strategies in gastroesophageal cancer

and can assess the degree of tumor differentiation, aiding
in efficient diagnosis with more details and less time."
A 2024 study successfully created an Al-based system for
the automated recognition of esophageal treatment using
ESD phases with high accuracy by evaluating 94 videos
of ESD for superficial EC. An NN system was created to
identify different phases of the endoscopic procedure.
This system was trained using videos labelled and checked
by gastrointestinal endoscopists. This AI model achieved
an accuracy of 90%, showing potential for clinical use.'*

Additionally, a meta-analysis has assessed the use of
Al in the endoscopic diagnosis of ESCC in 14 studies
with 1590 patients with variable deep learning (DL)
models such as convolutional neural networks (CNN),
white-light imaging (WLI), and narrow-band imaging
(NBI) demonstrated better results when compared with
the results of endoscopists alone when diagnosing early
stages and assessing the depth of tumor invasion, with a
sensitivity of 91.2% and a specificity of 80%, indicating a
promising future for Al in the diagnostic field.*®

The Artificial Intelligence-based Prognostic Signature
(AIDPS) developed in 2024 uses over 100 algorithms
to predict prognosis, immune escape mechanisms, and
therapy responses, enabling personalized treatments for
patients with GC."** Furthermore, in 2024, Li and others
proposed a treatment support system using an Al-based
Clinical Decision Support System and a knowledge graph
with a consistency rate of 92.96 %, possibly guiding
doctors in making GC treatment decisions.'*

Al tools can also aid in treatment planning. ML
models predict radiochemotherapy response and survival
rates based on histopathological biomarkers, thereby
guiding doctors in developing tailored strategies to
improve outcomes. For instance, DL models analyzing

Diagnostic Enhancements Prognosis & Treatment Planning CDSS & Knowledge Graphs

Al-Assisted Endoscopy
improved detection with ML/CNN models
(sensitivity ~88-91%)

<] v

Radlomlcs & Deep Learning

o Evaluating tumor differentiation, invasion
depth, and staging with higher accuracy

response

Al-Based Prognostic Signatures (AIDPS)

Predicts survival, immune escape, therapy

Pathology Image Analysis

o Maorphometric features for 3-year survival
predictions in non-surgical EC patients

Clinical Decision Suppo Systems

92.96% consistency in guiding treatment
decwsmns for GC

Nanotech + Al

o Combining XGBoost for higher diagnostic
AUC (~93.45%)

Challenges & Future Directions

QData quality, limited sample sizes, imaging variability » potential bias

@ Ethical considerations & integration into real-world practice

OMaintaining human-centric care while leveraging automated systems

Figure 3. Overview of artificial intelligence applications in gastroesophageal cancer diagnosis and treatment planning
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morphometric features of stained specimens predicted
3-year survival rates and treatment responses in non-
surgical EC patients.'*

Nanotechnology, combined with AI, enhances imaging
precision and diagnosis of gastrointestinal cancers. ML
models integrated with nanotechnology, such as XGBoost,
have achieved 93.45% AUC and 93.54% accuracy in
analysing gastric images, marking significant progress in
early detection.'” EC, innovative tools such as bimetallic
nanoparticle-catalyzed sensors improve biomarker
detection and offer novel diagnostic methods for early-
stage cancers.'*

Research Gaps and Limitations

Advancements in precutting EBLR tools are also essential
for broadening the application of this minimally invasive
technique. There is a critical need for further studies to
validate multimodal treatment strategies and rigorously
assess the diagnosticaccuracy of PET tracersin randomized
clinical trials.”*®'*® The biomarker section highlights
significant gaps, such as the need to standardize biomarker
assays, conduct robust validation studies, and establish
the clinical utility of these biomarkers in clinical trials."*!
Further research should explore tumor heterogeneity and
tumor microenvironment to identify reliable biomarkers.
Comprehensive studies are also required to identify
markers that contribute to therapy resistance, with the aim
of developing targeted drug therapies.

Al in cancer care faces challenges such as limited
sample sizes, data quality issues, and imaging variability,
which can introduce bias and inequity.!***** Efforts
should focus on addressing these limitations, enhancing
clinical reliance, and maintaining a humanized approach
alongside Al to ensure equitable access and integration into
clinical practice.’?***!* Research on QoL improvements
and multidisciplinary care approaches requires further
investigation into the long-term effects of ICIs on
HRQoL."*Studies should also tailor individualized dietary
counselling based on different patient characteristics
and surgical procedures to improve nutritional status
post-surgery.'”* Psychologically, large-scale, multi-center
studies are necessary to validate the global applicability
of BA and assess the impact of proactive financial
navigation on reducing financial hardship for patients and
caregivers.'!”!?!

Lastly, the clinical implementation of ctDNA and PDOs
requires standardized protocols, cost reduction, and
ethical guidelines to ensure data consistency and security
before these technologies can be fully integrated into
clinical workflows.”**>% Overcoming these challenges is
essential for leveraging ctDNA and PDOs in personalized
medicine and improving treatment outcomes in GEC.

Conclusion

This review underscores substantial progress in GEC
research, demonstrating that advancements in diagnostic
technologies, biomarker use, and targeted therapies are
beginning to shift the landscape of patient care. Despite
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these promising developments, the actual impact on
patient survival and QoL remains constrained by the late-
stage diagnosis and the complex nature of these cancers.
It is imperative that the next phase of research not only
focuses on refining these emerging technologies but also
ensures their accessibility and integration into global
healthcare systems. This approach bridges the gap between
innovative research and real-world clinical outcomes, with
the aim of delivering tangible improvements in survival
rates and patient well-being.

Authors’ Contribution

Conceptualization: Sakhr Alshwayyat

Data curation: Noor Almasri, Salsabeel Aljawabrah, Nermeen
Abuhalaweh

Formal analysis: Karam Maraqa, Raghad Al-Shami
Investigation: Noor Almasri, Layan Al-Zoubi

Methodology: Sakhr Alshwayyat, Karam Maraqa

Project administration: Shatha Abu Samrah, Kholoud Algasem
Resources: Yamen Alshwaiyat, Yara Alswaiti

Software: Nermeen Abuhalaweh, Hebah Altaweel
Supervision: Mohammed Al-Mahdi Al-kurdi, Radwan Abid
Validation: Layan Al-Zoubi, Raghad Al-Shami

Visualization: Sakhr Alshwayyat, Salsabeel Aljawabrah
Writing—original draft: All Authors contributed equally
Writing-review & editing: Kholoud Algasem.

Competing Interests
The authors declare no conflict of interest related to this work.

Consent for Publication
Not applicable.

Ethical Approval
Not applicable.

Funding
None.

References

1. Jiang Q, ShuY, Jiang Z, Zhang, Pan S, Jiang W, et al. Burdens
of stomach and esophageal cancer from 1990 to 2019 and
projection to 2030 in China: Findings from the 2019 Global
Burden of Disease Study. ] Glob Health 2024;14:04025.
doi:10.7189/jogh.14.04025

2. Yang H, Zhou S, Wang W, Zhao Y, Qiu Y, Jiang X, et al. The
trends of gastric cancer in China from 1990 to 2019 and
predictions to 2040: a Bayesian age-period-cohort prediction
study. Cancer Control 2024;31:10732748241293982.
doi:10.1177/10732748241293982

3. Guo D, Jin J, Li D, He Y, Lin Y. Analysis of the incidence
and mortality trends of esophageal cancer in cancer registry
areas of China and Japan. Int ] Cancer 2024;155(8):1376-86.
doi:10.1002/ijc.35003

4. ZhaoF,Yang D, LanY, Li X. Different trends of gastric cancer in
China, Japan, Republic of Korea and United States of America.
iScience 2024;27(6):110074. doi:10.1016/j.isci.2024.110074

5. Qi L, Sun M, Liu W, Zhang X, Yu Y, Tian Z, et al. Global
esophageal cancer epidemiology in 2022 and predictions for
2050: a comprehensive analysis and projections based on
GLOBOCAN data. Chin Med J (Engl) 2024;137(24):3108-16.
doi:10.1097/cm9.0000000000003420

6. LalT, Hoehn R, Boutros C, Kathardekar A, Winter JM. Provider
perspectives on non-medical barriers to Gl cancer care at a
regional cancer center. J Clin Oncol 2025;43(4 Suppl):807.
doi:10.1200/)C0O.2025.43.4_suppl.807

7. Jacobsen K, Mikkelsen LK, Jorgensen L. The citizen perspective


https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.14.04025
https://doi.org/10.1177/10732748241293982
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.35003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2024.110074
https://doi.org/10.1097/cm9.0000000000003420
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.807

20.

21.

on challenges and rehabilitation needs among individuals
treated for head and neck cancer: a qualitative study. Support
Care Cancer 2025;33(2):125. doi:10.1007/s00520-025-
09163-9

Zhao J, Qiu F, Feng JL. [Gastric adenocarcinoma complicated
by subarachnoid hemorrhage and cerebral infarction: a
rare case of Trousseau syndrome and literature review].
Zhonghua Nei Ke Za Zhi 2025;64(2):148-51. doi:10.3760/
cma.j.cn112138-20240827-00538

Wang C, Huang M, DaiY, Feng W, Zhao X, Zhu X. Fruquintinib
combined with PD-1 inhibitors and chemotherapy in the
first-line treatment of HER2-negative advanced gastric or
gastroesophageal junction adenocarcinoma (FDZL-FIX): a
single-arm, open-label phase 2 study. ] Clin Oncol 2025;43(4
Suppl):461. doi:10.1200/)CO.2025.43.4_suppl.461

Kaur J, Zhang L, Hasler JS, Dotan E, Cann CG. Patterns of
immune checkpoint inhibitor utilization and PD-L1 testing
in advanced gastroesophageal cancers using real-world
data. J Clin Oncol 2025;43(4 Suppl):370-. doi:10.1200/
JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.370

Jeri-Yabar A, Vittini-Hernandez L, Aller-Rojas R, Arias-Reyes F,
Dharmapuri S. Disparities in stage at diagnosis among Hispanic
patients with gastric cancer in the United States. Cancers
(Basel) 2024;16(19):3308. doi:10.3390/cancers16193308
Laparra A. Immuno-oncology in the daily practice.
Curr  Opin  Oncol 2025;37(2):136-41.  doi:10.1097/
€c0.0000000000001117

Kinikoglu O, Isik D. Evaluating the performance of ChatGPT-40
oncology expert in comparison to standard medical oncology
knowledge: a focus on treatment-related clinical questions.
Cureus 2025;17(1):e78076. doi:10.7759/cureus.78076
Fullarton J, Yap S, Krivasi T, Rodgers-Gray B, Tay D. Total cost
of care of immune-oncology treatments for unresectable
hepatocellular carcinoma: a Singapore healthcare perspective
analysis. ] Clin Oncol 2025;43(4 Suppl):642. doi:10.1200/
JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.642

Purich K, Skubleny D, Ghosh S, Bédard ELR, Stewart KC,
Johnson ST, et al. A prospective Canadian gastroesophageal
cancer database: what have we learned? Can | Surg
2023;66(4):E422-31. doi:10.1503/cjs.005122

Sugase T, Kanemura T, Matsuura N, Ushimaru Y, Masuike Y,
Yanagimoto Y, et al. Prognostic impact of dysphagia scores
in patients with advanced resectable esophageal cancer
who underwent radical esophagectomy after preoperative
treatment. ]  Gastrointest  Surg  2024;28(11):1853-60.
doi:10.1016/j.gassur.2024.08.031

Aoyama T, Hashimoto I, Maezawa Y, Esashi R, Yamamoto S,
Shimada K, et al. Perioperative anemia is an independent
prognostic factor for gastric cancer patients who receive
curative treatment. Anticancer Res 2024;44(12):5551-7.
doi:10.21873/anticanres.17381

Mather MW, Wilson JA, Doona M, Talks BJ, Fullard M,
Griffin M, et al. The utility of a symptom model to predict
the risk of oesophageal cancer. Surgeon 2023;21(2):119-27.
doi:10.1016/j.surge.2022.03.006

Futakuchi T, Dobashi A, Horiuchi H, Furuhashi H, Matsui
H, Hara Y, et al. Texture and color enhancement imaging
improves the visibility of gastric neoplasms: clinical trial with
image catalogue assessment using conventional and newly
developed endoscopes. BMC Gastroenterol 2023;23(1):389.
doi:10.1186/s12876-023-03030-9

Kadota T, Abe S, Uedo N, Doyama H, Furue Y, Muto M, et
al. Comparison of effective imaging modalities for detecting
gastric neoplasms: a randomized 3-arm phase Il trial.
Am ] Gastroenterol 2024;119(10):2010-8. doi:10.14309/
ajg.0000000000002871

Verloop CA, Goos JA, Bruno MJ, Quispel R, van Driel L, Hol
L. Diagnostic yield of endoscopic and EUS-guided biopsy
techniques in subepithelial lesions of the upper Gl tract: a

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Evolving strategies in gastroesophageal cancer

systematic review. Gastrointest Endosc 2024;99(6):895-911.
e13. doi:10.1016/j.gie.2024.02.003

Facciorusso A, Crino SF, Fugazza A, Carrara S, Spadaccini
M, Colombo M, et al. Comparative diagnostic yield of
different endoscopic techniques for tissue sampling of upper
gastrointestinal subepithelial lesions: a network meta-analysis.
Endoscopy 2024;56(1):31-40. doi:10.1055/a-2156-0063
Al-Haddad MA, Elhanafi SE, Forbes N, Thosani NC, Draganov
PV, Othman MO, et al. American Society for Gastrointestinal
Endoscopy guideline on endoscopic submucosal dissection
for the management of early esophageal and gastric cancers:
methodology and review of evidence. Gastrointest Endosc
2023;98(3):285-305.e38. doi:10.1016/j.gie.2023.03.030

Liu M, Yuan R, Zhan K, Yang Y, Li S, Deng L. Precutting
endoscopic  band ligation-assisted  resection  versus
endoscopic submucosal dissection in patients with small
gastric submucosal tumors originating from the muscularis
propria: study protocol of a randomized controlled trial. Trials
2024;25(1):49. doi:10.1186/513063-024-07902-7

Li S, Li Q, Liu M, Zhan K, Yuan R, Yang Y, et al. Precutting
endoscopic band ligation-assisted resection is safe and effective
for treating gastric submucosal tumors from the muscularis
propria. Dig Dis Sci 2024;69(5):1762-9. doi:10.1007/510620-
024-08381-1

Senkaya A, Celik F, Nart D, Oru¢ N, Ahmet A, Tekin F, et al.
Diagnostic efficacy of cell block and liquid-based cytology
for endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine needle aspiration in
pancreatic tumors. Turk J Gastroenterol 2024;35(8):665-74.
doi:10.5152/tjg.2024.23609

Yalcin O, Erdogan-Durmus S, Yarikkaya E. Diagnostic utility
of immunocytochemistry by using liquid-based cytology
(LBC) slides. Folia Histochem Cytobiol 2024;62(1):1-12.
doi:10.5603/fhc.97937

Liang P, Zhu B, Ren XC, Lyu D, Cheng M, Gao JB. Gastric
morphological type: a supplementary addition for the
evaluation of gastric cancer. Oncol Lett 2023;25(5):178.
doi:10.3892/01.2023.13764

Shitara K, Fleitas T, Kawakami H, Curigliano G, NaritaY, Wang
F, et al. Pan-Asian adapted ESMO Clinical Practice Guidelines
for the diagnosis, treatment and follow-up of patients with
gastric cancer. ESMO Open 2024;9(2):102226. doi:10.1016/j.
esmoop.2023.102226

dos Santos GO, Nunes WA, Janior WF, Botega LG, Roehe
AV. Molecular profile of gastric adenocarcinoma, relevant
epidemiological factors - systematic review and meta-analysis
relating sex with Epstein-Barr virus and unstable microsatellites
subtypes. Asia Pac ] Clin Oncol 2024;20(1):109-18.
doi:10.1111/ajco.14032

Ziniga-Pérez N, Munoz-Navarro H, Rivera C. Salivary
biomarkers for the diagnosis of gastric cancer: a systematic
review. Rev Cient Odontol (Lima) 2024;12(2):e199.
doi:10.21142/2523-2754-1202-2024-199

Zhang F, Sahu'V, Peng K, WangY, Li T, Bala P, et al. Recurrent
RhoGAP gene fusion CLDN18-ARHGAP26 promotes
RHOA activation and focal adhesion kinase and YAP-TEAD
signalling in diffuse gastric cancer. Gut 2024;73(8):1280-91.
doi:10.1136/gutjnl-2023-329686

Wang Y, Wang H, Shi T, Song X, Zhang X, Zhang Y, et al.
Immunotherapies targeting the oncogenic fusion gene
CLDN18-ARHGAP in gastric cancer. EMBO Mol Med
2024;16(9):2170-87. doi:10.1038/s44321-024-00120-3

Chen W, Cao K, Zhang L, Zhao X, Chen B, Li W, et al.
Efficacy and safety evaluation of frontline immunotherapy
combinations in advanced esophageal squamous cell
carcinoma: a network meta-analysis highlighting the value
of PD-L1 expression positivity scores. Front Immunol
2024;15:1414753. doi:10.3389/fimmu.2024.1414753

Qi H, Ma X, Ma Yy, Jia L, Liu K, Wang H. Mechanisms of
HIF1A-mediated immune evasion in gastric cancer and the

Middle East J Dig Dis 2026;18(1) 13


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00520-025-09163-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00520-025-09163-9
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.cn112138-20240827-00538
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.cn112138-20240827-00538
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.461
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.370
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.370
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers16193308
https://doi.org/10.1097/cco.0000000000001117
https://doi.org/10.1097/cco.0000000000001117
https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.78076
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.642
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2025.43.4_suppl.642
https://doi.org/10.1503/cjs.005122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gassur.2024.08.031
https://doi.org/10.21873/anticanres.17381
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surge.2022.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12876-023-03030-9
https://doi.org/10.14309/ajg.0000000000002871
https://doi.org/10.14309/ajg.0000000000002871
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gie.2024.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-2156-0063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gie.2023.03.030
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13063-024-07902-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10620-024-08381-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10620-024-08381-1
https://doi.org/10.5152/tjg.2024.23609
https://doi.org/10.5603/fhc.97937
https://doi.org/10.3892/ol.2023.13764
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2023.102226
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2023.102226
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajco.14032
https://doi.org/10.21142/2523-2754-1202-2024-199
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2023-329686
https://doi.org/10.1038/s44321-024-00120-3
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2024.1414753

Alshwayyat et al

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

impact on therapy resistance. Cell Biol Toxicol 2024;40(1):87.
doi:10.1007/510565-024-09917-x

Shitara K, Bang Y], lwasa S, Sugimoto N, Ryu MH, Sakai D, et
al. Trastuzumab deruxtecan in HER2-positive advanced gastric
cancer: exploratory biomarker analysis of the randomized,
phase 2 DESTINY-GastricO1 trial. Nat Med 2024;30(7):1933-
42. doi:10.1038/541591-024-02992-x

Li G, Liu X, Gu C, Ma G, Li S, Ma Z, et al. Mutual exclusivity
and co-occurrence patterns of immune checkpoints indicate
NKG2A relates to anti-PD-1 resistance in gastric cancer. ] Trans|
Med 2024;22(1):718. doi:10.1186/s12967-024-05503-1
Cheng J, Cai M, Wang G, Tao K. HER2 becomes a novel
survival biomarker for gastric cancer patients: a pooled
analysis. Ther Adv Med Oncol 2024;16:17588359241271913.
doi:10.1177/17588359241271913

Waters R, Sewastjanow-Silva M, Yamashita K, Abdelhakeem
A, Iwata KK, Moran D, et al. Retrospective study of claudin
18 isoform 2 prevalence and prognostic association in gastric
and gastroesophageal junction adenocarcinoma. JCO Precis
Oncol 2024;8:€2300543. doi:10.1200/p0.23.00543

Gao M, Wu X, Jiao X, HuY, Wang, Zhuo N, et al. Prognostic
and predictive value of angiogenesis-associated serum proteins
for immunotherapy in esophageal cancer. J Immunother
Cancer 2024;12(2):e006616. doi:10.1136/jitc-2022-006616
Kroese TE, Bronzwaer S, van Rossum PSN, Schoppman SF,
Deseyne P, van Cutsem E, et al. European clinical practice
guidelines for the definition, diagnosis, and treatment of
oligometastatic esophagogastric cancer (OMEC-4). Eur ]
Cancer 2024;204:114062. doi:10.1016/j.ejca.2024.114062
Jones M, Higgs S, Dwerryhouse S, Markos V, Mason K, Green
C, etal. Combined positron emission tomography and contrast
enhanced CT (PET/CeCT) is a feasible single investigation in the
staging of oesophagogastric cancers: single-centre pilot study
experience during the COVID-19 pandemic. Ann R Coll Surg
Engl 2024;106(7):576-84. doi:10.1308/rcsann.2023.0070
LinY, Lin Q, Huang L, Wang J, Ma R, Liu J, et al. Role of high-
resolution magnetic resonance imaging in preoperative tumor-
node-metastasis staging evaluation of esophageal cancer: a
narrative review. Quant Imaging Med Surg 2024;14(12):9589-
99. doi:10.21037/qims-24-34

Wang YC, Liao YJ, Lin WT, Liao SC, Chen Y], Wu CC, et
al. Assessment of endoscopic ultrasound for predicting
preoperative T staging in patients with gastric adenocarcinoma.
J Surg Oncol 2025;131(3):411-6. doi:10.1002/js0.27960

Ren XC, Liang P. Preoperative prediction of microvascular/
nerve invasion in locally advanced gastric cancer by
differentiation and enhanced CT features. Medicine (Baltimore)
2024;103(50):€40816. doi:10.1097/md.0000000000040816
Liu QM, Chen Y, Fan WJ, Wu XH, Zhang ZW, Lu BL, et al.
Value of orthogonal axial MR images in preoperative T staging
of gastric cancer. Abdom Radiol (NY) 2024;49(10):3337-53.
doi:10.1007/s00261-024-04322-8

Deboever N, Jones CM, Yamashita K, Ajani JA, Hofstetter
WL. Advances in diagnosis and management of cancer
of the esophagus. BMJ 2024;385:074962. doi:10.1136/
bmj-2023-074962

Kolozsi P, Varga Z, Toth D. Indications and technical aspects
of proximal gastrectomy. Front Surg 2023;10:1115139.
doi:10.3389/fsurg.2023.1115139

Yang X, Zeng Z, Liao Z, Zhu C, Wang H, Wu H, et al.
Comparison of proximal gastrectomy and total gastrectomy
in proximal gastric cancer: a meta-analysis of postoperative
health condition wusing the PGSAS-45. BMC Cancer
2024;24(1):1282. doi:10.1186/s12885-024-13046-3

Liu X, Wang X, Mao T, Yin X, Wei Z, Fu J, et al. Characteristic
analysis of early gastric cancer after Helicobacter pylori
eradication: a multicenter retrospective propensity score-
matched study. Ann Med 2023;55(1):2231852. doi:10.1080/
07853890.2023.2231852

Middle East J Dig Dis 2026;18(1)

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

Lu YY, Li YX, He M, Wang YL. Laparoscopic vs open surgery
for gastric cancer: assessing time, recovery, complications,
and markers. World J Gastrointest Surg 2024;16(1):40-8.
doi:10.4240/wjgs.v16.i1.40

Guo D, Liao F, Yang L, Liu B, Chen L. The influence of minimally
invasive esophagectomy on wound infection in patients
undergoing esophageal cancer surgery: a meta-analysis. Int
Wound J 2024;21(1):e14598. doi:10.1111/iwj.14598
Shibasaki S, Suda K, Hisamori S, Obama K, Terashima M,
Uyama |. Robotic gastrectomy for gastric cancer: systematic
review and future directions. Gastric Cancer 2023;26(3):325-
38. doi:10.1007/s10120-023-01389-y

Patel NM, Patel PH, Yeung KT, Monk D, Mohammadi B, Mughal
M, et al. Is robotic surgery the future for resectable esophageal
cancer? A systematic literature review of oncological and
clinical outcomes. Ann Surg Oncol 2024;31(7):4281-97.
doi:10.1245/s10434-024-15148-5

Watanabe M, Kuriyama K, Terayama M, Okamura A, Kanamori
J, Imamura Y. Robotic-assisted esophagectomy: current
situation and future perspectives. Ann Thorac Cardiovasc Surg
2023;29(4):168-76. doi:10.5761/atcs.ra.23-00064

Byiringiro 1, Aurit SJ, Nandipati KC. Long-term survival
outcomes associated with robotic-assisted minimally invasive
esophagectomy (RAMIE) for esophageal cancer. Surg Endosc
2023;37(5):4018-27. doi:10.1007/s00464-022-09588-x

Zhu J, Liang X, Chen S, Qin 'Y, Shen D, Yang X. Endoscopic
therapy versus esophagectomy for TTbNOMO esophageal
cancer: a population-based study using propensity score
matching.  Heliyon  2023;9(11):e22189.  doi:10.1016/j.
heliyon.2023.e22189

Deng C, Wu S, Xu F, Zhou Z, ZhuY, Mei Z, et al. Precutting and
trimming-assisted underwater endoscopic mucosal resection
for large early esophageal cancer. Endoscopy 2023;55(S
01):E494-5. doi:10.1055/a-2025-0452

Chen L, Wang H, Qi Z, Liang L, Guo C, He, et al. Dynamics
of long-term quality of life after treatment for esophageal
cancer: a community-based patient study. JCO Glob Oncol
2024;10:€2400044. doi:10.1200/g0.24.00044

Shin HP, Park SB, Seo HR, Jeon JW. Endoscopic resection
of early gastric cancer. J Exerc Rehabil 2023;19(5):252-7.
doi:10.12965/jer.2346480.240

Zhang F, Luo H. Endoscopic submucosal dissection and
teprenone for early gastric cancer, with evaluation of eCura
scoring system. Altern Ther Health Med 2023;29(4):218-23.
van Velzen MJM, Pape M, Sprangers MAG, van Kleef JJ, Mostert
B, Beerepoot LV, et al. Chemotherapy-induced peripheral
neuropathy in patients with gastroesophageal cancer. |
Natl Compr Canc Netw 2024;22(7):455-61. doi:10.6004/
jncen.2024.7014

Sato Y, Okamoto K, Kida Y, Mitsui Y, Kawano Y, Sogabe M, et
al. Overview of chemotherapy for gastric cancer. J Clin Med
2023;12(4):1336. doi:10.3390/jcm12041336

Pracucho EM, Zanatto RM, Oliveira JC, Lopes LR.
Perioperative chemotherapy, adjuvant chemotherapy and
adjuvant chemoradiotherapy in the surgical treatment of
gastric cancer in a hospital of the Brazilian unified health
system. Arq Bras Cir Dig 2024;37:e1810. doi:10.1590/0102-
6720202400017e1810

Leong T, Smithers BM, Michael M, Haustermans K, Wong
R, Gebski V, et al. Preoperative chemoradiotherapy for
resectable gastric cancer. N Engl J Med 2024;391(19):1810-
21. doi:10.1056/NEJM0a2405195

Chen X, Cheng G, Zhu L, Liu T, Yang X, Liu R, et al. Alarmin
S100A8 imparts chemoresistance of esophageal cancer by
reprogramming cancer-associated fibroblasts. Cell Rep Med
2024;5(6):101576. doi:10.1016/j.xcrm.2024.101576

Gaber CE, Sarker J, Abdelaziz Al, Okpara E, Lee TA, Klempner
SJ, et al. Pathologic complete response in patients with
esophageal cancer receiving neoadjuvant chemotherapy


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10565-024-09917-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-024-02992-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-024-05503-1
https://doi.org/10.1177/17588359241271913
https://doi.org/10.1200/po.23.00543
https://doi.org/10.1136/jitc-2022-006616
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2024.114062
https://doi.org/10.1308/rcsann.2023.0070
https://doi.org/10.21037/qims-24-34
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.27960
https://doi.org/10.1097/md.0000000000040816
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00261-024-04322-8
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj-2023-074962
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj-2023-074962
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsurg.2023.1115139
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-024-13046-3
https://doi.org/10.1080/07853890.2023.2231852
https://doi.org/10.1080/07853890.2023.2231852
https://doi.org/10.4240/wjgs.v16.i1.40
https://doi.org/10.1111/iwj.14598
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10120-023-01389-y
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-024-15148-5
https://doi.org/10.5761/atcs.ra.23-00064
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00464-022-09588-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e22189
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e22189
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-2025-0452
https://doi.org/10.1200/go.24.00044
https://doi.org/10.12965/jer.2346480.240
https://doi.org/10.6004/jnccn.2024.7014
https://doi.org/10.6004/jnccn.2024.7014
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm12041336
https://doi.org/10.1590/0102-6720202400017e1810
https://doi.org/10.1590/0102-6720202400017e1810
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa2405195
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.xcrm.2024.101576

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

or chemoradiation: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Cancer Med 2024;13(4):e7076. doi:10.1002/cam4.7076
Jeon WJ, Park D, Al-Manaseer F, Chen Y], Kim )Y, Liu B, et al.
Survival and treatment patterns in stage Il to lll esophageal
cancer. JAMA Netw Open 2024;7(10):e2440568. doi:10.1001/
jamanetworkopen.2024.40568

ShiJ, Song X, Gao Z, Dai D, Ding F, Wu X, et al. Programmed
death receptor-1/programmed death-ligand 1 inhibitors:
clinical progress and biomarker exploration in gastric
cancer.  Heliyon  2024;10(20):e38710.  doi:10.1016/j.
heliyon.2024.e38710

Yang M, Lin W, Huang J, Mannucci A, Luo H. Novel
immunotherapeutic approaches in gastric cancer. Precis Clin
Med 2024;7(4):pbae020. doi:10.1093/pcmedi/pbae020
Janjigian YY, Kawazoe A, Bai Y, Xu J, Lonardi S, Metges JP,
et al. Pembrolizumab plus trastuzumab and chemotherapy
for HER2-positive gastric or gastro-oesophageal junction
adenocarcinoma: interim analyses from the phase 3
KEYNOTE-811  randomised  placebo-controlled  trial.
Lancet  2023;402(10418):2197-208.  doi:10.1016/s0140-
6736(23)02033-0

Singh H, Lowder KE, Kapner K, Kelly RJ, Zheng H, McCleary
NJ, et al. Clinical outcomes and ctDNA correlates for
CAPOX BETR: a phase Il trial of capecitabine, oxaliplatin,
bevacizumab, trastuzumab in previously untreated advanced
HER2 + gastroesophageal adenocarcinoma. Nat Commun
2024;15(1):6833. doi:10.1038/s41467-024-51271-3

Li N, QiuM, Zhangy, Yang M, Lu L, Li W, et al. A randomized
phase 2 study of HLX22 plus trastuzumab biosimilar HLX02
and XELOX as first-line therapy for HER2-positive advanced
gastric cancer. Med 2024;5(10):1255-65.€2. doi:10.1016/j.
med;.2024.06.004

Pietrantonio F, Randon G, Lonardi S, Garattini SK, Tamberi S,
Giommoni E, et al. Ramucirumab plus paclitaxel as switch
maintenance versus continuation of oxaliplatin-based
chemotherapy in patients (PTS) with advanced HER2-negative
gastric or gastroesophageal junction (GEJ) cancer: the ARMANI
phase Il trial. J Clin Oncol 2024;42(17 Suppl):LBA4002.
doi:10.1200/JCO.2024.42.17_suppl.LBA4002

Chen T, Xu M, Xu J, Zhan X, Zhang Y, Ying M, et al. The
application of immunotherapy combined with taxanes in
second-line treatment of advanced HER2 negative gastric
cancer. Mol Clin Oncol 2025;22(1):11. doi:10.3892/
mco.2024.2806

Boku N, Omori T, Shitara K, Sakuramoto S, Yamaguchi K,
Kato K, et al. Nivolumab plus chemotherapy in patients with
HER2-negative, previously untreated, unresectable, advanced,
or recurrent gastric/gastroesophageal junction cancer: 3-year
follow-up of the ATTRACTION-4 randomized, double-
blind, placebo-controlled, phase 3 trial. Gastric Cancer
2024;27(6):1287-301. doi:10.1007/s10120-024-01535-0
Shitara K, Rha SY, Wyrwicz LS, Oshima T, Karaseva N,
Osipov M, et al. Neoadjuvant and adjuvant pembrolizumab
plus chemotherapy in locally advanced gastric or gastro-
oesophageal cancer (KEYNOTE-585): an interim analysis of
the multicentre, double-blind, randomised phase 3 study.
Lancet Oncol 2024;25(2):212-24.  doi:10.1016/s1470-
2045(23)00541-7

Li N, Li Z, Fu Q, Zhang B, Zhang J, Wan XB, et al. Efficacy
and safety of neoadjuvant sintilimab in combination
with FLOT chemotherapy in patients with HER2-negative
locally advanced gastric or gastroesophageal junction
adenocarcinoma: an  investigator-initiated,  single-arm,
open-label, phase Il study. Int ] Surg 2024;110(4):2071-84.
doi:10.1097/js9.0000000000001119

Gao X, Ji K, JiaY, Shan F, ChenY, Xu N, et al. Cadonilimab with
chemotherapy in HER2-negative gastric or gastroesophageal
junction adenocarcinoma: the phase 1b/2 COMPASSION-04
trial.  Nat  Med  2024;30(7):1943-51.  doi:10.1038/

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

Evolving strategies in gastroesophageal cancer

s41591-024-03007-5

Fong C, Patel B, Peckitt C, Bourmpaki E, Satchwell L, Cromarty
S, etal. Maintenance durvalumab after first-line chemotherapy
in patients with HER2-negative advanced oesophago-gastric
adenocarcinoma: results from the randomised PLATFORM
study. ESMO Open 2024;9(7):103622. doi:10.1016/j.
esmoop.2024.103622

Wang F, Shen L, Guo W, Liu T, LiJ, Qin S, et al. Fruquintinib
plus paclitaxel versus placebo plus paclitaxel for gastric or
gastroesophageal junction adenocarcinoma: the randomized
phase 3 FRUTIGA trial. Nat Med 2024;30(8):2189-98.
doi:10.1038/s41591-024-02989-6

Lordick F, Van Cutsem E, Shitara K, Xu RH, Ajani JA, Shah MA,
et al. Health-related quality of life in patients with CLDN18.2-
positive, locally advanced unresectable or metastatic gastric
or gastroesophageal junction adenocarcinoma: results from
the SPOTLIGHT and GLOW clinical trials. ESMO Open
2024;9(8):103663. doi:10.1016/j.esmoop.2024.103663
ZhangP, ChenZ, ShiS, LiZ,YeF, SongL, etal. Efficacy and safety
of surufatinib plus toripalimab, a chemotherapy-free regimen,
in patients with advanced gastric/gastroesophageal junction
adenocarcinoma, esophageal squamous cell carcinoma,
or biliary tract cancer. Cancer Immunol Immunother
2024;73(7):119. doi:10.1007/500262-024-03677-7

Tobias J, Maglakelidze M, Andri¢ Z, Ryspayeva D, Bulat |,
Nikoli¢l, etal. Phase Il trial of HER-Vaxx, a B-cell peptide-based
vaccine, in HER2-overexpressing advanced gastric cancer
patients under platinum-based chemotherapy (HERIZON).
Clin Cancer Res 2024;30(18):4044-54. doi:10.1158/1078-
0432.Ccr-24-0742

Wu YY, Wu FH, Chen IC, Liao TL, Munir M, Liu HJ.
Oncolytic  avian reovirus-sensitized tumor infiltrating
CD8+T cells triggering immunogenic apoptosis in gastric
cancer. Cell Commun Signal 2024;22(1):514. doi:10.1186/
$12964-024-01888-0

ChuY, He X, XueY, Jiang H, Zhu C, Qi C, et al. An exploratory
clinical study of p-glucan combined with camrelizumab
and SOX chemotherapy as first-line treatment for advanced
gastric adenocarcinoma. Front Immunol 2024;15:1448485.
doi:10.3389/fimmu.2024.1448485

Lin JX, Tang YH, Zheng HL, Ye K, Cai JC, Cai LS, et al.
Neoadjuvant camrelizumab and apatinib combined with
chemotherapy versus chemotherapy alone for locally advanced
gastric cancer: a multicenter randomized phase 2 trial. Nat
Commun 2024;15(1):41. doi:10.1038/s41467-023-44309-5
Chen G, Han R, Wang L, Ma W, Zhang W, Lu Z, et
al. Establishment of patient-derived organoids and a
characterization-based drug discovery platform for treatment
of gastric cancer. Cancer Cell Int 2024;24(1):288. doi:10.1186/
$12935-024-03460-9

Schméche T, Fohgrub J, Klimova A, Laaber K, Drukewitz S,
Merboth F, et al. Stratifying esophago-gastric cancer treatment
using a patient-derived organoid-based threshold. Mol Cancer
2024;23(1):10. doi:10.1186/512943-023-01919-3

Zhao, Li S, Zhu L, Huang M, Xie, Song X, et al. Personalized
drug screening using patient-derived organoid and its clinical
relevance in gastric cancer. Cell Rep Med 2024;5(7):101627.
doi:10.1016/j.xcrm.2024.101627

Xu J, Gong J, Li M, Kang Y, Ma ], Wang X, et al. Gastric
cancer patient-derived organoids model for the therapeutic
drug screening. Biochim Biophys Acta Gen Subj
2024;1868(4):130566. doi:10.1016/j.bbagen.2024.130566
Ota H, Tanabe K, Saeki Y, Takemoto Y, Chikuie E, Sakamoto
N, et al. Establishment of a novel overlay culture method that
enables immune response assessment using gastric cancer
organoids. Heliyon = 2024;10(1):23520. doi:10.1016/j.
heliyon.2023.e23520

KimJ, KimJ, Gao G, Choi YM, Kim ], Cho DW, et al. Bioprinted
organoids platform with tumor vasculature for implementing

Middle East J Dig Dis 2026;18(1) 15


https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.7076
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2024.40568
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2024.40568
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e38710
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e38710
https://doi.org/10.1093/pcmedi/pbae020
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(23)02033-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(23)02033-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-51271-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medj.2024.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medj.2024.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2024.42.17_suppl.LBA4002
https://doi.org/10.3892/mco.2024.2806
https://doi.org/10.3892/mco.2024.2806
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10120-024-01535-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(23)00541-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1470-2045(23)00541-7
https://doi.org/10.1097/js9.0000000000001119
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-024-03007-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-024-03007-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2024.103622
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2024.103622
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-024-02989-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esmoop.2024.103663
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00262-024-03677-7
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.Ccr-24-0742
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.Ccr-24-0742
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-024-01888-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12964-024-01888-0
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2024.1448485
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-44309-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12935-024-03460-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12935-024-03460-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12943-023-01919-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.xcrm.2024.101627
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbagen.2024.130566
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e23520
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2023.e23520

Alshwayyat et al

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

102

103.

104.

105.

106.

107

16

precision personalized medicine targeted towards gastric
cancer. Adv Funct Mater 2024;34(11):2306676. doi:10.1002/
adfm.202306676

Sharpe BP, Nazlamova LA, Tse C, Johnston DA, Thomas
J, Blyth R, et al. Patient-derived tumor organoid and
fibroblast assembloid models for interrogation of the
tumor microenvironment in esophageal adenocarcinoma.
Cell Rep Methods 2024;4(12):100909. doi:10.1016/j.
crmeth.2024.100909

Tatalovic S, Doleschal B, Kupferthaler A, Grundner S,
Burghofer J, Webersinke G, et al. Circulating tumor DNA
(ctDNA) dynamics predict early response to treatment in
metastasized gastroesophageal cancer (mGEC) after 2 weeks
of systemic treatment. Cancers (Basel) 2024;16(23):3960.
doi:10.3390/cancers16233960

Zhang H, Jin T, Peng, Luan S, Li X, Xiao X, et al. Association
between plasma circulating tumor DNA and the prognosis
of esophageal cancer patients: a meta-analysis. Int J Surg
2024;110(7):4370-81. doi:10.1097/js9.0000000000001373
Jung SH, Lee CK, Kwon WS, Yun S, Jung M, Kim HS, et al.
Monitoring the outcomes of systemic chemotherapy including
immune checkpoint inhibitor for HER2-positive metastatic
gastric cancer by liquid biopsy. Yonsei Med ] 2023;64(9):531-
40. doi:10.3349/ym;}.2023.0096

Nixon AB, Navarro F, Zhou Kl, Abbott C, Howard L, Brady
JC, et al. Ultra-sensitive ctDNA dynamics to capture therapy
response in  pembrolizumab-treated  gastroesophageal
cancer. J Clin Oncol 2024;42(16 Suppl):4025. doi:10.1200/
JCO.2024.42.16_suppl.4025

Iden CR, Mustafa SM, @gaard N, Henriksen T, Jensen
S, Ahlborn LB, et al. Circulating tumor DNA predicts
recurrence and survival in patients with resectable gastric
and gastroesophageal junction cancer. Gastric Cancer
2025;28(1):83-95. doi:10.1007/s10120-024-01556-9

LiY, Wu J, Feng Y, Wang D, Tao H, Wen J, et al. Kinetics of
plasma cell-free DNA as a prospective biomarker to predict
the prognosis and radiotherapy effect of esophageal cancer.
Cancer  Radiother  2024;28(3):242-50.  doi:10.1016/j.
canrad.2023.11.002

Ding P, Wu J, Wu H, Li T, Niu X, Yang P, et al. Transcriptomics-
based liquid biopsy for early detection of recurrence
in locally advanced gastric cancer. Adv Sci (Weinh)
2024;11(47):2406276. doi:10.1002/advs.202406276

.Han Z, Cheng S, Dai D, Kou Y, Zhang X, Li F, et al. The gut

microbiome affects response of treatments in HER2-negative
advanced gastric cancer. Clin Trans| Med 2023;13(7):e1312.
doi:10.1002/ctm2.1312

Zhang JW, Zhang D, Yin HS, Zhang H, Hong KQ, Yuan JP, et
al. Fusobacterium nucleatum promotes esophageal squamous
cell carcinoma progression and chemoresistance by enhancing
the secretion of chemotherapy-induced senescence-associated
secretory phenotype via activation of DNA damage response
pathway. Gut Microbes 2023;15(1):2197836. doi:10.1080/19
490976.2023.2197836

Li N, Gao L, GeY, Zhao L, Wang Y, Bai C. Impact of the gut
microbiome on response and toxicity to chemotherapy in
advanced esophageal cancer. Heliyon 2024;10(12):32770.
doi:10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e32770

Wu H, Leng X, Liu Q, Mao T, Jiang T, Liu Y, et al. Intratumoral
microbiota composition regulates chemoimmunotherapy
response in esophageal squamous cell carcinoma. Cancer Res
2023;83(18):3131-44. doi:10.1158/0008-5472.Can-22-2593
HeY, Li XY, Hu AQ, Qian D. Salivary microbiome is associated
with the response to chemoradiotherapy in initially inoperable
patients with esophageal squamous cell carcinoma. ] Oral
Microbiol 2024;16(1):2359887. doi:10.1080/20002297.202
4.2359887

. Otsuka K, Isobe ], Asai Y, Nakano T, Hattori K, Ariyoshi T, et

al. Butyricimonas is a key gut microbiome component for

Middle East J Dig Dis 2026;18(1)

108.

109.

110

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

120.

121.

122.

predicting postoperative recurrence of esophageal cancer.
Cancer Immunol Immunother 2024;73(2):23. doi:10.1007/
500262-023-03608-y

Abebe LG, Wondimagegnehu A, Kantelhardt EJ, Addissie A.
Validity and reliability of the amharic version of EORTC QLQ-
OG25 among esophagogastric cancer patients in Ethiopia.
Cancer Rep (Hoboken) 2024;7(10):e70035. doi:10.1002/
cnr2.70035

Holmén A, Jebril W, Ida S, Agustsson T, Lampi M, Rouvelas I,
et al. Effects of neoadjuvant therapy on health-related quality
of life for patients with gastroesophageal cancer. Eur J Surg
Oncol 2023;49(11):107008. doi:10.1016/j.€js0.2023.107008

. Lee SS, Chung HY, Kwon OK. Impact on quality of life with

affirmative feedback on weight loss after gastrectomy. Sci Rep
2023;13(1):15454. doi:10.1038/541598-023-42695-w
Kundalia R, Kodali RK, Deka D, Talukdar A, Jyoti Kalita
D, Das G, et al. Self-expandable metal stent for palliation
of dysphagia in cancer esophagus at a tertiary care center
of north-east India: a prospective study. Int J Surg Oncol
2024;2024:3331040. doi:10.1155/ijs0/3331040

Gupta K, Roy AM, Attwood K, Nipp RD, Mukherjee S. Effects
of immunotherapy on quality-of-life outcomes in patients with
gastroesophageal cancers: a meta-analysis of randomized
controlled trials. Healthcare (Basel) 2024;12(15):1496.
doi:10.3390/healthcare12151496

Akad F, Filip B, Preda C, Zugun-Eloae F, Peiu SN, Akad N,
et al. Assessing nutritional status in gastric cancer patients
after total versus subtotal gastrectomy: cross-sectional study.
Nutrients 2024;16(10):1485. doi:10.3390/nu16101485

Luo F, LuY, Chen C, Chang D, Jiang W, Yin R. Analysis of the
risk factors for negative emotions in patients with esophageal
cancer during the peri-radiotherapy period and their effects on
malnutrition. Int ] Gen Med 2023;16:6137-50. doi:10.2147/
ijgm.S444255

Yan H, He F, Wei J, Zhang Q, Guo C, Ni J, et al. Effects of
individualized dietary counseling on nutritional status and
quality of life in post-discharge patients after surgery for
gastric cancer: a randomized clinical trial. Front Oncol
2023;13:1058187. doi:10.3389/fonc.2023.1058187
McGillivray E, Jain R, Ramamurthy C, Sheng JY, Granina
E, Yu D, et al. Understanding the challenges faced by
esophageal and  gastroesophageal  junction  cancer
survivors. ] Patient Exp 2023;10:23743735231179545.
doi:10.1177/23743735231179545

Huang R, Li A, Ge H, Liu L, Cheng L, Zhang M, et al. Impacts
and pathways of behavioral activation on psychological
distress among patients diagnosed with esophageal and gastric
cancer in China: a randomized controlled trial. Cancer Med
2024;13(19):e70314. doi:10.1002/cam4.70314

Huang R, Ge H, Nie G, Li A, Liu L, Cheng L, et al. Effect of
behavioral activation on stigma and quality of life in patients
with advanced esophageal and gastric cancer: a randomized
controlled  trial.  Psychooncology  2024;33(11):e70021.
doi:10.1002/pon.70021

Christodoulidis G, Konstantinos-Eleftherios K, Marina-
Nektaria K. Double role of depression in gastric cancer: as a
causative factor and as consequence. World J Gastroenterol
2024;30(10):1266-9. doi:10.3748/wjg.v30.i110.126

Barman S, Walker RC, Pucher PP, Jack S, Whyte G, Grocott
MP, et al. A national survey of the provision of prehabilitation
for oesophagogastric cancer patients in the UK. Ann R Coll
Surg Engl 2025;107(4):300-6. doi:10.1308/rcsann.2024.0092
Bell-Brown A, Hopkins T, Watabayashi K, Overstreet K,
Leahy A, Bradshaw E, et al. A proactive financial navigation
intervention in patients with newly diagnosed gastric and
gastroesophageal junction adenocarcinoma. Support Care
Cancer 2024;32(3):189. doi:10.1007/s00520-024-08399-1
Cao X, Zhang M, Li N, Zheng B, Liu M, Song X, et al. First-
line nivolumab plus chemotherapy versus chemotherapy


https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.202306676
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.202306676
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crmeth.2024.100909
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crmeth.2024.100909
https://doi.org/10.3390/cancers16233960
https://doi.org/10.1097/js9.0000000000001373
https://doi.org/10.3349/ymj.2023.0096
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2024.42.16_suppl.4025
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2024.42.16_suppl.4025
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10120-024-01556-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canrad.2023.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canrad.2023.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202406276
https://doi.org/10.1002/ctm2.1312
https://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2023.2197836
https://doi.org/10.1080/19490976.2023.2197836
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2024.e32770
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.Can-22-2593
https://doi.org/10.1080/20002297.2024.2359887
https://doi.org/10.1080/20002297.2024.2359887
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00262-023-03608-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00262-023-03608-y
https://doi.org/10.1002/cnr2.70035
https://doi.org/10.1002/cnr2.70035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2023.107008
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-42695-w
https://doi.org/10.1155/ijso/3331040
https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare12151496
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu16101485
https://doi.org/10.2147/ijgm.S444255
https://doi.org/10.2147/ijgm.S444255
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2023.1058187
https://doi.org/10.1177/23743735231179545
https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.70314
https://doi.org/10.1002/pon.70021
https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v30.i10.126
https://doi.org/10.1308/rcsann.2024.0092
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00520-024-08399-1

123.

124.

125.

126.

127

128.

129.

130.

131.

132

133.

134.

alone for advanced gastric cancer, gastroesophageal junction
cancer, and esophageal adenocarcinoma: a cost-effectiveness
analysis. Ther Adv Med Oncol 2023;15:17588359231171038.
doi:10.1177/17588359231171038

Joseph EA, Allen CJ. Long-term quality of life and survivorship
priorities in esophageal cancer patients: a survey-based
assessment. J Surg Oncol 2025;131(6):1044-52. doi:10.1002/
j50.28045

Zhang P, Kamel Boulos MN. Generative Al in medicine and
healthcare: promises, opportunities and challenges. Future
Internet 2023;15(9):286. doi:10.3390/fi15090286

Preiksaitis C, Rose C. Opportunities, challenges, and future
directions of generative artificial intelligence in medical
education: scoping review. JMIR Med Educ 2023;9:e48785.
doi:10.2196/48785

Sufyan M, Shokat Z, Ashfaq UA. Artificial intelligence in cancer
diagnosis and therapy: current status and future perspective.
Comput  Biol Med 2023;165:107356. doi:10.1016/j.
compbiomed.2023.107356

.Wang S, Wang S, Wang Z. A survey on multi-omics-based

cancer diagnosis using machine learning with the potential
application in gastrointestinal cancer. Front Med (Lausanne)
2022;9:1109365. doi:10.3389/fmed.2022.1109365
Matsubayashi CO, Cheng S, Hulchafo I, Zhang Y, Tada T,
Buxbaum JL, et al. Artificial intelligence for gastric cancer in
endoscopy: from diagnostic reasoning to market. Dig Liver Dis
2024;56(7):1156-63. doi:10.1016/j.d1d.2024.04.019

Lee ], Lee H, Chung JW. The role of artificial intelligence
in gastric cancer: surgical and therapeutic perspectives: a
comprehensive review. | Gastric Cancer 2023;23(3):375-87.
doi:10.5230/jgc.2023.23.€31

Merchan Gémez B, Milla Collado L, Rodriguez M. Artificial
intelligence in esophageal cancer diagnosis and treatment:
where are we now? A narrative review. Ann Trans| Med
2023;11(10):353. doi:10.21037/atm-22-3977

Menon N, Guidozzi N, Chidambaram S, Markar SR.
Performance of radiomics-based artificial intelligence
systems in the diagnosis and prediction of treatment response
and survival in esophageal cancer: a systematic review
and meta-analysis of diagnostic accuracy. Dis Esophagus
2023;36(6):doad034. doi:10.1093/dote/doad034

. Furube T, Takeuchi M, Kawakubo H, Maeda Y, Matsuda S,

Fukuda K, et al. Automated artificial intelligence-based phase-
recognition system for esophageal endoscopic submucosal
dissection (with video). Gastrointest Endosc 2024;99(5):830-
8. doi:10.1016/j.gie.2023.12.037

Guidozzi N, Menon N, Chidambaram S, Markar SR. The
role of artificial intelligence in the endoscopic diagnosis of
esophageal cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Dis Esophagus 2023;36(12):doad048. doi:10.1093/dote/
doad048

Chen W, Liu X, Wang H, Dai J, Li C, Hao Y, et al. Exploring

135.

136.

137.

138

139.

140.

141

142

143.

144.

Evolving strategies in gastroesophageal cancer

the immune escape mechanisms in gastric cancer patients
based on the deep Al algorithms and single-cell sequencing
analysis. ] Cell Mol Med 2024;28(10):e18379. doi:10.1111/
jecmm. 18379

Li S, Li Z, Xue K, Zhou X, Ding C, Shao Y, et al. GC-CDSS:
personalized gastric cancer treatment recommendations
system based on knowledge graph. Int J Med Inform
2024;185:105402. doi:10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2024.105402
ChenY, Gao R, Jing D, Shi L, Kuang F, Jing R. Classification
and prediction of chemoradiotherapy response and survival
from esophageal carcinoma histopathology images.
Spectrochim Acta A Mol Biomol Spectrosc 2024;312:124030.
doi:10.1016/j.saa.2024.124030

Wu D, Lu J, Zheng N, Elsehrawy MG, Alfaiz FA, Zhao H, et
al. Utilizing nanotechnology and advanced machine learning
for early detection of gastric cancer surgery. Environ Res
2024;245:117784. doi:10.1016/j.envres.2023.117784

. Huang X, Xing Y, Han C, Chen S, Jiang S, Kalikeri S, et al.

Utilizing bimetallic nanoparticle-catalyzed methylene blue for
sensitive detection of CYFRA21-1: a biomarker for esophageal
cancer. Top Catal 2025;68(5):738-47. doi:10.1007/s11244-
024-01990-0

Li J, Xu S, Wang Y, Ma F, Chen X, Qu J. Spectral CT vs.
diffusion-weighted imaging for the quantitative prediction of
pathologic response to neoadjuvant chemotherapy in locally
advanced gastric cancer. Eur Radiol 2024;34(9):6193-204.
doi:10.1007/s00330-024-10642-6

Wegen S, Claus K, Linde P, Rosenbrock J, Trommer M, Zander
T, et al. Impact of FAPI-46/dual-tracer PET/CT imaging on
radiotherapeutic management in esophageal cancer. Radiat
Oncol 2024;19(1):44. doi:10.1186/s13014-024-02430-9

. Khalili-Tanha G, Khalili-Tanha N, Rouzbahani AK, Mahdieh

R, Jasemi K, Ghaderi R, et al. Diagnostic, prognostic, and
predictive biomarkers in gastric cancer: from conventional to
novel biomarkers. Transl Res 2024;274:35-48. doi:10.1016/j.
trsl.2024.09.001

. Dungate B, Tucker DR, Goodwin E, Yong PJ. Assessing the utility

of artificial intelligence in endometriosis: promises and pitfalls.
Womens Health (Lond) 2024;20:17455057241248121.
doi:10.1177/17455057241248121

Brigden T, Mitchell C, Redrup Hill E, Hall A. Ethical and
legal implications of implementing risk algorithms for early
detection and screening for oesophageal cancer, now and in
the future. PLoS One 2023;18(10):€0293576. doi:10.1371/
journal.pone.0293576

Cetera GE, Facchin F, Vigano P, Merli CE, Frassineti A, Fiorini
J, et al. “So Far Away” how doctors can contribute to making
endometriosis hell on earth. A call for humanistic medicine
and empathetic practice for genuine person-centered care.
A narrative review. Int ] Womens Health 2024;16:273-87.
doi:10.2147/ijwh.S440542

Middle East J Dig Dis 2026;18(1) 17


https://doi.org/10.1177/17588359231171038
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.28045
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.28045
https://doi.org/10.3390/fi15090286
https://doi.org/10.2196/48785
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compbiomed.2023.107356
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compbiomed.2023.107356
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmed.2022.1109365
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dld.2024.04.019
https://doi.org/10.5230/jgc.2023.23.e31
https://doi.org/10.21037/atm-22-3977
https://doi.org/10.1093/dote/doad034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gie.2023.12.037
https://doi.org/10.1093/dote/doad048
https://doi.org/10.1093/dote/doad048
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcmm.18379
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcmm.18379
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijmedinf.2024.105402
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2024.124030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2023.117784
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11244-024-01990-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11244-024-01990-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-024-10642-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13014-024-02430-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trsl.2024.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trsl.2024.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/17455057241248121
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0293576
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0293576
https://doi.org/10.2147/ijwh.S440542

