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Esophageal cancer remains a leading cause of cancer-related
death worldwide. Its incidence and mortality rank seventh
and sixth among all cancers in 2020 [1], respectively. The
geographical regions with most esophageal cancer cases
and deaths include central and eastern Asia (known as the
Asian esophageal cancer belt), parts of Africa, and some
South American countries, with esophageal squamous cell
carcinoma (ESCC) being the major histological subtype
(comprising nearly 90 % of cases). Due to the asymptomatic
nature of early-stage lesions, more than 80 % of ESCC were
diagnosed at an advanced stage. This have led to an
extremely poor prognosis of ESCC, with 5-year survival
rates less than 20 % in most countries.

Cancer screening could facilitate earlier detection and
longer patient survival. Upper gastrointestinal endoscopy
with biopsy is currently the only well-established method for
ESCC screening and diagnosis. Population-based studies in
ESCC endemic regions in China have confirmed that Lugol
chromoendoscopic screening increases the early detection
rate and decreases mortality. However, endoscopy is an
invasive procedure, with relatively low patient acceptability
and risks of procedure-related complications. Furthermore,
endoscopy is not sufficiently available in many high-risk
areas, and the cost-effectiveness of implementing endoscopic
screening at a population level remains suboptimal. There-
fore, to improve the coverage and efficiency of population-
based ESCC screening, there is an urgent need to develop less
invasive screening methods with acceptable cost, accessi-
bility, and diagnostic accuracy. Recently, many emerging
non-invasive screening modalities have been developed,
which holds promise for improving ESCC early detection rate.
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Esophageal cytology

Esophageal balloon cytology was invented by Prof. Shen
Qiong from China in 1960s, and was widely used in ESCC
screening in Linxian which is a well-known ESCC high-risk
area. Cell specimen from the esophageal mucosa could be
collected by the inflated balloon sampler during device
retrieval, and smear cytology slides were subsequently
made for cytologists to find squamous dysplasia. Patients
with abnormal cytological findings would be subsequently
referred to endoscopy or treatment. Groundbreaking as this
technique was, the sensitivity for detecting histology-
confirmed squamous dysplasia was less than 50% in
asymptomatic participants [2]. This low sensitivity may be
due to sampling error (missing cells during collection &
slides preparation) and difficulties in interpretation of
esophageal cell morphology. Furthermore, the balloon
retrieval process could cause considerable patient discom-
fort. Due to these reasons, balloon cytology was not widely
used in other high-risks regions. Recently, a sponge cell
sampler (sponge within a soluble gelatin capsule) has been
reported to provide increased cell yields (>10°cells) and
improved patient acceptability. A research group in China
combined sponge cytology and deep learning cell recognition
and classification. After cell collection, slides preparation and
digitalization, the artificial intelligence (AI) scanner auto-
matically indicates potentially abnormal cells for cytologists
to confirm, which could decrease the possibility of missed
diagnosis while reducing cytologists’ working load. During
validation in community-based screening of 1,844 partici-
pants, the Al-assisted sponge cytology achieved a sensitivity of
90.0 % and specificity of 93.7 % [3]. This group also developed
and validated a machine learning model for ESCC and
esophagogastric junctional adenocarcinoma screening based
on 17,498 screening participants in China, which could assess
the disease risk based on computational cytology features and
risk factors in a fully-automated manner, achieving an area
under the curve (AUC) of 0.960 [4].

In addition to cytologist- or Al-based morphological
analysis, biomarker test based on cytology specimen also
showed promising results in recent years. Sponge cytology
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combined with p53 immunohistochemical staining showed a
sensitivity of 100 % and specificity of 97 % for detecting 4
cases of high-grade squamous dysplasia from Golestan, Iran.
Sponge cytology combined with a DNA methylation panel
including cg20655070, SLC35F1, and ZNF132 also showed
acceptable results for detecting ESCC, though the sample
size was relatively small and participants were not
recruited from a screening setting [5]. Considering current
research evidences, esophageal cytology tests based on Al
morphology and novel biomarkers, if further validated in
screening population, has the potential to be implemented
in mass screening in high-risk areas and reduce ESCC
mortality.

Biomarker-based liquid biopsy

Liquid biopsy refers to the technique that captures materials
originate from cancer tissues (DNA, RNA, proteins, cells)
through body fluid specimen (blood, saliva, urine, etc.).
Blood-based molecular targets for ESCC screening mainly
includes auto-antibodies (anti-p53 antibody, etc.), circulating
tumor DNA (ctDNA), and cell-free non-coding RNAs
(including miRNA, IncRNA, etc.). Most of previous studies
have shown only modest results in screening population,
and no biomarkers were currently approved for clinical
application. Recently, with the substantial development in
high-throughput sequencing and quantitative detection
technology, some studies on blood-based ESCC screening
have shown promising results. Methylation assay of ctDNA
KCNA3 and OTOP2 has produced an AUC, sensitivity, and
specificity of 0.88, 81.5 %, and 92.9 % for detecting ESCC [6].
An international team has discovered and independently
validated a serum 8-miRNA panel (including miR-103,
miR-106b, miR-151, miR-17, miR-181a, miR-21, miR-25, and
miR-93), and the AUCs were 0.80—0.93 in large international
validation cohorts [7]. Importantly, they also found the su-
periority of the 8-miRNA signature to current clinical sero-
logical markers for early ESCC patients.

Saliva has the advantage of complete non-invasive sam-
pling, and salivary biomarkers were found to be potentially
useful in ESCC screening. Li et al. proposed a salivary exosome
6-miRNA signature (miR-1268a, miR-4505, miR-1972, miR-4274,
miR-4701-3p, and miR-6126) and showed a high accuracy for
distinguish patients with all-stage ESCC [8]. A bi-signature of
tRNA-derived small RNAs (tRNA-GlyGCC-5 and sRESE) in
saliva exosome was also found to be highly effective to
discriminate ESCC and healthy ones with high sensitivity
(90.50 %) and specificity (94.20 %) [9]. Besides values in
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screening and diagnosis, those signatures were also found to
have prognostic significance.

Breath volatile organic compounds

Human breath contains hundreds of volatile organic com-
pounds (VOCs), which is a potential approach for completely
non-invasive disease screening. A systematic review and
meta-analysis showed that the pooled AUC of VOCs diag-
nosing gastroesophageal cancer was 0.95 [10]. For ESCC, the
research evidence is still far from sufficient. A pilot study
from China reported an AUC of 0.943 for detecting ESCC.
However, these preliminary results should be interpreted
with caution due to the relatively small sample size (29 ESCC
and 57 healthy relatives), insufficient numbers of early-stage
cancers, and lack of blinding.

Future perspectives

The non-invasive screening of ESCC has taken a substantial
step forward in recent years. The acceptability and accuracy
of esophageal cytology test have been significantly improved
due to the combination with AI or novel biomarkers. Both
blood-based and saliva-based biomarkers have shown
promising results in ESCC screening. Breath test is an
attractive screening approach though more research evi-
dences are warranted. For all the screening methods, it is
crucial to validate their performances in a screening setting
and carefully evaluate their cost-effectiveness before rec-
ommended in population-based programs. Besides devel-
oping new screening modalities, how to better make use of
existing methods (alone or in combination) at a population
level is also a pivotal research question. Better combining
multiple non-invasive screening tests with the current sys-
tem of endoscopic confirmation and subsequent treatment
and follow-up could transform screening strategy and
reduce ESCC mortality.

Research ethics: Not applicable.

Informed consent: Not applicable.

Author contributions: The authors have accepted
responsibility for the entire content of this manuscript and
approved its submission. G. Y. drafted the manuscript; W.L.
and L.Z. conceived the idea contributed to the writing of the
manuscript.

Competing interests: The authors state no conflict of
interest.



Research funding: Innovation Initiative of Science and
Technology Commission of Shanghai Municipality (Grant no.
21Y31900100).

Data availability: Not applicable.

References

1. Sung H, Ferlay J, Siegel RL, Laversanne M, Soerjomataram I, Jemal A,

et al. Global cancer statistics 2020: GLOBOCAN estimates of incidence
and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 countries. CA Cancer

J Clin 2021;71:209-49.

. Roth M, Liu SF, Dawsey SM, Zhou B, Copeland C, Wang GQ, et al.
Cytologic detection of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma and
precursor lesions using balloon and sponge samplers in asymptomatic
adults in Linxian, China. Cancer 1997;80:2047-59.

. GaoY, Xin L, Feng YD, Yao B, Lin H, Sun C, et al. Feasibility and accuracy
of artificial intelligence-assisted sponge cytology for community-based
esophageal squamous cell carcinoma screening in China. Am |
Gastroenterol 2021;116:2207-15.

. Gao Y, Xin L, Lin H, Yao B, Zhang T, Zhou A), et al. Machine learning-
based automated sponge cytology for screening of oesophageal
squamous cell carcinoma and adenocarcinoma of the

368 —— Gao et al.: New insights into non-invasive screening of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma

DE GRUYTER

oesophagogastric junction: a nationwide, multicohort, prospective
study. Lancet Gastroenterol Hepatol 2023;8:432-45.

5. Ma K, Kalra A, Tsai HL, Okello S, Cheng Y, Meltzer SJ, et al. Accurate

7.

10.

nonendoscopic detection of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma
using methylated DNA biomarkers. 2022;163:507-9

. BianY, Gao, Lu C, Tian B, Xin L, Lin H, et al. Genome-wide methylation

profiling identified methylated KCNA3 and OTOP2 as promising
diagnostic markers for esophageal squamous cell carcinoma. Chin Med
J (Engl) 2023 Aug 31. https://doi.org/10.1097/CM9.0000000000002832
[Epub ahead of print].

Miyoshi], Zhu Z, Luo A, Toden S, Zhou X, Izumi D, et al. A microRNA-based
liquid biopsy signature for the early detection of esophageal squamous
cell carcinoma: a retrospective, prospective and multicenter study.

Mol Cancer 2022;21:44.

. LiK, LinY, Zhou Y, Xiong X, Wang L, LiJ, et al. Salivary extracellular

microRNAs for early detection and prognostication of esophageal
cancer: a clinical study. Gastroenterology 2023;165:932-45.

. LiK LinY, Luo Y, Xiong X, Wang L, Durante K, et al. A signature of

saliva-derived exosomal small RNAs as predicting biomarker for
esophageal carcinoma: a multicenter prospective study. Mol Cancer
2022;21:21.

Yang H, Mou Y, Hu B. Diagnostic ability of volatile organic compoundsin
digestive cancer: a systematic review with meta-analysis. Clin Med
Insights Oncol 2022;16. https://doi.org/10.1177/11795549221105027
[Epub ahead of print].


https://doi.org/10.1097/CM9.0000000000002832
https://doi.org/10.1177/11795549221105027
https://doi.org/10.1177/11795549221105027

	New insights into non-invasive screening of esophageal squamous cell carcinoma
	Esophageal cytology
	Biomarker-based liquid biopsy
	Breath volatile organic compounds
	Future perspectives
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 35
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1000
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.10000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU ()
    /ENN ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (ISO Coated v2 \(ECI\))
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName <FEFF005B0048006F006800650020004100750066006C00F600730075006E0067005D>
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.503940
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


