
Abstract. Aim: To determine the association between
sarcopenia and prognosis in patients with metastatic gastric
cancer (mGC) receiving chemotherapy. Patients and
Methods: Our study retrospectively evaluated 231
consecutive Japanese patients with mGC who commenced
first-line chemotherapy at our Institution between January
2013 and December 2015. Muscle loss during chemotherapy
was defined as a ≥10% reduction in the skeletal muscle
index and was evaluated for its association with time to
treatment failure (TTF) and overall survival (OS). Results:
Of 118 patients, 89% had baseline sarcopenia and 31%
developed muscle loss. Muscle loss was significantly
associated with shorter TTF and OS and was an independent
prognostic factor for both these parameters; poor
performance status and poorer differentiation on histology
were also significant predictors of shorter OS. However,
muscle loss was not significantly associated with increased
grade 3 or higher toxicities. Conclusion: Muscle loss during
chemotherapy negatively affected survival among patients
with mGC.

Gastric cancer is the third leading cause of cancer-related
death and is an especially prevalent disease in east Asia (1).
Although systemic chemotherapy has improved the
outcomes of patients with metastatic gastric cancer (mGC)
compared with best supportive care alone, outcomes remain
poor, with median survival times of approximately 10-14
months (2, 3). In this context, there is growing evidence that

depletion of muscle volume (sarcopenia) negatively affects
oncological outcomes. The mechanisms underlying cachexia,
hypercatabolism, and sarcopenia are complex and include
aging, low physical activity, malnutrition, anorexia, and
hyperinflammation mediated by humoral (e.g. inflammatory
cytokines) or neural factors (4). 

Abnormal metabolism is a common phenomenon in many
types of advanced cancer, including gastric cancer, and mGC
frequently involves cachexia or sarcopenia (5, 6). In
addition, sarcopenia can be induced by highly toxic
chemotherapeutic agents (e.g. capecitabine or 5-fluorouracil
for metastatic colorectal cancer) (7, 8). The main treatment
for mGC is systemic chemotherapy. Although it is unclear
whether sarcopenia affects survival among patients with
mGC who receive systemic chemotherapy, sarcopenia is
reportedly associated with poor overall survival (OS) in
those with resectable gastric cancer (9), colorectal cancer
(10), hepatocellular carcinoma (11), and oesophageal cancer
(12). Interestingly, previous studies have indicated that
muscle loss during chemotherapy, rather than baseline
sarcopenia, independently predicts poor OS among patients
with metastatic colorectal cancer (13, 14). Moreover, the
outcomes of mGC are affected by various clinical factors,
including poor performance status, multiple metastatic sites,
peritoneal metastasis, bone metastasis, liver metastasis,
elevated alkaline phosphatase (ALP), and elevated lactate
dehydrogenase (LDH) (15, 16). This study aimed to assess
whether sarcopenia and muscle loss can serve as factors
predictive of survival outcomes and toxicity among patients
with mGC who receive chemotherapy.

Patients and Methods
Study population. Our study retrospectively evaluated 231
consecutive Japanese patients with mGC who commenced first-line
platinum-based chemotherapy at our Institution between January
2013 and December 2015. The inclusion criteria were: age >18
years, histologically confirmed mGC (adenocarcinoma), treatment
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using fluoropyrimidine plus a platinum agent (cisplatin or
oxaliplatin), an Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance
status (PS) score of 0-2, adequate organ function, and available
abdominal computed tomographic (CT) data acquired ≤30 days
before the first chemotherapy dosing (baseline analysis) and >8
weeks (56-144 days) after initiating chemotherapy. To homogenize
the cohort, patients who received non-platinum-based regimens
were excluded. The study was approved by the Aichi Cancer Center
Hospital Institutional Review Board (no. 2013-3-103).

Outcomes. The overall response rate (ORR) was evaluated using
version 1.1 of the Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumours
(17), and adverse events were evaluated using version 4.0 of the
Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (18). Treatment
exposure was calculated as the relative dose intensity. The modified
Glasgow prognostic score (mGPS) was calculated based on a score
of 2 for patients with elevated serum C-reactive protein (CRP) level
(>0.5 mg/dl) and hypoalbuminemia (≤3.5 g/dI), a score of 1 for a
single abnormal value, and a score of 0 for no abnormal values (19).
Time to treatment failure (TTF) was calculated from the date of the
first chemotherapy dosing to the date of treatment discontinuation
for any reason. OS was calculated from the date of first
chemotherapy administration to the date of death from any cause or
the last follow-up visit.

Measurement of skeletal muscle volume and skeletal muscle loss.
Muscle area at the third lumbar vertebra (L3) is a standard skeletal
landmark that correlates with whole-body muscle volume (20).
Therefore, the cross-sectional skeletal muscle area at L3 was
measured (cm2) using routine abdominal CT data and the Volume
Analyzer Synapse Vincent 3 image analysis system (Fujifilm
Medical, Tokyo, Japan). Skeletal muscle was identified and
quantified using Hounsfield units (HU) with thresholds of −29 HU
to 150 HU. The skeletal muscle area at L3 was normalized using
the skeletal muscle index (SMI), which is calculated as the cross-
sectional muscle area (cm2) at L3 divided by height squared (m2)
(11, 12). Sarcopenia at baseline was defined according to Prado et
al.’s criteria as an SMI ≤53.4 cm2/m2 for men and ≤38.5 cm2/m2
for women (21). Muscle loss was defined as a decrease in SMI of
more than 10% at the first evaluation relative to baseline because
the cut-off value for the lowest tertile was approximately 10%.

Data analysis. The patients were grouped according to whether they
had sarcopenia at baseline and whether they developed muscle loss.
The relationships of clinicopathological factors with sarcopenia and
muscle loss were evaluated using the Chi-square test or Fisher’s
exact test. Survival curves were estimated using the Kaplan–Meier
method and compared using the log-rank test. Univariate and
multivariate Cox regression analyses were performed to determine
whether baseline sarcopenia or muscle loss predicted TTF or OS,
and variables with p≤0.1 on univariate analyses were subjected to
multivariate analyses. Two-sided p-values of 0.05 or less were
considered statistically significant. All statistical analyses were
performed using EZR (The R Foundation for Statistical Computing,
Vienna, Austria) (22).

Results
Patient characteristics. The present study included 118
patients (49.7% of potentially eligible patients) after excluding

79 who were treated using non-platinum-based chemotherapy,
28 patients without available CT data, and six patients with
poor PS or inadequate organ function (Figure 1). The median
follow-up time was 14.3 months (range=2.5-39.2 months),
within which treatment failure occurred in all patients. The
median OS was 17.5 months [95% confidence interval
(CI)=13.6-20 months], while the median TTF was 7.3 months
(95% CI=6.3-8.6 months). The patients’ characteristics are
shown in Table I; 105 patients (89%) had sarcopenia at
baseline based on Prado et al.’s criteria and 37 patients (31%)
developed muscle loss. The latter was significantly associated
with increased ALP, LDH, and CRP levels compared with
baseline. Marked differences were also observed according to
muscle loss status in the neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR;
<3 vs. ≥3, p=0.05) and mGPS (p=0.06). There was minimal
change in body mass index between the baseline evaluation
and the first treatment evaluation; the change in SMI was
slightly greater than that for body mass index (Table II). 

Treatment outcomes. The ORR values were 68% and 55%
(p=0.49) for the sarcopenic and non-sarcopenic groups,
respectively, and 65% and 68% (p>0.99) for groups with and
without muscle loss, respectively. The effect of variation in
time to follow-up CT on OS and TTF was evaluated. Patients
were divided into three groups based on the time to follow-
up CT (group 1=56-68 days, group 2=69-92 days, and group
3=94-144 days). OS did not vary significantly among the
three groups [group 1: N=39, median OS=20.2 (95%
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Figure 1. Study flow chart. CT, Computed tomography; CTx,
chemotherapy; mGC, metastatic gastric cancer; PS, performance status.



CI=13.6-30.6) months; group 2: N=40, median OS=12.4
(95% CI=9.8-20.2) months; and group 3: N=39, median
OS=17.5 (95% CI=11.9-22.5) months; p=0.15 (log-rank
test)]. TTF was not significantly altered based on time to

follow-up CT [group 1: N=39, median TTF=8.2 (95%
CI=6.3-9.3) months; group 2: N=40, median TTF=7.0 (95%
CI=5.93-9.26) months; and group 3: N=39, median TTF=7.2
(95% CI=3.7-9.1) months; p=0.48 (log-rank test)].
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Table I. Patient characteristics.

                                                              All               Sarcopenia         No sarcopenia         p-Value         Muscle loss        No muscle loss       p-Value
                                                          (n=118)               (n=105)                   (n=13)                                          (n=37)                    (n=81)

Age, years
  Median (range)                            64 (27-84)          64 (27-84)              57 (47-79)                   -                64 (27-79)             64 (30-84)                 -
Gender,%
  Male/female                                     59/41                  61/39                      43/57                    0.37                 64/36                      56/44                 0.42
ECOG PS
  0/1/2                                                38/53/9              40/50/10                  31/62/7                  0.82               30/54/16                 43/50/7                0.12
BMI (kg/m2),%
  ≤18.5/18.5-25/>25                         16/70/14              23/70/7                   0/38/62                ≤0.001             17/68/15                19/70/11               0.83
Histology,%
  Diff/undiff                                        25/75                  74/26                      84/16                    0.51                 13/87                      30/70                 0.09
HER2 status,%
  Pos/neg/NA                                    25/74/1                 74/26                      84/16                    0.56                32/68/0                  23/76/1                0.35
No. of metastatic sites,%
  1/≥2                                                  53/47                  54/46                      46/54                    0.79                 47/53                      55/45                 0.61
Metastasis location,% 
  Peritoneum                                          59                     41/59                      38/62                    0.92                    62                           58                    0.82
  Liver                                                    22                     75/25                       92/8                     0.30                    29                           20                    0.33
Regimen,%
  Cis/ox-based                                    78/22                  78/22                      77/23                 >0.99                 80/20                      73/27                 0.51
ALP (U/l),%
  <ULN/≥ULN                                   75/25                  73/27                      84/16                    0.58                 59/41                      76/24                 0.02
LDH (U/l),%
  <ULN/≥ULN                                   85/15                  84/16                       92/8                     0.69                 73/27                      90/10                 0.03
NLR,%
  <3/≥3                                                44/56                  46/54                      23/77                    0.18                 30/70                      51/49                 0.05
mGPS,%
  0/1/2                                               50/27/23             49/28/23                 62/15/23                 0.56               41/35/24                63/25/12               0.06

Muscle loss refers to muscle loss during chemotherapy. ECOG PS, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status; BMI, body mass
index; Diff, differentiated; undiff, undifferentiated; HER2, human epidermal growth factor 2; Pos, positive; NA, not assessed; neg, negative; Cis,
cisplatin; ox, oxaliplatin; ALP, alkaline phosphatase; ULN, upper limit of normal; LDH, lactate dehydrogenase; NLR, neutrophil-to-lymphocyte
ratio; mGPS, modified Glasgow prognostic score.

Table II. Change in skeletal muscle index and body mass index. 

                                                                                                                              Time point

Parameter                                                                  At baseline, mean (SD)                          At follow-up, mean (SD)                               Change

Skeletal muscle index (cm2/m2)                                                 
   All                                                                                     39.0 (8.02)                                                36.4 (8.05)                                             −7%
   Male                                                                                 42.5 (7.55)                                                39.6 (7.84)                                             −7%
   Female                                                                              33.9 (5.56)                                                31.7 (5.76)                                             −7%
Body mass index (kg/m2)
   All                                                                                     21.1 (3.24)                                                20.6 (3.18)                                             −2%
   Male                                                                                 21.6 (2.89)                                                21.2 (3.07)                                             −2%
   Female                                                                              20.3 (3.55)                                                20.0 (3.22)                                             −2%

SD, Standard deviation.



To calculate the cut-off value for muscle loss, patients
were divided into three groups by percentage change in SMI
after chemotherapy (tertile 1: 61.4-89.7%, tertile 2: 90.0-
96.9%, and tertile 3: 96.9-126.3%) (14). The cut-off for
muscle loss was based on the lowest tertile (approximately
10%).

Sarcopenia was not associated with TTF [hazard ratio
(HR)=1.11, 95% CI=0.61-2.04, p=0.71] or OS (HR=0.94,
95% CI=0.50-1.79, p=0.87) (Figure 2). However, muscle
loss was significantly associated with both shorter TTF
(muscle loss vs. non-muscle loss: 4.5 vs. 8.6 months,
HR=2.08, 95% CI=1.37-3.15, p≤0.001) and shorter OS (11.3

vs. 20.2 months, HR=2.10, 95% CI=1.32-3.33, p=0.001)
(Figure 2). Univariate analyses revealed that poor TTF was
associated with muscle loss (p≤0.001), elevated LDH
(p=0.03), poor mGPS (0-1 vs. 2, p=0.03), and poorer
differentiation (p=0.01). Only muscle loss independently
predicted TTF on multivariate analysis (p=0.01). Univariate
analyses also revealed that poor OS was associated with
muscle loss (p=0.01), poor PS (p=0.02), poorer
differentiation (p≤0.001), human epidermal growth factor 2
expression (p=0.04), and peritoneal metastasis (p=0.03);
multivariate analyses revealed that poor OS was
independently predicted by muscle loss (p=0.01), poor PS
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Figure 2. Kaplan-Meier survival curves for time to treatment failure (TTF; A and B) and overall survival (OS; C and D) according to sarcopenia
status and muscle loss.



(p=0.01), and poorer differentiation (p=0.001) (Table III).
Second-line chemotherapy was administered to the
sarcopenic and non-sarcopenic groups in similar proportions
(77% and 76%, respectively; p>0.99). Similarly, a
comparison of the groups with and without muscle loss
revealed similar proportions of second-line (78% and 70%,
respectively; p=0.89), third-line (40% and 44%, respectively;
p=0.84), and fourth-line or later chemotherapies (16% and
22%, respectively; p=0.61). No significant inter-group
differences were observed in the relative dose intensities of
S-1 plus cisplatin, capecitabine plus cisplatin, or S-1 plus
oxaliplatin (Table IV). 

Adverse events. No significant differences were observed in
the occurrence of grade 3 or higher haematological and non-
haematological toxicities between the sarcopenic and non-
sarcopenic groups or between the groups with and without
muscle loss (Table V). All-grade anorexia was significantly
more common in the group with muscle loss than in that
without muscle loss (p=0.02). 

Discussion

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to
demonstrate a relationship between skeletal muscle depletion
and outcomes among patients with mGC who received
systemic chemotherapy, with several interesting findings.
Firstly, the development of muscle loss was significantly and

negatively associated with both TTF and OS. Secondly,
sarcopenia at baseline was not associated with survival
outcomes. Third, there were no significant differences
between the sarcopenic and non-sarcopenic groups nor
between the groups with and without muscle loss in terms of
best tumour response, treatment-related toxicities (except
anorexia), and the proportion of patients who received
subsequent chemotherapy. These findings suggest that
physicians should carefully consider both their patients’
baseline body weight and SMI, as well as any changes in
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Table III. Univariate and multivariate analyses of factors associated with time to treatment failure (TTF) and overall survival (OS). 

                                                                                                                  TTF                                                                                OS

                                                                               Univariate analysis          Multivariate analysis          Univariate analysis          Multivariate analysis

Factor                               Comparison         HR (95% CI)     p-Value     HR (95% CI)    p-Value     HR (95% CI)     p-Value      HR (95% CI)     p-Value

Baseline status              Sarcopenia vs.     1.18 (0.61-2.04)    0.71                                                   0.94 (0.50-1.79)    0.87      0.94 (0.50-1.79)     0.87
                                       no sarcopenia
Skeletal muscle loss      Muscle loss vs.    2.08 (1.37-3.15)  ≤0.001    1.96 (1.28-3.00)    0.01       2.10 (1.32-3.33)    0.01      2.10 (1.32-3.33)     0.01
                                       no muscle loss
ECOG PS                           1-2 vs. 0          1.28 (0.87-1.89)    0.20      1.31 (0.88-1.95)    0.17       2.08 (1.30-3.35)    0.02      2.08 (1.30-3.35)     0.02
Gastrectomy                      Yes vs. no         1.39 (0.93-2.09)    0.11                                                   1.18 (0.74-1.88)    0.47                                        
Histology                       Undiff vs. diff      1.69 (1.09-2.64)    0.01      1.53 (0.97-2.40)    0.06       3.37 (1.81-626)   ≤0.001    3.37 (1.81-626)    ≤0.001
HER2 status                     Neg vs. pos        0.76 (0.49-1.19)    0.23                                                   0.56 (0.32-0.98)    0.04      0.56 (0.32-0.98)     0.04
Metastatic sites                   ≥2 vs. 1           1.16 (0.79-1.69)    0.43                                                   0.91 (0.58-1.42)    0.69                                        
Peritoneal metastasis         Yes vs. no         1.21 (0.82-1.78)    0.31                                                   1.62 (1.03-2.55)    0.03      1.62 (1.03-2.55)     0.03
ALP (U/l)                     ≥ULN vs. <ULN   1.01 (0.65-1.56)    0.96                                                   1.27 (0.76-2.10)    0.34                                        
LDH (U/l)                    ≥ULN vs. <ULN   1.74 (1.03-2.95)    0.03                                                   1.55 (0.87-2.77)    0.13                                        
NLR                                   ≥3 vs. <3          1.19 (0.81-1.73)    0.37                                                   1.22 (0.78-1.91)    0.36                                        
mGPS                                  2 vs. 0-1          1.60 (1.02-2.49)    0.03                                                   1.29 (0.78-2.15)    0.31                                        

HR: Hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; Sarco, sarcopenia; ECOG PS, Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group performance status; Diff,
differentiated; undiff, undifferentiated; HER2, human epidermal growth factor 2; Pos, positive; neg, negative; ALP, alkaline phosphatase; ULN,
upper limit of normal; LDH, lactate dehydrogenase; NLR, neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio; mGPS, modified Glasgow prognostic score.

Table IV. Treatment exposure for each regimen given as median relative
dose intensity (range).

Regimen median             Muscle                    No muscle          p-Value
(range)                                 loss                             loss

SP                                        n=13                           n=48                      
  S-1                           90% (56-100%)         94% (72-100%)         0.13
  Cisplatin                   81 (49-100%)             82 (47-102%)           0.73
XP                                       n=10                           n=13                      
  Capecitabine           89% (77-100%)         85% (35-100%)         0.14
  Cisplatin                   76 (55-100%)           67% (50-103%)         0.14
SOX                                     n=6                            n=12                      
  S-1                           83% (80-100%)         85% (80-100%)         0.35
  Oxaliplatin              91% (59-100%)         92% (59-103%)         0.76

Muscle loss, Muscle loss during chemotherapy. p-Values were obtained
using Student’s t-test.



these variables during therapy. Moreover, muscle loss was
significantly or marginally associated with high baseline
values of ALP (p=0.02), LDH (p=0.03), NLR (p=0.05), and
mGPS (p=0.06), which are known markers of tumour burden
or inflammation in patients with cancer. Hence, a high
tumour burden or hyperinflammatory state may accelerate
muscle loss and lead to poor outcomes.

In the present study, most patients with mGC had
sarcopenia at baseline (89%), although Prado et al.’s original
cut-off value for diagnosing sarcopenia was determined
using data from Western patients (21). Therefore, their
criteria may have been too restrictive for Asian patients with
mGC, who may require modified population-specific
benchmarks. Nevertheless, we failed to identify an optimal
cut-off value for baseline sarcopenia that is predictive of
poor outcomes despite evaluating several such values (data
not shown). It is, therefore, possible that baseline sarcopenia
has no impact on patient outcomes; indeed, previous studies
have also shown a high prevalence of sarcopenia in patients
with gastric cancer undergoing chemotherapy or surgery, but
no association between sarcopenia and survival or
postoperative complications (23, 24).

The present study revealed that muscle loss was an
independent predictor of progressive disease (i.e. TTF) and
mortality (i.e. OS) among patients with mGC. It is
interesting that muscle loss, but not baseline sarcopenia,
was able to predict these outcomes, although using Prado
et al.’s cut-off values for sarcopenia may explain this
phenomenon. Notably, however, previous studies also
found that muscle loss, but not baseline sarcopenia, was
associated with poor OS among patients with metastatic
colorectal cancer (13, 14).

The time to follow-up CT did not significantly affect OS
or TTF. Although we did not evaluate muscle loss directly in

relation to time to follow-up CT, the insignificant impact on
OS and TTF showed that time to follow-up was not an
influencing factor for prognosis. Although group 1 showed
slightly better prognosis in terms of OS, the prognosis of
group 2 was worse than that of group 3, suggesting that these
changes were independent of time to follow-up CT. Further
studies are required to evaluate the relationship between
muscle loss and time to follow-up CT. 

There were no significant differences between the groups
with and without muscle loss in terms of best tumour
response, treatment-related toxicities (except anorexia),
chemosensitivity, or treatment exposure (first and
subsequent lines). These findings suggest that the depletion
of muscle volume (muscle loss) was accelerated
independently of the efficacy of chemotherapy, although
patients with muscle loss had a significantly higher
prevalence of anorexia than those without (p=0.02). Thus,
low-grade anorexia may still be a crucial occurrence in
patients with mGC who receive chemotherapy. Various
approaches have been attempted to prevent cancer-related
sarcopenia or cachexia, such as administration of
corticosteroids (25), anabolic or sex hormones (26, 27),
non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (28), antibodies
targeting inflammatory cytokines (29), immunomodulatory
drugs (thalidomide) (30), and parenteral nutrition; however,
these approaches have been unsuccessful. New classes of
treatments, such as anamorelin (a ghrelin analogue) (31)
and selective androgen receptor modulators (32, 33), may
hold greater promise. 

Our study had several limitations. Firstly, it was of a
single-centre retrospective design. Secondly, muscle loss
was determined after chemotherapy initiation, which carries
the risk of lead-time bias. Nevertheless, we performed
landmark analysis to address this issue and defined time
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Table V. Adverse events experienced by patients during chemotherapy according to sarcopenia and muscle loss.

                                              Sarcopenia                     No sarcopenia              p-Value             Muscle loss                      No muscle loss              p-Value
                                                 (n=105)                              (n=13)                                                  (n=37)                                 (n=81)                           

Adverse event                      All       Grade 3-4         All           Grade 3-4                              All           Grade 3-4             All         Grade 3-4             

Neutropenia                        55%           29%             61%              46%               0.89           54%               35%                56%            29%              0.93
Anaemia                             92%           11%            100%             30%               0.65          100%              13%                90%            13%              0.11
Thrombocytopenia             40%            6%              61%               7%                0.26           51%                8%                 39%             6%               0.31
Nausea                                58%            4%              61%               0%               >0.99          62%                5%                 55%             3%               0.45
Diarrhoea                            21%            3%              38%               0%                0.32           29%               16%                20%             8%               0.42
Fatigue                                33%            3%              38%               0%                0.95           35%                2%                 33%             3%              >0.99
Anorexia                             67%            8%              53%               0%                0.65           81%                8%                 59%             3%               0.02
Mucositis                            20%            0%              15%               0%                0.98           21%                 0                   18%             0%               0.88
Febrile neutropenia             4%             4%                 -                   0%                0.72              -                   8%                    -                2%               0.23

Muscle loss, Muscle loss during chemotherapy. p-Values were calculated using the Chi-square test and comparing all events.



zero as 120 days after the first chemotherapy dosing (i.e. at
the first CT evaluation), which produced greater confidence
that the group without muscle loss indeed had significantly
better outcomes than that with muscle loss in terms of both
TTF (p=0.04) and OS (p=0.002). The fact that muscle loss
was observed in a subset of the study population (n=37), but
not in the entire cohort, highlights the fact that muscle loss
is not a simple manifestation of disease progression, rather,
it carries clinical relevance. A third limitation is the
heterogeneous chemotherapy regimens used (i.e. cisplatin
vs. oxaliplatin, multiple types of fluoropyrimidines, S-1 or
capecitabine, doublet vs. triplet, and fluoropyrimidine plus
platinum with or without taxane), which could lead to
differing extents of muscle loss owing to the different routes
of disease progression. Finally, we only used muscle volume
as an indicator of muscle loss, although this is consistent
with several previous studies (1, 14, 19, 20). 

In conclusion, baseline sarcopenia was not associated
with survival outcomes, while the development of muscle
loss during chemotherapy independently predicted poor
TTF and OS among patients with mGC. To the best of our
knowledge, ours is the first study to identify the
relationships between sarcopenia, muscle loss during
treatment, and outcomes among patients with mGC who
received chemotherapy. 
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