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(approccio perineale)

With the superficial branch of the d
vein complex secured proximally an
distally, a number 15 blade on a lor

\\ handle is used to make the transve
A Y { capsulotomy.
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prostatectomia
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fetzenbaum scissors are used to develop the
lane anteriorly between the prostatic adenoma /' [
nd the prostatic capsule. (From Waish PC: {
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Patrick Walsh: nerve sparing
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Prostate 4, 435,1983
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rostatectomia
laparoscopica

intervento nel 1992 descritto
da Schuessler
ripreso e rielaborato da
auillonneau e Gaston che ne
\nno standardizzato la tecnica




RARP

Robot Assisted Radical Prostatectomy

| ° intervento effettuato da
Binder e Kramer nel 2000

BJU 2001







RISULTATI

® Margini chirurgici
® Continenza urinaria

® Mantenimento erezione



Review. Radical prostatectomy. comparisons of different approaches
Comparisorn: 07 Posttive surgical margin rate

Outcome: 03 Posttive surgical margin rate: RRP vs. RARP

Study RRP RARP OR (random) Weight OR (random)

or subcategory n n 95% O % 95% Cl
Menon, 2002_b 9/30 8/30 ~- 3.68 1.18 [0.38, 3.63]
Tewasri, 2003 22/100 117200 . T 4.85 (2.24, 10.47]
Ahlering, 2004 12/60 10/60 —t e 4.45 1.25 [0.49, 3.16)
Smith, 2007 71/200 30/200 ————p .60 3.12 {1.92, 5.06)
Cabatlero-Romeu, 2008 32/62 18/60 - » S5.30 2.49 (1.18, §.24)
Krambeck, 2008 100/564 457286 - 7.07 1.1§ [0.79, 1.70}
Drouin, 2009 15/83 12771 i~ 4.86 1.08 (0.47, 2.50]
Ficarra, 2009 21/108 35/103 - 5.87 0.49 [0.26, 0.91)
Laurila, 2009 12/84 11/88 ————— 4.66 1.17 [0.48, 2.81])
Ou, 2009 6/39 15/30 R 3.67 0.18 (0.06, 0.56]
White, 2009 18/50 11/50 t - 4.64 1.99 (0.82, 4.83)
Barocas, 2010 148/491 281/1413 - 7.66 1.74 (1.38, 2.19])
Breyer, 2010 108/695 54/293 o 7.18 0.81 [0.57, 1.17)
Doumerc, 2010 84/502 457212 - 6.98 0.75 [0.50, 1.12)
Lo, 2010 §/20 4/20 - . » 2.61 1.33 (0.30, 5.93)
Magheli, 2010 75/522 1027522 - 9.31 0.69 [0.50, 0.96]
Di Pierro, 2011 24775 12778 - b 50 2.47 11.13, 5.42]
Kim, 2011 587235 143/528 — =] 2.20 0.88 10.62, 1.26]
Total (85% CO) 3917 4241 <aiffin- 100.00 1.21 [0.91, 1.63)

Total events: 820 (RRP), 847 (RARP)

Test for heterogenety: X° = 87.97, df =17 (p < 0.00001), # = 80.7%
Test for overall effect. 2 =130(p=0.19)
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Fig. 2 - Cumulative analyses of overall positive surgical margin rates following robot-assisted radical prostatectomy or retropubic radical prostatectomy
RARP = robot-assisted radical prostatectomy; RRP = retropubic radical prostatectomy.

margini chirurgici
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Review: Radical prostatectomy: comparisons of different approaches
Comparison: 07 Posttive surgical margin rate

Outcome: 05 Posttive surgical margin rate: LRP vs. RARP

Study LRP RARP OR (random) Weight OR (random)

or subcategory n n 895% C % g5% Cl
Menon, 2002_a 10/40 7/40 i 6.28 1.57 (0.53, 4.65)
Joseph, 2005 7/50 6/50 - 5.64 1.19 10.37, 3.84]
Rozet, 2007 21/133 26/133 ——t 11.79 0.77 [0.41, 1.45)
Caballero-Romeu, 2008 32/70 18/60 = 10.33 1.96 (0.95, 4.06)
Cho, 2008 23/60 14/60 : - 9.38 2.04 (0.92, 4.51)
Drouin, 2009 16785 12/71 - 8.9§ 1.24 (0.50, 2.60)
Hakimi, 2009 10/75 9/7% ‘- 7.39 1.13 {0.43, 2.96)
Maghe§, 2010 68/522 1027522 = = 17.53 0.62 [0.44, 0.86]
Trabulsi, 2010 11745 32/208 -t = 9.58 1.75 (0.80, 3.81)
Asimakopoulos, 2011 6/60 8/52 4 - : 5.92 0.61 [0.20, 1.89)
Park, 2011 13/62 8/44 w 7.22 1.19 [0.45, 3.18)
Total (85% Ci) 1202 1312 g 100.00 .12 0.2, 3.58)

Total events: 217 (LRP), 242 (RARP)
Test for heterogenety: X° = 18.71, of = 10 (p = 0.04), ¥ = 46.5%
Test for overal effect: z =071 (p =047)

- o Y %
LRP  RARP

“umulative analyses of overall positive surgical margin rates following robot-assisted radical prostatectomy or laparoscopic radical prost
paroscopic radical prostatectomy; RARP = robot-assisted radical prostatectomy.

Margini chirurgici



Marcelo A Orvieto, Rafael F Coelho, Sanket Chauhan, Mary Mathe, Kenneth Palmer, Vipul R Patel 20.'10

RRP 62 56.5

LRP 60.5 43.1

RARP 61.1 68. |

conservazione

intervento eta media erezione
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author P?gg | f}!.e institution coLllleéng%;ce potency%
WALSH RRP B'E“li.:'g'i‘ re |822§180 g983 8 62
Guillonneau LRP MOB%?,?S””S Ianmlqwgo 832’,3 |6i‘31006766
Patel RARP | Colymbus |22213180 9?7 12mo 78




tipo di intervento

* ns bilaterale ¢ ns monolaterale @ extrafasciale




70,0000

52,5000

35,0000

17,5000

0 -

distribuzione p |
2009-2011 (238 pz)

stadi patologici (%)

Tlc

T2a

T2c

T3a

T3b



NISUltall.
margini chirurgici

T2 = 11% margini
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postoperatoria
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migliorare |'outcome!?

® RARP per la salvage prostatectomy

® ricostruzione dei piani anteriori e
posteriori all'anastomosi (Menon)

® ecodoppler intraoperatorio in corso di
RARP



tecnica doppio strato
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codoppler intraoperatorio
(1.Gill)







