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adical prostatectomy is mainly performed for the treat-
Rment of localized prostate cancer thanks to the early
diagnosis using diagnostic tools, such as digital rectal exami-
nation, prostate specific antigen (PSA), transrectal ultrasono-
graphy and prostate biopsy. Retropubic approach or perineal
approach can be used for open radical prostatectomy. Re-
cently laparoscopic radical prostatectomy has become an
acceptable alternative to open surgery. Indications for radical
prostatectomy, the advantages and disadvantages of the
each method, results of operation, complications and post
operative follow up will be described in this article.
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1.

Perineal(233 pts.)

Retropubic(51 pts.)

p values
Median Range Median Range

Preoperative hematocrit(%o) 43 (33~54) 42 (33~53) 0.845
Postoperative hematocrit(%b) 36 (26~44) 34 (22~43) 0.012
Low hematocrit(%6) 32 (24~41) 28.5 (23~41) <0.001
Estimated blood loss(cc) 565 (150~1,850) 2,000 (600~10,000) <0.001
Transfusions(No. units) 0 (0~4) 3 (0~27) <0.001
Operative time(min) 203 (135~355) 225 (150~500) 0.001
Anesthesia time(min) 268 (185~435) 280 (190~555) 0.192
Hospital days 12 (6~27) 10 (7~20) 0.005
Catheter days 11 (8~42) 18 (10~86) 0.001
Weight of specimen(gm) 31.6 (7.2~106.8) 35 (12.4~95.5) 0.230

Frazier HA, Robertson JE, Paulson DF. Radical prostatectomy : The pros and cons of the perineal vs. retropubic approach. J Urol 1992 ; 147 :

888 -90

Perineal (122 pts)  Retropubic (51pts)

p values

Bladder involvement
Urethral involvement
Seminal vesicle involvement
Capsular penetration

Positive surgical margins
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50—60%

Frazier HA, Robertson JE, Paulson DF. Radical prostatectomy : The pros and cons of the
perineal vs. retropubic approach. J Urol 1992 ; 147 : 888 - 90
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0 3. PSA
PSA recurrence (>0.2)
Authors (yr) Positive margin(%o) at3yrs at5yrs Clinical progress
N pT2 pT3 pT2 pT3 pT2 pT3 at3yrs atb5yrs
Laparoscopic
Salomon(2002) 137 219 40.8 9.6 43.2
Roumeguere(2003) 85 7.8 457 8.62 11.42
Guillonneau(2003) 1,000 155 311 11.0 33.0
Rassweiler(2004) 500 74 318 4.1 12.0¢ 2.0
Open
Catalona(1998) 1,778 20.9 7.5 21.3 10.0 313 45
Huland(2001) 789 14.9 36.5 6.8 27.7 7.7 441
Han(2001) 2,494 - 26.4 15.0 25.0 25.0 40.0
Hull2002) 1,000 12.8 44 14.7 5.1 24.7
Salomon(2002) 264 16.4 44.3 6.8 42.0
Harris(2003) 508 21 47.8 3.7 33.1P 6.9

not available ; a Results at 1 year ; b Results at 4 years ; ¢ 24% of pT3 with adjuvant antiandrogen therapy

Rassweiler J, Schulze M, Teber D, Seeman O, Frede T. Laparoscopic radical prostatectomy : functional and oncological outcomes. Curr

Opin Urol 2004 ; 14 : 75 - 82
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