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Abstract With the advancement of technology, robot-assisted laparoscopic radical prostatectomy has become

an important method in the treatment of localized prostate cancer, laying a foundation for pentafecta rate of "canc-

er control, urinary continence, absence of positive surgical margins, potency, and absence of complications". This

review discusses different surgical approaches and their advantages and disadvantages, so that urologists have a

deeper understanding and facilitate better learning and selection.
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