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A comparison of the efficacy between single-position robot-assisted laparoscopic and
retroperitoneal laparoscopic nephroureterectomy in the treatment of upper urinary

tract urothelial carcinoma
XU Wanrong,GAO Tianyu, KANG Ziming, WANG Cheng,SHANG Panfeng
(Department of Urology, The Second Hospital of LLanzhou University,Lanzhou 730030, China)

ABSTRACT :Objective To explore the clinical safety and efficacy of a single-position robot-assisted radical nephroureterec-
tomy (RRUN) in the treatment of upper tract urothelial carcinoma (UTUC).Methods A retrospective study was conducted
on 136 UTUC patients who underwent RRUN (n=35) and laparoscopic radical nephroureterectomy (LRUN, n=101) in our
hospital during Dec.2020 and Aug.2023.The perioperative and safety indicators of the two groups were compared.The intravesi-
cal recurrence-free survival (IVRFS) ,recurrence-free survival (RFS),and overall survival (OS) of the two groups were com-
pared using Kaplan-Meier method.Results There were no significant differences in the baseline data between the two groups
(P>>0.05).All surgeries were successfully completed without conversion to open surgery.RRUN demonstrated superior periop-
erative outcomes compared to LRUN in overall postoperative complication rate [37.1% (13/35) vs. 56.4% (57/101) ], postoper-
ative hospital stay [6(5,7) days vs. 7(6,8) days],and catheter indwelling time [ 3(2,4) days vs. 4(3,5) days].with statistically
significant differences (P<C0.05) .Safety indicators of both surgical approaches were similar ( P~>0. 05) .Survival analysis showed
no significant difference in oncological outcomes between the two groups [IVRFS (1 year:92.1%,2 years:85.2%),RFS (1
year:82.4% ,2 years:74.9%),0S (1 year:90.6%,2 years:84.2%)] (P>0.05).Conclusion Compared with retroperitoneal
LRUN,single-position RRUN for UTUC demonstrates comparable safety and oncological efficacy, while offering significant
advantages in perioperative outcomes such as reducing postoperative complication rate and shortening hospital stay.
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& 5% RNU (robot-assisted radical nephroureterectomy,
RRNU) & H k. H iR A Y7 ool fE B — 1k
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BFR A% B AR B UTUC; @ AR i & R &
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BAaE . RERV. BAHA 136 #il#Z RNU 1
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53— WAL RRNU 20 (LUF#& 5 RRNU 44, 35 f4i])
55 B S RNU 40 (LN FRY LRNU 41,101 §)
PIZH R H I IR R b i 22 S e ge it 22 B (P>
0.05.3 1), FrA 8 & AR 2 5 A W & 5 A0
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(2024A-922),

x1 MALRBRELFESENELZTAMLR LB %) ]

E R RRNU 2 (n=35) LRNU 4 (n=101) X*/t/Z {H P f

51 5 19(54.3) 60(59.4) 0.280 0.597
@ 16(45.7) 41(40.6)

/% 64.5+8.4 65.749.6 0.707 0.481

BMI* 23.6(21.5,25.6) 23.5(21.4,24.9) 0.274 0.784

[ NS 15(42.9) 40(39.6) 0.114 0.735

B PR 9 7(20.0) 10(9.9) 2.424 0.120

i PR A A 7(20.0) 18(17.8) 0.082 0.774

I B BUK 22(62.9) 52(51.5) 1.355 0.244

96 AR iz (=g 20(57.1) 54(53.5) 0.208 0.901
R 12(34.3) 39(38.6)
W i R 3(8.6) 8(7.9)

g T 20 <T2 11(31.4) 41(40.6) 0.925 0.336
=T3 24(68.6) 60(59.4)
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Ji g e R B A%/ em ™ 4.0(2.0,5.0) 3.0(2.0,4.5) 0.946 0.344

i g i 24 7Y Ol R LRI 30(85.7) 94(93.1) 0.953 0.329
Jk HAR IR B 1 K g 5(14.3) 7(6.9)

120155 e 7(20.0) 9(8.9) 2.103 0.147

TPl s RO 5T LMy (Pos o Pos) 378 s RRNU : HLES A B I8 5 458 P PR A DD BR AR s LRNU . JI I B ' 4 PR A8 DI BR R s BMIL: &
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JOEBE L B Bl Bk e KR AR AR S D R B e K )
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By R A R EFICH IL CE A SR B RS . AR
Jo A AR 7 R S B, T E AR LA AR —
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1 b HEED IR 24T 12 BOR 38 B DT BE DT N 25 A0 45
SEIEE Ky AL W PR R ORI IE AR T P T )2
(computed tomography, CT) K& & 3 #i 55 12 % K
ELEN RS A, RE 1ENT 3 DMHBED 1 IRGH
248 6 AN HBETT 1 IRE TR KB BIESR . LG
RAERETT 1 IR, LAUBEBE & B & 4 7 % (intravesical
recurrence-free survival, IVRFS)., Tt & % E 1 &
(recurrence-free survival,RFS) | B4 4= 7% % (overall
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P o) 3R AL ] FE BRI ST FEAS ¢ A6 L Bk R AG: 3
Gy HAE B R ) (Vo) s AL R) B RS CR T X7 K5
Fisher ¥ #fafe 4 ., #iJ5 % B Kaplan-Meier 7 & log-
rank 5%, P<C0.05 WZEFHHKIT¥E X,

2 & X

21 UIUICBREBEFAPRFRAREREHEER MW

http://jmurology.xjtu.edu.cn; zgmnwk.cug.top



318

J Mod Urol, Vol.30 No.4 Apr. 2025

418 1 TF AR R 58 1 TG 1 B i R TR TR AR
Hhp RRNU 415 LRNU 41 R 5 Bk 3 & 5E & 4= %
P25 A it 2 & X [37.1% (13/35) vs.56.4%
(57/101),X*=3.873,P=0.049], 7E3f KIE4% I,
RRNU 415 LRNU 4B #H 1 1 HHF KIE EZE N
P 5 1 O RE Be 22 T 5 DA DR I Jak e 268 Je e ik 9
oA T PR ROE (= 1190 7 i - RRNU 414 1
o g fes 2 ) 55 1 ) 20k B T B OR A 4T & BT, LRNU
A 2 AR R TF A 2 ) 0 B Js 2 ) .2 i) bk
B IIREAR AT BT 2 BB AR 5E L1 % A TEE WA

PR MEAN P R E R A A Be i E) L 51 B AR
)L AF Be B 2% AT B 22 R B A St e B X
(P<C0. 05,4 2) s M F AR ] R AL iR
DGk B R OAR 5 7 3 5 JE Je A R AR T T AR s A
ZRW I EE L (P>0.05, % 2), WA B &
TR H R T A S TR K L A AR A A R T
BERTGI B L (P>0.05,% 2), HHREE
Bl 3 R 400 1) DR R A O ROAE A5 R B T
HUL .

*2 WALRERELIFESENEFAPRFARERSEERER [H1C%)]
Ei¥ RRNU 2 (n=35) LRNU 2 (n=101) X*/Z 14 P {8
F A I ] / min © 220(185,240) 190(165,230) 1.740 0.089
A H Ak H A/ mL 100(50,150) 150(100,200) 1.382 0.167
A g ot 1(2.9) 5(5.0) 0.002 0.966
A i 1t 2(5.71) 8(7.9) 0.003 0.956
F AR Y 2 B 0 2(2.0) 0.550°
ARG BRI R 13(37.1) 57(56.4) 3.873 0.049

14 1(11.4) 20(19.8)
Il % 7(20.0) 28(27.7)
1M % 1(2.9) 4(4.0)
V& 1(2.9) 5(4.9)
A J5 7 I RAE 0.057 0.812
H 2(5.7) 9(8.9)
T 33(94.3) 92(91.1)
FEIAR W] eGFR 0.214 0.644
AR B eGFR>=60/[ mL/(min » 1.73 m*) ] 27¢77.1) 80(79.2)
A JF eGFR=60/[mL/(min + 1.73 m*)] 16(45.7) 56(55.4)
AeGFR/[mL/(min + 1.73 m*)]" —9.5(—22.9,—3.3) —12.0(—22.5,—5.3) —0.645 0.519
A JE A B i)/ d 6(5,7) 7(6.8) 2.027 0.043
g1 B E ad A /d 3(2,4) 4(3.5) 2.063 0.039

AR/ 10T 6.87(5.58,7.74) 3.30(2.92,4.02) 8.485  <C0.001
GC 75 &5 A7 23(65.7) 49(48.5) 3.086 0.079
B £ B T ARIZE T 0 0

TR FERFAREHFFAR 0 2(2.0) 0.743¢
IV A A ZE 0 1€0.9) 0.550°

“LL M (Pos o Prs)3RIR 3 Fisher K i 2 3 . TT4E 11 {8 ; AeGFR FIR AR5 eGFR 5 ARF] eGFR Z 23 eGFR: § /NER U 1T 25
RRNU . Bl A By B I B2 B i DR A DB A s LRNU . i 56 ' i DR A DD BROR

2.2 UTUC £EMIHMFE 136 4l UTUC BH W
R 5 BT B R R 25.5(17.3,31.004N H . B ] 25
B (18.4%) B FHE T, Horp 17 4] (12.5%) i F b 8

VEREBET 538 B (27.9 %) K A= Joy 35 Al b 42 % - Hovp
24 Q176 YO BERAEBME L. B haR R
7~ RRNU 20 B 3% 1 4Efil 2 49 IVRFS.RFS. 0S5
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LRNU AL, 22 F L2 E X (P>0.05. %  3.K 2),

®3 MALRBREEFESENMEEZTRRERLE (%
8 k5 RRNU 4 (n=35) LRNU 4 (=101 X/ Z {4 P

Riti 1 Bsf 1]/ 24,0(17.0,34.0) 26.0(17.5,31.0) 0.037 0.97

1 4 IVRFS 92.1 88.2 0.302 0.58

2 4F TVRFS 85.2 81.6 0.302 0.58

1 4F RFS 82.4 81.7 0.029 0.86

2 4F RFS 74.9 72.5 0.029 0.86

14E OS 90.6 83.8 0.428 0.51

2 4F OS 84.2 79.9 0.428 0.51

RRNU . Bl i A By M I B2 B i DR A DB A s LRNU . i 5 ' i DR A DD BROR s TVRES B TG A2 ¢ A7 38 RES T I e A A7 385

OS: BMA A3, A My (P Pr) RN

1007 —
< 75f
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2 s0¢
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—LRNU
230 poo.ss
OF
0 2 4 6 8 1012 14 16 18 20 22 24
B e/ A ®
100 — =y
. 75F et | [
< |
@A
B sor
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i —LRNU
25T p=0.86
0 2 4 6 8 1012 14 16 18 20 22 24
i a1/ A ®
100 — =y
75+
&
850' —RRNU
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251 p=o.51
0_

0 2 4 6 8 1012 14 16 18 20 22 24
i I/ ©
AR R EFML:B: XE REFINE;C: A
RAfE M2 . RRNU. L8 A S B 1 15 B 5 4 DR 45
YIBRAR s LRNU : J# 15 58 ¥ % IR 4 VI BR R 5 IVRFS.: Ji%
WETC A7 R RES: T & kA7 %5 0S: Bk
B2 MALRKRELEEESEE
#) Kaplan-Meier 4 77 # £k

3 it it

UTUC J& — 2> DU #8112 408 4 i 93 24

50% ~60% I B H FE W2 B C R ILZ B
UTUC(=pT2)M, RNU B4 BCE /23497 UTUC
PR 4B B T o T AR A0 20 5 8 1) B — 0 ' JIRE B AH O 1Y 4 G
BREESY . WLER AN TFAR R G EA R E R M = 4
B RS E R TG B MUAMBE | PR AE B A S O T AR ok B
N F UTUC WG 97 . B Al X RRNU 5
LRNU J7 2 e 8 W B 5 b . AWF 9038 3 LA — 1k
£ RRNU 5 J5 16 s 6% RNU (7 sk 24 5. B 1 —
AL RRNU (R4 7 107 T A28 i R £ 48 =47

2PN R 2 5 IR e i 48 [ N A i B I Pl g AR
2020 4EFF R RRNU, J5 22 i G R ALK
B EAH T PSRBT — IR AL AU — Uk Y
TR TE YR iy b A8 AR i B AR 56 19 28 9 02 43
5% 1B e S5 15 FH 3 fik e B i e P i PR AR R RS B I R
H I AE L as A 2 S8 5 B T R 3l ik e ks i L€ 5
SEU) B 00 b5 e BE i [ . 1 A Bl ik e 1 e PR AR AT A
R AT % i 1% JOE 48 5 PO M B . 3X 5 AR 22 R AR AE A
FH Hem-O-Lok J& 8 3¢ i bR % MR 4 J5 #1477 BCE (1% )57
EARRL . WU Sy 3k T 57 IR ) B 1 A
] Frgl 22 5 | i PR A8 JF 70 B9 8% IDE B 2 2% 8% IS bt JE R
WL BEJS 04T BCE., H A AS [F] B % PR 8 R o 40 21 7
AE UTUC fifgg 5 il b AR 45 B 22 5200, il IR
TR A A D AT IR

B FARBE bR b A DF TS5 R B8 RRNU 4
BE ARG BT KT & A AR G A B i A 5] R
R B ) B 2R T LRNU 41 (P <<0.05) , 3 H Ak it
Wi, A RESR L AR EN L
PRI K AE VAP AR 5 OR 5 g S L Hoh RRNU
4 & HE ) 0 AU 1 H Bl LRNU 4146171 %
(6/35)vs5.30.7%(31/101) ], GROSSMANN %511 [,
B N TR 5 MR8 & TP T AR B 2 o 0 58 45
BTN BRI AN TFAR M BRI & AE R 25.4% AR5
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W B B ] 4 (2, 6) d o AR H Hp f MY i B2 100(60,
200) mL, ¥300F 18 B 5 JF T AR (P<<0. 05), %
WIFEAL % A0 B A 35 R LB 24T 454 W] A 8%
R V483 0 0 L B A 0 DRI i 2 a0 AR BT R
WfEtR e . RS LRNU 4146 kb . RRNU 41 F
A B, A TR I E] D 220 (185, 240) min, K
T EME M PLE AT AR EYY . RRNU 40/ H 7 4
Bt 2% FJR B2 & F LRNU 41[6.87(5.58,7.74) 7
JG 05.3.30(2.92,4.02) F JG. Z=8.485, P <C0.001],
XK — AN RRNU A .

WED T A eGFR A B T 591 3H 51 200k B 4
Il A He 2 i B by 7 i & . WHITE-KONING
ST 4 i R CKD-EPL, 2 30 5 (19 eGFR 552
PROEALG B et A2 BB WG IRRFAE 2 e . AR 5%
N FHIZ A 8 SR B T 4 AR R 35 R )
TI6e T K 9 2L 1B 3 A $ 1] 3 B 4 32 Ay i) R 3 B o
[eGFR=60 mL/(min * 1.73 m*) ] &% ¥ I fig 25 {k It
R IG T2 35 L (P>>0.05), Hidt RRNU 41 (1 %
ek 519.5(3.3,22.9) mL/(min+1.73 m*)]; 5
GABRIEL %M 3 38 AL 8% N T AR J5 19 5 2 66 it 2%
[16.0€10.3,26.0) mL/(mine+1. 73 m®) 14 J& ), 3%
P T AR Ty A0 T 8 TR B 2 R Y 5 e A] RE
HAREE,

eI JT %% B, RRNU 4 9 IVRFS 5 LRNU
AL, 22 5 TG 7138 L (P >>0.05) , 3X 48 7% ) Ff
AR B3 52 & LA K A= A7 T 1 285 R A 4B, 3 R A Sy
UTUC A7 A AR . GROSSMANN %5557 (i i
Al R BAR EALES AN TR 5 B R T AR
e Jib 96 2 T e AR AR AL B g L AL A N I R B
FARE IVRFS EAL A% (HR=1.66,95%CI :1.22~
2.47,P=0.002) ., FRUHU PR AMBLD S FR R AEXT LA
WEFEVEAL 5 5 T BT A Fe 81 85 Ak 2 50 o
PR A T RE 43 BB WS B KRS . BN
UTUC SRHAT & RPN N &5 T8 iR 5 %8
SF AR 1 iR A JE U 5E B LRNU & %2 4 gt
I H T T e A 2 UE B Ok DA IR B S B
TR A G % Ik 52 2 IRV 1) 52 i)

FEF AR i APPSR 2 AR S L TR TR 0T )
PR HBIET: . LRNU 41 H 3 2 653 %) 2 7Rk F
ARG 1 BIAR JG H BLUE BE U] COIG G IF T B ik i
e ATAMERA G T UUBTBEIR T 5 1 i) 5 20 4 IR 8 Bk
EATHIRE RS BEAR, BAR L4 % & 4s
FRARBLCP =>0.05) o 875 P Fp R 222 4 P AR 2

25 P TR, — k7 RRNU 5 J5 I 5 4 RUN 4
J7 UTUC HA M S 197 20 F R % 2t W i — 14k

i RRNU TEFEARA & K AE % A2 3R 46 56 AR )5 18 Be
P W) 552 75 T B LA A RT3 O A Y LT R 4
Jy o ABASBFSEAFAE LA B Qi /1N L B 2 JR R A 1
T Ji& 22 oL AF 52 LAY RAEAS 12 3 3 AR i B 175 6]
DA 3 4598 1Y T 5EE
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