





LAPAROSCOPIC UROLOGIC ONCOLOGY
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537 a3 AEFeE aud A difie Ao B4R fel AHed
ENE AR & £ 5F, AW 2 9 g8 0eA FEE FHE Holm
Aok AR 53R wede] 484 Brke FEe AT ofvet AT E, HAYTF
ohebst FHHo| A o] Fojdep gtk aER BAA F&o Fre 1) gored 4
55,2 BAYH-FeAIH, €719 8%, 3) ¢ 5F-& F E5F, old8, A4V 4 A
AY-renl S EEAol k. B74E o] U 58 A9 NEY FER
o Za7E FAEAY B WA, §95 W AxAel S8 Aolm, 7|EFET
BAAE 7 de 29T 4949 AR L oA HegE s 5D §HES 3
£ %ot} 1997 \d Clayman & AUA PG Course ©]2]3 #4& F&) 5373 e 7
=5 e nastd 5374 £ 93] 8 e HAY AFage ddn
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3to] FoFel B FE2 AdAQ Fugistd dAAEw NEseR ALE 5
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Table 1. Laparoscopic urology: "The Clear Winner" and "The Contested”

Procedure Efficacy  Efficiency Equanimity Economy

The Clear Winner
Cryptorchid testis diagnosis + ++ ++ B
Intersex = ++ ++ ++
Lymphoc&_:le‘_ _ ++ 4 o o

marsupialization

Intraabdominal orchiectomy = = + +

The Contested
Diagnostic pelvic LND + - ++ -
Nephrectomy for benign disease = - ++ -
Colposuspension =/- - + =
Adrenalectomy = - + =
ko 29 4go] BatolA @ A Hojn WIE HRoT QAR EHPE fo]F

A et gz wHsolsts Ads o|&9 A7t gl zYrE FUESE o
gloixd e E I ALFHA Aol Wiel Hastelzt YzEHY, Eot olv] 2E 27
A ol EH FETFEAME o] AEFEH vl FeALH NBAHAI RIiH
F8A4E& Frbta Qle AAoltt A7ME Hxr] Foo BAA SeA ngderd
A, 439 a ek st thE T

[ 8737 359 AL

1. &% 7Y
Fofargo glo] A 7Z1Ro] Hi= A2 Eaes vlAVlA R “no touch isolation
and mono-bloc resection"®} &t & = gt} ol Fokge Lo YA WA FQ IVS A
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Fota Fol N A2 2208 FEY margin free AW L FH3bo] 280
EA AAD 5 Jed, 5348 FI5FENAE BYaA AAAkL @h e}
A3 FedME & A% Fze i, 2R Aokgne oye, B9 A <F,
ATFAES BAT FoR AR 2714 oJeE2E FYME +EY duNo] A B
T AEATL AR sheAol YUk HE BAA ko)l W AHHolyw WE FHE
& 2ol Ao gAY T4 dAe /RAdAE AYE A2 & v BiAe
°l&% F¥ AAELL 1 dvlst g8 Aot mE Hwy] g S£4 L Ay 7
of & FIIHE portsite &} 2ol FL FTREF 23 A Ao of 5t LAFFG, E
BFLEEDRH 2L ABEANE AL AU BHE Adysioior st ofa o]
wEnk ey B3 55 AlekEe A¥e 23, Harmonic Scalpel, retractor, Lap sac,
Endo GIA stapler 9} 22 7] 19 AR 9 hand assisted technique 9} 2 &7)9 Wigog
TES FEHA $1, o)F s F28 AL 44 AUEAOR, 2RF 24
B FAAGRN g BEZA F4¢ o] B TAEAAE wAEo
t}.

537 o 7INE AEredt st @x) AMgde 7177 A Alekrh 2
HE 34 Agdve o] tdad ARFEdHE AU £/ A4S 53 59
HRo] B4R a9 €75 IHe 508 ¢t Fe5ed gder & Ao
=3

2. Effect of laparoscopy on tumor growth
HAEY FYY YEES F2F v A A9 93T dawAs o o=
TEE A &9 AE7 & A AAFHQ 9y <sie) BAHY FE£F FE F

ko] Yol HAHA7] Wiolth, nelmE %RAe) ¢ £4E A &0l o
$ Mol £EF WM ALY ok} ABFol vd AAS Aot $EF BF
FoFe) Agel WASl Mg A0R AZAT Allondorf 5& HolA FRo] FdA

g 4% F ARFEH port B OlEF BPA £42 A4 AYE T T AL
HERAL W AREES B AAA F9 207 849 o AR 2 IS

st et Griffith $& %474 £ A%TE £ NK ALY ALAGYRE =
Adhel T Eel WA W Mg Fgee] %34 F4d WAy &9

)
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9 olZol girkn shglch

el FRALE ol T ABE UM Voltez 5& RAAL ol % S22
AN B AR Aol7h ARl wa) folatA Wt FYSHEAD, Mathew
& 8377 Aused v ARse £ AFEP 4P BPF wenn
au, Fel Aol olAe ABSEel drkn Fase %47 $ud Wy o
S3 Zopdlelst o FEE dMol 4EAYy Uk

AT MR FYsrEol T 4% Aol oj@ FYL uAEAE GUA
gtk IHU AKFEo] vste) AAA condition & A5 H7] el PelsrAal
JEE e Rez 2FHUL,

3. Port site &] F%F o] 2

NE T AR $F o)A oF 0.6% Y=L WS vn|sie, 2} 2
278 wEA §a® T30 monitor E FF FEAGRE A £& 2E4L AES
sl st @ ALsy] W] Fgo] ddEAY EAAT A Hd 2
FHY FekolyrbeAde]l ot HE AMAE B FUFE AA dopslnE Fgol
AANFe o]4d NPT YEstn vt Y dAReZ vwrAd FF FEolA
o HHUES FHIA Rt I &2 TAFEY V1EFHY SH FA AH
of EX7 &+ Sl F¢ FeEe FAFYE Ro|vh

ol AAA BZAH FFrEodAM portsite o}4)el]l B prospective randomized study 2| 2
A oy, dx) AdE 2w gl colorectal cancer oM 8] &7 ANE MY ERA F4
A FAEFao] vla) HNF FF o4l o wol waA H:glth Port site FEF ©)
Aol 9E Q4 A VAR FAHEY FEAXEY AFE FF §F FAAX
of 295 717 FU4E portsite B A FF WA port site ol A HH o7 Fgo] H
Foto] douAY, FU £HEF YolA W& ARETL acrosol FEHE EA st

7tA7F dlEE 0 portsite @l ©] A H & 7] F(chimney phenomenon), 4% 2] immunologic,

metabolic factor 59 Y102 FAFrKTable 2). olF AAAQ AZo) ¢F €elo] 7}
F FEay e gad A o7 gl Adold
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Table 2. Possible mechanism which lead to port-site metastasis

Mechnical
Direct contamination
Seeding during extraction of tumour through a small wound
Seeding by contact with instruments contaminated with tumour cells
Indirect contamination
Seeding into the wound during episodes of desufflation of the pneumoperitoneum
Cells exist in an aerosol and are transfferred to wounds and ports without direct
contamination(chimney effect)
Metabolic/immunological
Seeding occurs in both open and laparoscopic wounds, but metastases are more likely

after laparoscopy because of locally acting immunological and/or metabolic factors

Z719 Mg B3ty Aol FHEFF port sie FTF oA L A3 FolEL
i F%E AAEZ 9 impermeable sac & AHE-8FA] oS A g-onl Feko o]o] WA
o] AR o|# ¥ sac ] port site & FFe|AE AL + Y& Aoz V. o)
7178 A8t 4% Cleveland Clinic # Barcelona 8 %A 7oA 77 colectomy
EF ANAE 3007 #AE 29 o FAHF A portsiteQJ FhALL 7 = YAt
B MxlEY & F 24 portsite o4& 647k HaHTH 3 He T3E
yigrel B2 Sl ol AAL 28 oXF AFES, 1A dPALe] S8
A dAlgols T3t ol colorectal cancer o H# w¢- @& o2 BinI|FR
BAA £EAME FYo] FE 7|BWeZ »FHA ¢x, dAAL2RZ impermeable sac
< AHEEY) Ees 48 £ gk BAA £EdM port site FdFol Aot A
L #£93S #4389 F4 HEo] T impermeadble sac & FH FTFE WEUH
W A BAER @¢7) wEel vixriA BRR FEead 2A AV 5121 *s A
oz gadrch

4. Pneurnoperitoneum % %
ABSE BRY $49 714 2 Ao F shie AEsed 3¢ fe3dd 2
M7 ANAE S3AT BAE s8¢ A¢ ool o E pneumoperitoneum OE TE
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FHE gREE Aok A o1& fUE pneumoperitoneum & TE F A ¥
of 9|3t FFEAE o]y, FRIrA9 4HI} FFo| 2 immunologic, metabolic ¥ 3},
B Fxe W, Brle A, Ewe] WE 5-& %At} Pneumoperitoneum &
8}1}9] closed circulation = %3t & F AT FU ARXE0] NEFeRe e
oz WEHA Xt A% ¢BHAEA Fo Z paticle B& FAYsAHAT o] R0} &
ok port, port site Foll o]AlE 7540l glom, FUJAE portsite 9 TFo|U 29 F
& et port & AAT W olateje olHE £x Q& Aojck EF pneumo-
peritoneum %. B oA B¥HE MAAFAH TGF-a ¢ 22 tumor proliferating factor E-&
FEdte] %o ol Fof YFS wAY

FUHE t2Y FRE FEARNY oldd R¥E u=d FEARAA CO,
29 FRE FY2LRA FU4 o)A Eo] TAFF e gasless FEAdE FXY
ol go| MBFEH A9 FUA A3t CO, 7tA7E Fdolda @ dao] gl
o2 #7389tk 28 Dorrance $& rat& o] &% HPolA rta FRopE Gl
o] RE EAZ FgolA ool Frdtta 3}, #Z Neuhaus 50 @&, NO,, &
%37 5& olgdtd HnAPT 43 AFS AAF ZE Fh2elA port site & 04
o] Z7tetty sl EE FUA tAEA L] WHE HLANTIA @ot port site
ol Al thAt FAe W WA ARBASL & AR A

Voltz 5 & pneumoperitoneum & 272¢] 7144 43, &8, AE, 328 9 A9
498 wals fodsta ol g W B3 g, £UkAY FR, B39 WA
L Soeld 9ge wevtn stk webA pneumoperitoneum & R EH O} A
Nz A7|A g5 Ase $7] ol @ endotoxin @ WHIE ZATTh HH e b
2 (O, pneumoperitoneum | |3 WAFste] B<tel Friel @A AL &
g AFAIE Aoz FAAY T H2 00, HA2FY F 2ohel macrophage
g4 = W oj)a} TNF-¢,IL-2 9 Z& cytokine 59 #4-0] dA=E Zos dFa
ol AL 24 FRI7tAg Fokoldol ARRAZ AFE FAA A

221} pneumoperitoneum o ¢ & Fke] B3 ol APdAIL o R0l Y4

sl ofd A& MALAL FASA ok,
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0 2733 $95a9) 9449

AEre APIR g A9 ZE Hur) £ 9, Ex SE24Y44 23

2 e AYIAIAY AREHD It 2y A b A {43 2L Aolvt

A Mxr) % ¢4 F 2408 3P0z ANWHI Qe 7oL A9A 3¢
dA EIUdad dAle, FEUARA PAe, AR e 2AH ARHEE,
ZAH A BHE e, FAAA S, ARHFE 0] Yoi(Table 3). Y ofx Evtg
33 dAledt FAAAg dods e A B2k 4A3] o| FARAA g2 Aol
T g digt A7 AW Foll o} F AFE] AR A EFof T

Table 3. Clinical applications of laparoscopic urological oncology procedures.

Organ Procedures

Kidney radical Nephrectomy
Nephroureterectomy
Partial nephrectomy

Renal biopsy

Retroperitoneum Retroperitoneal lymph node dissection
Adrenal Adrenalectomy
Prostate Plevic Iymph node dissection

Radical prostatectomy

1. Laparoscopic pelvic lymph node dissection(LPLND)

AEAez Aol oW ME Sz AAlgd 43 =4 Holfgis 20%
of By & FETY PIMe] AU AL JEE dnE 2AA F£& AR
A ok Zof upE #Abe] AAA AW T EAGO]l Qvh 53 &F AYMD
AHZLS AR 2AF shuted Sy F o AN e o EAY
o] A7 vAEA Fgol I B0 =okxWA LPLND 7t ABH7] A #sgin
LPLND & PSA 9 944 E& olf Adny A@dxez Aggn gloy dudom
PSA 7} 10-20ng/ml ©)Atol i 3% 7} 1} (Gleason score > § Hiz 7) ol vk Al girt,
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LPLND = 7]&9) ¥s&e] nls] FaAzhe dAwN AAg g2ael 49 ol w
AgolXE AolE wolx &n FAVIZEY} B3l £ F 2 27 we Ao ¢
o 2719% A8 Faylel 22 APHPLY 15 %ol o2 e PWEoz =
mho] Aol AAE ARsigiet, AROR S A E4e) 9PN, BIE UTes
dxde 24U #% 984, ¢ F A¥A sbsAe) Qm, B HA Qs AR
uhg)of A)7ke] Wol Aele dio] vk EF HT #Fxo A= iliac-obturator F-H ]
A2er)7r PETh oo Wl Brle] dowe Buhy Ay et Ae gl
e F ¢ AT F Y3 AT FAF AoklN £ & Qo9 & F F
Ho] werti: Ao it}

AYA §xle) I PYErAMo] FARA B IWPLE AAES @ AT
Aol o)sko) AFeu Boleh YL zton §Fate o)gEe Wi vAEFH
o Atz Z9E9 PHez Rufn Yot 53 J5rAPASAAEE YA
2RANE WF 5 goke HA $548 Piold ARt =F vwsiA E3A
& Z wagd £7)7 A9M 232 $2& AZsAY £71F AnErld Hed
solil, Warol} A%, $ANLE ALES YUY £ gov @y Fruhy
ZAAALEE AYY 4 YolA gl A¥d & g PPez Agdo

rlr

o

]
]

>

2. Laparoscopic retroperitoneal iymph node dissection

A7) 19 Bl AEY AT FUhelr FHE J2y Folg U7 A8 AR
o AABs ERurExd A %E(0Open RPLND)E A= ndEAEAY A X
g, agwotel B ag Ay ool 9wAd FE F)ol vide] dn. % Lap
RPLND 9] o] #-&o] w2 zlo] 4sA 4F5eavad gyl dide] He A 43
5 ZEu gws vty 9% whHeZ Lap RPLND &) wisde] 8 +5 9a Hojt.
A7) 11 oAl Lap RPLND ¢| 3 && ®=@o] itk Rassweiler 5(1996)< §7] IIB,
IIC 7 9 WollA Lap RPLND & A &g A7 7 4N MB5EE AFPES Rt
WA Lap RPLND & ©] W79 @Al FA4ska golop gvdn dgink ey
Janetschek(1997)%= 8 7] 1B, IIC 25 #°lA Lap RPLND & A& @3} A @AM Al
o] o]@7 dFgout Ader AN&g AT APHIESE RGP o] ¥
71% el @ 4 il stk

80




w 7] ¢l A Lap RPLND ¢ Al&°] %%6] o] Fol AT 9ot otz & &9 oy
g0z sl NRHD YAE ook Janetschek(1997)5 €871 1 83 379 <14
Lap RFLND & A @stgich. $30] 24 &, #Fe] 13 d8 B w2 360(180~
6300191 ol F 9 H2AwlA BZA Mo gtk £¢ T I A
s 30| §Wolg T A% 8= 28 OpenRPLND & A% A47F 173 AU 7
& F RE FANA AE75E BEHYD BT 23/MY FHARANA FHRG A
Aol 2t} Lap RPLND & Open RPLND $} HlmsjAl @& 3ol BIE 3 9
Janetschek S5-(1996) Lap RPLND 29 #$ Open RPLND 30 &l & vl @ Ao A} Open
RPLND 7} Lap RPLND ¢] B]3} zte f4% AH2 FEA170] 18%(4.2 vs. 5.1 hours) i)
th #10}91Th, Open RELND & Lap RPLND ol w]3te] &@o] 38% W3k, Q19171 7to]
166% ZAA3 FHF L F& sl BUH-

3. Laparoscopic renal parenchymal tumor surgery

AEHoz Ao Ao Yol TANA AAEEL ALY tPES FAFAR.
aeu Asee] Bew A3 Ao Qstel ARete] Ay FL& 27 ¥
Axo] AAe BREY 2 PR AHEE T FEAEE ABsA 28
RE %o 71 ARYAL a7 $2 F §F5H 2L 5 9dH
ek 1990 WRE ARY B3 £432 dae AP FEl @ FFHA W]
NEHQT S0 QAT dHE £E2 98k €719 MR NFES Aol ol F
AR T QP Aot ol BrAre) Fo} AeF WFe] B2F 2AA AHFE 9
= o]yt & AYH AW/ o|TAAA ggprh BAA TAA AAEE, TE A
Hze, ZRAAE, AYH D A2 AFA AEHE ayosurgery o ek} THFT

1) Laparoscopic radical nephrectomy

mA axd AdE59 QUAA H$EE Sem oldte] ¢ 21 F ool
em olahe] Tore AYA HLZFo 2 (M7A) dnHoR T APAEE e gy,
H o= 7~10cm 9 Ty, Tia, Th(A AWk A A $)7pA & A gFell LA N
2 Aol FoFe) Z7)7} 12-18em o 02 FUR

o4 stuldale] AW, AFe QstA B, L AFsfel FYo Bae AHE 23
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TE2 5717 8y,

222 A2 AU PHe ANBE Fa 238 Avle P 248 25 port
site & 7= 3lo) o] g9k 23 E o= 3 F8e Wy) AAo] oky S o]
4 7Fs7dol EAZ Tk Gill & @2 T2 A& wAsty) e 3l 1
28y W7o AAe) Wasty, RHste) AAXK Fake spillage 2} port site ol 4] 2] ko] o]
4§ AR £H) %S Aol U FIHG0h 2o Clayman S& o] =
#3874 = LapSac(Cook Utological Inc,. Spencer, IN, USA)o) Z&-& @3 high speed electrical
morcellator 2 225 B89 trocar site 2 WjUle HPY S AR, ol23 WL Alg
& AF AR 2HE Al PURT FEANGS v 63hs), EF AEA L, AALS
R ATl AAYT FREAYCE. EF Shathay £ PR T3 NAESS A 2
W A $4 CT 443 Be2e Mad A% S T olake] Bl &
Crzt 8718 A 37k 397 145 glol 2Ae Zelyolx Wy 4 Brte) olek 27}
s e Rudgxn, K3 o}xA ¢ FEA gy WA X 5ot AnpE ol Zate] Baleta o
B RIPE deditigts 849 X & 9L vAA Binz Bystd AR B
Wtk Fogsheh

¥ transperitoneal approach(pure laparoscopic, hand-assisted laparoscopic) ¥ ¥}
retroperitoneal approach & 3 7}A[7} o] &5 1 givh AZWHL 49 J)E) uwet gat
A #FEe] Wi E AFE T A8 FH2E Aste] FE  (ransperitoneal
approach 7} A1 % €l T} Transperitoneal %773 22X 2AxE %9 HHL Tabled 9 2o}

f:
F

011

Table 4. Laparoscopic radical nephrectomy: Worldwide experience
(Advanced Laparoscopy: Master Class; February 5 7, 1999)

. EBL Spec. F/U Comp  Seedi
R .
Report Cases OR time (cc) Wt(ems) Stage (mos.) (maj/min) ng
[t)
Peschel, 1999 31 24 NS NS TUT2 18 %({/‘: None
Ono, 1999 91 49 300 289  TYT2 22 11% None
1 death
Barrett, 1998 72 29 NS 402 TUT2 21 /gy One
Clayman, 1999 61 55 172 520 ’I‘}r»;{i!f 28 5%/48%  None
' Mort.:
Total 245 44 244 400 24 oav  04%
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Cleveland Clinic &} Gill 5& 33 retroperitoneal approach & &30 T,aNoMo & AlZ
F 60 = olFE AP xrelE 200gm ©|Ee] HE Fkolwt retroperitoneal
approach & A Pstg o} AHo] HE WA 200gm o]4Fe] & FadeNE ATHQD A
2ol 7F5s 12eme) AFFE Y FoAATh BE 54 AZE 344001 608 F
28 kMR JEERE ARE AT Retroperitoneal 274 TAA AAEEL fELSs
I Al EERE W FeALE vty 2EY AL 25 B2 oA o
SATHTable 5). WU ZZAE A3 A BYNE W 2B hand-assisted
approach ¢ 2o vlg] HAg] AMNE APt s£&ake IS nel st o] g
21 Zlog QYzhEr) Rassweiller 9 captcoat & “hand-assisted" approach & /N ¥ &1
AbEE 2.1~25 Azt e LS BEIA

Table 5. Retroperitoneal laparoscopic radical nephrectomy: comparision with open surgery
(Gill et al., AUA Annual Meeting 1999)

Laparoscopic Open

(N=40) (N=34) P-Value
Patient age (yr) 60 64 0.2
OP. time (min) 185 182 0.6
Blood loss (cc) 114 ' 439 0.0001
Tumor size (cm) 4.2 59 0.07
Specimen wt, (gm) 455 593 0.08
Hosp. stay (days) 1.6 6 0.0001
Narcotic dose (mg) 22.1 268.1 <0.001
Minor complications 5(13%) 15(44%) 0.06

& ¥ A4 Ono T2 91HY FAE oz FF 24T FARAG

a3 pOI‘lSltC—'] Fopol e AN, o8 =89 AT 400 #AF & 1 H o
port site o] Al ko] ALty port site oA 2] FF ]S A FAG + YL AL
U s+t 8 Cadeddu 5©) 570 center ol B34 SAH AAEeE AP 157
zéf}i}-ﬂ— A7 192719 +4 A 43 portsiteﬂ} renal fossa &} Fok WAL %o

o] f&o] AR FHFTL 9.6%0)1ATH A Al FEoR AT AR ¢ 59 K
HEL 91% 48 2 oAse] MEFae A} KA ABRFeR ARE 2
Nl 14%0 4 10 & o1& A7 —??'—Oﬂ Iz P2 FeAte AEe 22~
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2.7 Azkell W3} 70 35~6.9 Alzbe] g€tk T AYPol HAASE FHA0S
5% YE DEHO HE Aol U TolME 29 A ERA 2R F AAZE0
7t 8t

277 2AH A"EEe ofd 8F FAURo]| o)To)AA Ggy vy &
A7)8) FFIAAA FE AFHQAY) W] FANe AN NS BAT 55 vk
aH AR e dAer B BAAS A AAE£Y 59 TP &L stage T,
T21 |l Al 2+2h 89%, 100%% open surgery ¢} T2 stage 5 W53 -& 78%¢l v]3le 2388 4
2 diolnt, Bg FEaZ2Y Aol port site ©]2e] A FAY FEolmz F
Fre A Yo w dadct FA% FH ) FHAERRE 53 AE2EH 10 9
AESES A7 deskalgt Vg

2) Laparoscopic partial nephrectomy and wedge excision

FE AHE2ed F2 Do) S5 FAh T FS ke 23F WAEs
& AW FAEE B9 AFEQeA F2 ngdfdoh. £ HIoqE AP
o 271 4R AL FHAAAAL AEFE B FAo AdFFE A%
2em ©]|3Fe} A FFo M= wedge resection &, F3ol AF 3em 0|8 AFYgY BY
& AddA gl FAHR vt 2y BAA fed A dAdE ¥ oHE
3 &o| ohd F|FES AFHY TAoR % AMAEA Fo] EA7F Hrh A2
Aj of| = ultrasonic dissector ¢! Cavitron Ultrasound Surgical Aspirator(CUSA, Valleytab, Boulder,
CO, USA)9} Harmonic scarpel(Ethicon Endosurgical Inc., Cincinnati, OH, USA), Z#iil
electrosurgical scissor Wt hook 7} AH8 5w, AkF-E2 A FH = argon beam coaguiator 7}
AR T} Elasiry 52 T EA80A E710AH A7 AAE Zo|dA electrocautery 7t
715 8tAl A2 ¥ electrosurgial & nare electrode(Cook Urological Inc., Spencer, IN, USA)7}
Harmonic scarpel ©)t} CUSA Bt} ad®og A3 ARG 5o} 280
Aot stgvh AGY AxAe s, pedicle & -$FAME dinid] ez 3tAu
clamping < 3tA &t

Washington University 2} McDuogall & ¢ @] 873 B& MAAEE A P36
Aex AdzAeE AN A 3Ee MEeR A#ste] of 66%2 H3E R
2EE FERAE BE 6.5 AR, HE FEEFL 217ce It A= 6 d
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% 3 ¥ nephrocutaneous fistula, urinoma, ileus © TP ZFo| gt A o) wid
372 AREAAELE BF 19 AF BFFEANL 49 A7, EEE 529%0]4 vhe
gk 5342 o1& & wedge resection & 3 H oA AM RE HIZIAR &2, &35 &

TS U B4 B AFALSo Y wedge resection & AT Z7|RDAZ 1 &
HE B E wYslode olat. a8y 274 vFolrd 24 He A
Aed 71447 i £8E 248 £ Y o] FEA @l ol=e g A
A=7)oe FE7F 921} wedge resection & Bl F slEAo| Qe F&o)al o AR

3) Laparoscopic renal cryoablation _

cryoablation & iceball 2 ZA & WZAAA AL AN AL 2a2 ARt AR
2 Nzgoigtth At AgArce Adgo] sRstyon Fye As|9 "ol g
I HRA o] F/do] Fob FAV £4E d Fo AFe] Hgsirh Aol
T Gill F°] 1997 1089 27FYE FES o|g ol JFe)H NEHT Qo)

FE dem UINEO] A A pedicle oA BolH AFFERIe] Fokold @Al F REANA
229 48F0l He $AF Yo AEHT oy A% Fyo} =g FhL
F 5 retroperitoneal approach & 21 9]¢] W& transperotineal approach £ A% it
cryoablation & A1&& HEFE ol v A EFHQ WRlolete AHe] oy 23E A
& 7 g AAUEE AT F Qo] dFAAARE A7 A SvhE A
Qo 2 ER Fa A @A) kol AYF FARIL BRI Gill 5L
18 el gatolA] MRIE o] &3t 3 /4t vid FAHALE A8 27 6 /Y F
U %2 FAHRAL AN FE AL AU

4, Laparoscopic radical nephroureterectomy

7}E 9] nephroureterectomy = ZHR o)A &EF7tAie] 7 ARANG F85 HsRe)
Gibson A71¢) 239 A7t A &8k A laparoscopic radical nephroureterectomy <} 3 &
oj$ =} & 4:9lrh. Laparoscopic radical nephroureterectomy = Renal pelvis U calyx ©]
Taizs AHU FHR39 T,,, o)BHAAATL] F2 ARHD Avh ole €774
B8] A bladder cuff o] A F AL 4 7] WEo|t} 4% & transperitoneal =

retroperitoneal approach & ©]-§8to] AAA S APsta 2B vlaz 4Fs A <
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= 7 Aok AFZE B FE gAY £L& 243 FAZar] Aste] HRANES

ABE 4+ Yded Clayman & 289 Fgo| Qg W= Wr|Hd FFL 74
%3l wmor 9 spillage o] 7M540l Hol AZE B4 F HE A renal pelvis U
calyx ° tumor 7} & W W W 1APE 918t hand assist technique & ]850
AL 243 AA3 e s o &3tk 1eu Gill $& 25 IR ANE A3
of AFE A8 F&89rt.  Ureteral cutting Wole o2 77 vk 7))
MaDougall 5 39 FelA e ds gestn Endo-GIA stapler & A2 ate Y

& AHEEtglod dAE SR eES HAY £ g EA7 Yk o)F Clayman F
< W7 & F3) hot Collins knife 2 23T THE AAsty waels & Flooz 2

obwlE  “pluck” maneuver F ARE3}9} HZ Gill & FFYz 2 A9
minilaparoscopic 7| 78 At 2 BFE welstn 2@ F 2BE FEOR
o] FUAMEY F&& WASe 275 TR

Cleveland Clinic ¢] Hobart 5 laparoscopic radical nephroureterectomy 17 &8 A 35t
open surgery 2} A8 A0-F U A }(Table 6). Clayman 52 23 # 9} e NPT 6
A F ARG A 2782 distant metastasis 9 ¢F 30%2] WFU ALE B} E7M)
1} port site ] AL G} o} AAR] = HR Y center A ABHN Y 2I|GA
oA &£ MER AEeH vz o] ARE gor go] AERR F U
= Woleta gAAT)

Table 6. Radical nephroureterectomy for upper tract TCC: laparoscopy versus open surgery

(Hobart et al., AUA PG Course 1999)

Laparoscopic Open

=17) (=17 E-Yalue
Age (years) 71.4 67.3 0.21
Surgical Time (min) 276 289 0.9
Hospital Stay (days) 2.3 6.7 0.0001
Complications 3 (17.6%) 2 (11.8%) -
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5. Laparoscopic adrenalectomy

TAL A7 A R oz J23y) ojale 9o Yol £ A 2 HR
ANt Beste] B34 $49 B30 W¢ Atk Laparoscopic adrenalectomy = 1992
W OAE AE" ol F gt Ay g B33 $49 shlol. EH"J.@Z]' 247 o)
A Fake A4 7154 FRAA AR nEst Fasth 2717t 5-6em ol&te] o
dE %) &9t Pheochromocytoma & A% 2 F&ANH 4 F A4S M5
gl =&l 121} Janetschek 52 20 # | pheochromocytoma 442 FEAglo] 48
3t 48Fzoz2 EFA Yrh zeu, 4 A7|IF Sem o9 A F g s
dol e Aet Fude FFoR Asty Fo ARAAN} YET MEE2 A
ol 7] Wge] 2717 Ao, |

g% transperitoneal W refroperitoneal 2 BT A|AE ¢ glom F £ HA9
kol = YR TH(Table 7). Vargas 52 ¢} 525 HollA] laparoscopic adrenalectomy & X 113}
e BErerzte 174 oot NEER vnd s o A0S oL AW o
e EE ®olA ¢ THTable 8). Gill $(1999)& 110 #9} 533 €< 100 # 9
NEFed dud A} FEASE X ZE RN 53 3.
Laparoscopic adrepalectomy = ZT3F S F- A9 gold standard 7t ¥ H 22 A7 R
= 8

Table 7. Comparison of transperitoneal and retroperitoneal adrenalectomy
(Gill et al., AUA Annual Meeting 1999)

Tranperitoneal N=/3 Retroperitoneal P-value
N=]1
BMI 29.5+35 29.2+5.8 0.97
Surgical time (min) 156.4£50.5 14231601 0.52
Specimen weight (gm) 52.9130 60.2 £ 56.0 0.86
Blood loss (cc) 4964116 6541 14.5 0.16
Hospital day(hrs)  250%141  27.5%148 051
F/U (mo) 49L37 56130 0.55
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Table 8. Comparison of intracperative and postoperative end points: laparoscopy versus open

adrenalectomy(Vargas HI et al., Urology 1997)

Adrel?alizgtomy Laparoscopy P-Value
Operating room time (min) 178 * 17 193 + 14 0.29
Blood loss (cc) 283 + 62 245 + 52 0.58
Blood transfusion
(No. pts.) 3 1 0.60
Morphine required (mg) 94 L 30 36 * 8 0.0169
Hospital stay (days) 72 £ 06 31 £ 03 <0.0001
Convalescence (weeks) 7+ 1 3t 06 <0.0001
Morbidity 5 2 041

6. Laparoscopic radical prostatectomy

Laparoscopic radical prostatectomy & 1997 'd Schuessler 5°] 9% 8219 F¥-& 2 us
Rt 2 F8Aded M Seyeldet. a8y A2 ZF A9 Guy Vallancien o)
40 ¥ FEE SRIAAN T FEHoE FEUT Yok £ AYHA U @
F-25 EFe Holdow transperitoneal approach & Alg3dlx, WF.ex B
4-vieryl 2 69 Ul AWeRT TEFL 40 H A F 35 F (87.5%)°l 4] laparoscopic
radical prostatectomy S A F A2 Pk, Tk 26 WolE 0& 1 HoAut A=
& dAsginh FF FEANLL 270 $olx, T8 FWF o2 1| P AgEAte] ¢
ot AR aRFoz B8 = Ak 7 BA75%)NA BF 2.8units 2
packed cell FHe] WRsGD & F F# 3 Yol VA HASHch 2 AR A
B 370 AR GAR ARsEH AR £F F4L Holm YT Y A

> 120 7 el veddd 1999 d wESR ¥ Habe) A FYEE 15%C]
Aot ol ARFEe HAW FYgol vse] VA L Sl FEANT H
o 270 ¥oE AEaed vad v Fold 2pojF Ho|r gt & F 2 d e U@
Frb e AEeEol gt HUAR gttt FF ABdelM e F37|zto] 4
A FAT ARFEH HFAM ¢ F 3L Boln dgih

o
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APARE 7Y Hwr] ¢ F 3 22 8 AAste £%0.2 AF7A B
A AEE T2 YY) ARE e FVYEA A S0 FF )Tk 2
E774s dgdgzgel Arsol $& At wxygn Yok 22Xy AYRAS
= 2709 AL FRA9 & Y Ao Q59 FHY od¥ee 4437 @
FE Aot £719 AYE A B L) Agan o WA 2
47 SAH AYMAEE L 270l 28 FAAI| o FoH A 9kglr) W
o g ¥ e o2 SAT A AFeA 7HE o] MR Y FE0)
TAH AYAH 2 eolmg Fa57)t FEIG Ned N80 B3 FEA ke AR
A B $Ey] Wi 537 $UeAT ¥ AY £ Advkd de] A8g 5
R ez Azd.
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111. Hand-assisted Laparoscopic Surgery

Hand-assisted laparoscopic surgery(HALS)¥ 1996 'd Banneuburg 5ol 2l&ll A4 A
& ABHAL o] F Nakada 5ol s dabol d&5H% etk HALS & A7) &o] S07
Azl A8 Fol PneumoSleeve device(Dexterity, Blue bell, PA, USA)E o] &3 7l&7}
A Al &7 mEe) BAA FeaA fEo]l FeRddl ol + Ytk #E A A
ZxdAqe WF 4 FFAHA 7~8m ¢ FME n $F AHEEY A¥de
Gibson incision & 3= Zoj(e&&tole) 2%y Helsit)y, o] A% Fojztr] Wl
NESET S 78 22 4 Qo] 2auy @ daxes} folstn 2373 &

o A5A FE FEAE B5FA #&& oA T Aol o EF FEHFA
g &£202 A £ UM £& F AVNA G Age] A& AT ok wE
A FEAE gEstn Wt B4 A ES BRA R sbedtA @tn o Fefd
ZAg& A% FHzZ MEH} ske ¥AN HAE £, radical nephroureferectomy, radical

nephrectomy 9} Z& A&dME & Fdol Yz 717 ek Adweer] F83HH
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