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Editorial Comment

Editorial Comment to Salvage robot-assisted radical prostatectomy with pelvic lymph
node dissection for radiorecurrent prostate cancer in a patient with a previous history

of rectal cancer surgery

Imasato et al. reported a case of salvage robot-assisted radical
prostatectomy (RARP) performed on a patient with prostate
cancer following rectal cancer surgery and radiotherapy. In
this case, careful dissection was performed under the com-
bined guidance of transrectal ultrasound and digital rectal
examination, resulting in a successful procedure without com-
plications. The postoperative course was favorable both onco-
logically and functionally, with good urinary continence
maintained.’

In recent years, salvage radical prostatectomy after radiation
therapy has been transitioning from open surgery to robot-
assisted approaches. Reports indicate that robot-assisted surgery
offers more stable treatment outcomes with fewer complications
compared with open surgery.>> However, it is important to note
that the incidence of complications with salvage RARP is
higher than with primary RARP. Especially, the careful man-
agement should be needed in case of rectal injury. A temporary
diverting colostomy, not primary closure of the rectal injury
site, is the first-line choice, since previous radiotherapy is an
important risk factor for rectourinary fistula.*

In this report, an experienced surgeon performed the proce-
dure with caution, achieving favorable results. Although the
patient had undergone rectal cancer surgery, meticulous surgi-
cal techniques led to a good postoperative course.' This out-
come provides significant and insightful implications for
prostate cancer treatment strategies. Nevertheless, it remains a
challenging procedure that demands careful patient selection
and should be performed exclusively by skilled surgeons.”*

This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution-NonCommercial License, which permits use,
distribution and reproduction in any medium, provided the original
work is properly cited and is not used for commercial purposes.
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