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Abstract  As the most advanced technique in minimally invasive surgery, robot-assisted surgery represented by Da Vinei
surgical system has been widely used in thoracic surgery. This paper aims to summarize the application status of robotic thoracic
surgery (lung, esophagus and mediastinum) and evaluate its clinical effect, meanwhile, the future development of surgical robots
in thoracic surgery is prospected.
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1 FARNSFANERE

KF A FARMLAR AR H AT Bk R L H
M B )T BT ARHLER A 1999 4, Intuitive
Surgical 23wl W EE 1 BIRINAT A, &
ACHEHARME . S, Si. Xi, SP AR AT, HAT,
BN ATFR ARG ) 20T O ohEE
HANEE L IR IBIRAMEHEEC AR 2020 4,
RIF R AL AT R R G IAE 2B FE N 78 T
120 T HIFA M,

RIFA AL N TR RGeS H i ME— 3R
TR FARPLE A o 2001 4 Yoshino 1257
RGN RIS A FARMLAS NS0t T (=2 22 iy
BRI VIBR A, P T k252 T AR ML AAE M ok
BN FH B Sei . FRE T 2006 5 K51 AL
BN R G T O MEANEE D, E B
I BB ANEFTAR T 2000 4E7E 1 BB 2 B 5
AL #RE 2020 4F 12 A, HEKEERENL R B
190 &, TR 19 HH, Ho ks TR
i 13%. BHTA SR HLE AT AR R G AE g o
BTz, LT AR SRS T R, 2.
AR . MR LT AR SEER AT DL R J5 A pLas A &R
G B 7E R s

2 HlEs NFERERF AR IR H

2002 4E, Melfi F M 25 “ 438 7 1 5L b4
1 ML %8 A B g 28 B (Robot-assisted thoracic
surgery, RATS) Jilfi ¥ F K, ZHAO X % ¥ F
2009 4EFF & T FE N ES 151 RATS fifim- I B AR .
H i [ P9 A0 0 A BIL#S Al Bt A, wT LA
GRS Ly N N VA 7 N it 7 N i N2 W T
PLES N B BB DI BR A . Bl UIBR A . il B V)
B K it sCUIBR AR S T AR 4 2020 4 & A 1Y
(UL Nl Bl it T AR v T DR L) 1,
RATS JiliA i3 i T AR ( Video-
assisted thoracic surgery, VATS) , A& H #
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T ARSI PE I UIRR A, DR ML s A4 Bl s
I TIERAAEJEA A S TT

2.1 PLES NREBDIDIERA
i I BRIBE & RGEMEIR A5 =25

SR/ NIENTE ( Non-small cell lung cancer,
NSCLC) Y45 e A 2 2002 4F Melfi F M % ©
B T Bk A LA AT A, ZHAO X 45
T 2009 4T g T 3K S 1 RATS it it B B
ARo AHULT 2018 AEFFJE T —IbLas A% A
£l 5 it P70 83 AR 00 5 258 74 T o e O 5
1 1o {11 11 75 23 DU BC. ( Propensity score matching,
PSM ) Xt Lt 69 %t 835, UESE T RATS 7E8 /AR
Hro i (P=0.037) ik B 453 49 (P=0.014)
EEAMEHE LT T A % i U BR
1075 18] 1 J A /IS0 B i 28 A T [l B A 5
SRTRBL, SRR BT AR, =P
Bl Nl B - DI BR AR AE R 253 . RJE 51
T T M A B TR R B, R T R 3
AJEAE B B T 25 25 5 o ARG T 2021 4E
KT EBR S GRS AR AR
e RAIFFE ", FRah A 320 (s 3, HiE 46 1
TR, AL L M s 4 A BT AR I &
KA (P=045) . RJ5 MR K% (P=0.76)
SRS TR AR W22 R Mg AT ARAE
ELEEVE R 8. N, Ik L 25 3 5 B RNk 1 2
TH Oy RA DR, ARG M5

(830ml Vs 685ml) . f Bt 2% A ($12 821 Vs
$8 009 ) JyHIfFAES Fx.

2.2 HLES NGB VIR A

AR, iR P i BE DD B AR O 2
JOE FH LT it 988 YR 9T o Pardolesi A 45 1
2012 4 RARTE T ALAR A Bl e s 0 i B D) B
Ao HETHL &R NGBl BEUTER AR e )2
TP AT 2019 AEBRA [ N 2 A T
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{95 F RATS 5 VATS f Z2 o0y 15 A 55 1
7R, RATS 5 VATS 76 Jifi B V) Bk AR 1) F AR i)
Ko Rpimit . REEBEER], SRR
A ARAE T TOR #E 2E 5, {H RATS 76 N, ik
SEEH T AR XL S 228G il Bt
YJ B K ( Combined anatomic subsegmentectomy,
CAS) , AL p el 1T 16 BIFA¥pms ",
WESE T HLER NGB CAS 2 e vERg 2k, &
JEEIESEN (<2em) W21 B, LHZ
A bz

I —Tgy AT 32 WiakgY (A 6 593
1452 RATS . VATS Bl i T A 1y H 09 fii 98 8
H) 1 Meta 007 " 25 5L 8K, RATS 41F% T 30d
FET- AR, HFAREIE dhiTF MR ke
SEEFEE © ARJE IR B )1 5 VATS
L ST AR, RATS BT ARB A HE K,
fEBERt A A, ER B ERRE . RIER
SEA 30d FET- AT E 2257 LB / il Be )
BRAS AL, RATS F1 VATS BEFAEE( 175.8min
Vs 153.9min, P=0.003) FIibkEL45EH%H (11.0
Vs 9.5, P=0.179) #b, HARE5 RS SR HrARLL

2.3 HLZS A GG #h = DIBRA

b 27 DT B AR 2 v e AR i g A v A
AR o LG M BT A iy F A R 1
Z R, e IR TR o A, WL
ATFARRGHA & 3D 8. RGO Th
SEMRF, EHOR BRI WY SRR, W
FO ML s, B BESS T2 R Tl =X
IR A . 2011 4E Schmid T %5 "7 338 1 ¥ 4]
BLEE A DIBR A, o A W) & 48
R LSS NS T B ) B2 B 1 2 A2 36 [ 5T
JE T HLas NHE Bt X DI, O &R T BRI
Bil4iE Y, GRS TR A v R R TR T
HR 24 | AT TR AL . 2019 45 JTAO W J 45 2

KT H AR R MBS Al =X 0 B B s ]
O 1 A9F g 2 SR, RN 67 19 S A Helt R il
Dbk, S5 ER, AR T AR ]
166.5min, YA H Ik 98.8ml, ToH LI
Mg, AR JG IR AE K %k 20.9% ., QIU T 5
Xt 188 {745 % RATS, VATS 5T jife il ot =X 47 B3
AR B AT T CEC BT, 255 KB RATS
AR s TSR], 5] B R 45 7
LT VATS HAJFCTARH, —=HMARJE 90d
FET-H. BIFRAE KRN TG 22 5. Y
FEERBIPOR, HLES GBI IBR AR 4
AT, SRR,

3 W AEMNREFARFAIR A

P& N TR 35 F 2B e A i JULE )
2 MR AR T A T 20 4B T, A 2001 4E
Yoshino I 5§ " 42 38 55— ] 3K 5% 21 ML &5 G\ b
FIVIBRAR LK, HLas N B FAR R G 7E M e
Mo g . RGO, RN BRI
IR (3R YT XA TR A R B

HRAE AL ATl 2 0 i 3 TR v el & 5%
R (2019 ) ) PHERE, HLES A B\ RE b
FEVIBRAGE NAER I T M T A, BT
Plis N TR R G Re s A 0L itk e T AR =K,
X FHLA ARG T A, JiJed /N JEEAS 3% &
ANFRA XS SR, AR RILCA, Kin g
SEYNRR IR T ARV T EEA R
3.1 HiAFEIME YR AR

HIENGYREAPN )/ s s kv il
IRBIFSE P70 SR8, LA Al B B AR BB A S T
FrHZ 4, I AR TR DIBR AR B
HEF ARG 7 S 2B F AR I,
AW ER, RATS FARERMF 5 B IE P IF
i T A B — T % 350 451 43 51 #E 4T RATS Fl
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VATS Jig BRI BRA 14 78 & 1 Meta 4387 ™ @R,
VATS FI RATS Wy R UTER A T $2 it R 4 H 22 421
FARAMBTFARMLE R, WHAZRILTFRA 2SS,
H RATS Jig B VIBE A 19 F A BF [ B K. 2017 4F
QIAN L %5 PY 3 18 7 123 £ 42 52 RATS. VATS
sUE B YIFAR (Median sternotomy, MS) f
O IR SE, IESE T RATS F VATS T
IR P30 M B Fn e PR RTRT A, HL S VATS
FAEG, RATS (Y1 /N, ARG MRS i Lk it
R, SR, AR s
FARABE T, WA (UL AL B\ i
T AR AP E L ZIN (2019 i) ) P HERE, Xt
TR FRETAR, RATS AR VATS MfH,
A I BRI S, TS, A
W sl 8198 S A P& o8 . B ATE A7 M A B ATS Ry T
GBI DI BR AR, R e B
G, MGG RS TR, Plas A28
PR, AT LS 3 A T AR e 1y Y &
S 58T W B 5 A % R 0% Vi T 5 R i B 21 4 4
LT = 31 = = 26 e £ R @ TR S NI N
HIHEIENIC I T A TR AR AR s AR R
S AR B e T s DI A
TE J5 GBIl g TR J7 1, VATS /Eh & b
WECAFHIZ N, RATS TAE XS4/, Hosk
FEF A IR OE PR S EEAL I e Mo AR
RO — R IR RS, L A R AT
L5 T8 3D MBS A LA M A A Bk
IR REFEH AR, TE F I T A Hh g a8 5L
BRI 1) FE 43 2 #E R SC BRI R, U X TR
AT LRV, B T2 1) 5 AP g, RATS FR
FEME )L I 2 558 5 A0 R A b ) S e
X T o AR B M TOURR g, ML A%l B R
A& 51 G M s B8 AR AR, 7 3 A i
iR AR T AU 22 i A

3.2
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4 HMBEAEREFAPHIEA

BETARLEZ, BEES, HIhla A
TETARRIERS: ., Ia NI EEVIRA
( Robot-assisted minimally invasive esophagectomy,
RAMIE ) # - i Melvin W S %8 ¥V F 2002 4 5¢
i, B EEW G T A8 R B vor-Lewis ¥ o
Horgan S %5 ! 2003 4E4R1E 1755 1 il EE R
LA AR VIBR AR, 1ETTE TAHLES A
EEEVRT RPN 3 EERIRE LA
NEEVIBRAIEAE 2010 4, BRSSP RIE T
17 5] RAMIE. H#§, RAMIE £ ARAUAEDE—2
KA T

o T EEVIRW K2, 7%
fRIE A N ) i S5 ), MLas N 2
VIR TF AR 2, i FEaE T3 &
JE ML FLE & VIR A (Robot-assisted transhiatal
esophagectomy, RATHE) . 247 i - 8 1E H -
FEHR =V EEVIBEA (Robot-assisted McKeown
esophagectomy, RAME) F1 £ £7 i - i 1E
— I & VIBE R (Robot-assisted Ivor-Lewis
esophagectomy, RAILE) , J& P9 il £ 5 i 15
kB H A AL AT R RGEE L,
77 MR 4 8 (O I/ s A AL RS A AT
Ui 5 AT 43 IR A LA N B R A L L B
FAR
4.1 LNMIEALEEVIRRAR

ML N 2 IR RL s R B VIBR AR 3
BN TR B B S R T B iR
57 . TARLER AN W) T &8 DIBR TR0,
K RATHE™ . (R Bk f0 T BB #e4,
RATHE A DA/ il g . AR S5 M A 451
KaE, HARP WML, REAEREE R, A
FFARJEWE ™1, {0 RATHE i B A7 H R B
P, HETFAREE FIEAES &SP B,
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H RATHE JTCEBIREAI R E L, TR E
EEERE SR E, HA 28 il
s FEAE A T BB, I RATHE 78 [ 4
B, AT REAEA M i AR s B ZhRefik
TNEFTCIA 2 A TR B

4.2 McKeown EEVIGA

HLEF N McKeown A 2U7E [ 4 A1 I AR Bz
BNz, HFEERIT M F By, BT
W KA e k. BRI Lrh BoR AR
bR B, 2 Hh o R AZ AR L BLERA
McKeown T AR 55 RAILE A [a] 2 &b 76 F 1 % 5
BEAT IR BN, T McKeown 3276 850 #E4 71
G, HWE HERUR S It 1 R A R
T Ivor-Lewis 2 ),

ROBOT i % ™ J& H #if #E — I H RAMIE
I e =B 7 U B R 1 Bl AL X B R
RAMIE fi Jf] = 4] 1 McKeown RZkAT, H45HR
W], RAMIE ] {if il = ARIAV S 47, I H b
T F A R HA T M

McKeown R EA 712 1% A9 Ik 2 25
BEE. ZWEXTYLE N SESEEERH T
McKeown A (1 [ 551 X B AFF 7 45 S 570 1
AN, BLES NG B McKeown A 0] AT B £ f4 1k
EL4s,  EANKG AR J5 MR 1 28 R I R AR
YANG Y 55 " 38 g 40 1] 3F 43 UG fic %F 271 X i
BRI 3 ER AR AT i, KB
RAMIE 2 5 A 30451 ( 11.8% ) BRI I %
Horh a4 o Bl R . 17 114 B 5 78 A 4 15
IR, T TLMIE 41858 P2 26 41 10.2% )
WELE &, A5 10 BRI EER . 7 e
RS I 9 B G I RS . RAMIE 550 A A B ik
EL45 5 & KM (2.0% Vs 5.3%, P=0.044) .
P~ BAA) 1) S AR A A7 8 R TSI A A7 3R A 22 57

(P=0.097. 0.248) . HTH{iHJCE KA HTHETE

Ko L8 RAMIE 515 48 i I8 s s i i 45, i
TEFEAT LA BB i T AR B B 56 A
REVATE"" 1 RAMIE®
4.3 Ivor-Lewis & VIIEA

BLER A Tvor-Lewis AR 32258 ] F9i A8 00 F
BETERLEEECHTWEH, REREZ
oD RBOX RS, 135 ME B R a4 i
19 R B TR AR A G P

20134 Cerfolio R J %' i1 T 22 {4 RAILE R,
ForppEm IS 5 0, RAEMIE I 1 B, 2018
AEAHLL X 70 B4 Z HLAR N Ivor-Lewis AR 1Y &
H AT IR 4B 1 B SRR OR S E TR E TR
4 308.7min, ~F- ¥ 0l & A 190.0ml, A J5 H
BB ]2 9.0d, b 2 5] h &L JF ik, 24

(34.3%) BHEKEREIFRIE, A TAREH

R, VIBR, ARJ5 30d THET- W Bil. Nora I 5 %}
847 il sz BB TR DI BR AR 1) 8 Bt i i v
B, HIFHL vor-Lewis RaCAHHEL, RAILE (544
I RAE A #(23.6% Vs 30.9% ), Herhm 4 1%
W) EURAS | R g . U101 e A5 I RE R
AR T I T AR

Ivor-Lewis A% RAMIE % i T Be & & HiA
SFRA—ENH . —Bhh, MIIESERETA
( Thoracoscopic-assisted Ivor-Lewis esophagectomy,
TAILE ) , HL# NGB Tvor-Lewis A 8 H 2
o, (H H AT I He RATLE A1 TAILE A4 i
TR IRIE . ALK 184 ] Tvor-Lewis A B &4
L T Bod R HEAT [ BUPE DT G A BT, A5
7R RAILE TR A2 2 K< T TAILE 41 ( 302.0min
Vs 274.7Tmin ) , HAERIME . SAEIFKAE K
Az AEBEE] | RS R 2 R,
4.4 HABEETFAR

BLAS N A B F AR T3z s P38 12k 5t
ZHEMEE T mIUZ IR, B REERL
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MR IUE A AR K 8 8 R FA . &8 R
PR IR (A S ) FEETFAP
H1F RATS AR BAE S HAR, PLEs AFAR R
Gite FRFART, KKRFE T FAREME, B
THARMERE

5 BHEERE

i bRTIR, LUAZFar AR RGN AERAL
i NAERISNRE I F R iz fTBOR 2, F
AR 5 R AW T 515 G0 IF R M e 45
FARFALE, HLas NGB T AGA w1 — 4T |
RIGIYUE | RBL IR F IS, 1EMSMRLA
SRPIR BINA T TP R IE 2 A B R =7 BB RCR
I, HAD L 4 AR B )L sl
HRIERA NS AIN, MRS TR,
PLER N FAREA SRR 2 ) ik SR, K55
WML ARAFE A AR, TR & 5
Bz IR BN | AT IR A
(LRl HOAR K A i T2, X S n) A 8245
R

IRIF AT T AL &R N e A 5 i 1 B
FLEAR . AR H R A E AL ] 2
PR RPFOCREHA, XLt ] g Sk
PSR AT ARRKERIT N EEZS % fEh
LA NRIER, S TAUR SR A SP o B TE
K B, B H R ARAE R EEN . RS H
A AP, SRR SRRk 1 o A
PEAARN, AT LASEBE R 06 B PR FLABR E L, JF
HEeg b FARYIO, W a. X T kAR
FA, T BB BAEAE, BAL Trocar B A
GulE SR b I (E N e =i PN R R AN S S S
AT, HALIE S ar AR R G INA S % i
1",

BLas NFARA At 7 e AL ] BK i AR
Bk, FENFPRRANREFA AR R T B i
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FAOLE A, DR E A, AR
T SRR BT RATS, X CT XE L E (7 il 2
T OUHIEIR A LS ) P PR g i

RPN BB ARIE IR IFE Si FH A
TROERURAE, (L08R T S G ) g
%% (Indocyanine green, 1CG) , T SCHEA#EHT
DAY LSRR, B A R O AR
WAL LR B, FER MR A Rl
TPV CORE DAL | R B S SR R I B
R

FARPUE N 5 — 8RR i s e N T
RETARHLER A, BUE T IREE2: ), RAMRHE A4
AT ARy A5 AR P A, [l o B h sy
SEMAFEE N . A ABOMRHEERE S, AL
BHRe S T ARMLA AW — AT E R R = K
ARG PR B A 3R R 5% 77

BR T ARBLE AR T M S0 B B )R
BESNE (E S /9113315~ o s o A T P S O S P 2
i B PE I R BIFSE g RATS (4166 1R 10 P 42 A 3iE
WG, H 2 AR 220 F AR AT L i RATS
B 5E Lo

S 3k
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