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Current situation and prospect of robot-assisted gastrectomy
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Chinese Medicine, Nanjing 210001, China)

Abstract Robotic surgical system is an advanced technology in minimally invasive surgery. It has drawn most of
surgeons’ attention due to its 3D imaging system, high-definition operating field, flexible wrist, effective tremor filtering
system and remote-control mechanism. Studies indicate that robot-assisted gastrectomy has advantages in terms of lymph
node dissection, digestive tract reconstruction, intraoperative blood loss, postoperative stress and postoperative nutrition over
traditional laparotomy or laparoscopic surgery under same outcomes.
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