EI2ATOrH
O TTPOoOEYXEIPNTIKOC XEIPOUPVYIKOGC OXEDIAOUOG OTN
POMTTOTIKO UuTTofBonNBoupevn pidiKkn
TTPOOTATEKTOMIN OTOXEUEI OTN MEYIOTN OUuvATH
EPAPMHOYIN TEXVIKWYV OlATNPNONG TNG
AEITOUPYIKOTNTAG, MHE OYKOAOVYIKN aoPAaAsia .
QOTOOCO, OEV UTTAPXEI OMNOPWVIA WG TTPOC TOV
BEATIOTO TPOTTO KABOPIOMOU TNG XEIPOUPYVYIKNG
OTPATNVYIKNG. 2KOTTOG TNG TTapouUuocag
OUOCTNMATIKNG avaoKOTTNO NG NTAV N
OUVKEVTPWON KAl AagioAoynNon TwVv OIaB€cIpwyV
OEQOMEVWYV OXETIKA ME TNV ETTIOPACN TOU
TTPOEYXEIPNTIKOU XEIPOUPYIKOU OXEDIAQOMOU OTA
OVYKOAOVIKA, AEITOUPVYIKA KAl OIEYXEIPNTIKA
ATTOTEAEOMNATA TTOU OUVOETOUV TO Trifecta.

PSM rates in all patients undergoing nerve-sparing
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INA ZIZMANOIAEIO B INANEINMIZTHMIAKH OYPOANAOITIKH KAINIKH EKINA

YAIKO Kal ME€0odoi
[MTpayppATOTTOINONKE CUOCTNMHATIK AVAOKOTTNO N JE
avalnNnTtnon oTtn BiIBAloypagia XPpNOIMOTTOIWVTAG
TOUG Opoucg ((prostatectomy) AND (robot*™)) AND
(plan™) OR (image™) OR (decision™) yia JHeEAETEC
TTOU ONuoolievuOnNkav atrto Tov lavoudapio tou 2000
cwcg lavoudplio 2024. 2 UpNTTEPQLIANPONKOV
TTPOOTITIKEG MEAETEG TTOU OUVEKpPIvVAV aocBeveig
UTTORBANBEvVvTEC o RARP pe TTpOoeyXeipnNTIKO
XEIPOUPVYIKO OXEDIOAQO WO £vavTi KOOOAouU
OXEDIAOMOU, AZIOAOYWVTAC TOUAAXIOTOV MIia AaTTo
TIC TTAPAMETPOUG TOU Trifecta. Ailevepynodnke
METAVAAUON OTAV OUO N TTEPICOCOTEPECG MEAETEG
aglioAoyouoavVv TO idl0o KATAANKTIKO ConNMUEIo.

2 UMTTEPIANPONOCAaV 8 MEAETECG (MIA TUXAIOTTOINMEVN
EAEYXOMEVN KAl ETTTA N TUXAIOTTOINMEVEG
TTPOOTITIKEGC OUYKPITIKEG), JME OUVOAIKIN CUMMETOXN
1.945 aoBevwv.

PSM rates in Clinical nomogram studies

ATTOTEAEC AT
. O TTPOoOEYXEIPNTIKOG OXEDIAOMOCG TrepIAAQuBave
KAIVIKA VOUMOYPAMUMATA, TTOAUTTAPAMETOIKN
HMAYVNTIKI TOMOYPAE@Ia KAl IOTOTTABOAOVYIKA
oedopueva Biowiag. Ta KATAANKTIKA ONMEIAa NTav 1A
OETIKA XEIPOUPVIKA OPIA WG OYKOAOVIKO KOl TO
TTOOCOOTA JIATNPNONG TWV VEUPAYYEIAKWYV
OEMATIWV WG AEITOUPVYIKO aTttoTeAecpua.. H
METAVAAUON €£€OEICE ONMAVTIKI MEILWWON TWV BETIKWYV
XEIPOUPVYIKWYV OpPIilwV TOOO OTNV Opada Xpnong
KAIVIKWYV VOpoypaupaTtwyv (RR=0,56, P=0,009- 2
MEAETEG, 563 aoBeveig), OO KAl OTNV ONAada
xpnonc mpMRI (RR=0,72, P=0,02- 3 peA£Teg, 801
aocOeveig). ETrITrA€ov, N JeETAVAAUOCN TWV
TTEQITTITWOEWYV ME OIATNPNON VEUPAYYEIOKWYV
OEMATIWV KATEDEICE XAMNAOTEPLA TTOOOOTA OETIKWYV
XEeIpoupyiIkKwyV opiwv(RR=0,65, P=0,01- 3 HeEAETEC,
823 acBOeveiqg)

PSM rates in MRI studies
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- 2UUTTEPAOC AT A

O TTPOoEYXEIPNTIKOG XEIPOUPYVYIKOG OXEDIAOMOG ME XPNON KAIVIKWY VOUOYPpAMUMATWYV Kal TN mp -MRI
APVNTIKA TN dIATNPEPNON TWV VEUPAYYEIAQKWY OeMUATIWV. Aev gival OuvaATOV VA TTPOODIOPIOTEI N BEATIOTN OTPATNYIKN -WOTOOO, O CUVOUAO UMOC TWV TTANPOPOPIWYV ATTO TN Bilowia Kal TNV

PAIVETAI VA MEIWVEI TA TTOOOOTA OETIKWYV XEIPOUPYVYIKWYV OPIiwV XWPEPIC va eTTnpedacdcel

\_ Mp-MRI TTIOavwg odnyei o€ KAAUTEPA ATTOTEAECONATA. W,
- N\
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