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approach will become a real issue. Cheaper robotic tools such as motorized needle holder or new 3D
devices might become a viable alternative, particularly if we are mainly dealing with more advanced
lesions, where the nerve protections will not be the priority compared to the required negative margins.
Finally the upcoming year will also see the start of a most awaited trial comparing surgery and
radiotherapy in T3 prostate cancer (SPCG 15). Even if really difficult to conduct, this trial will be able to
answer this major question: is any form of local treatment better ?
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