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Abstract

Surgical robots, characterized by core strengths in precision, minimal invasiveness, and intelligence,
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have emerged as a pivotal technology driving the transformation and upgrading of surgical diagno-
sis and treatment. They are extensively applied across numerous clinical specialties, including urol-
ogy, orthopedics, general surgery, gynecology, thoracic surgery, and neurosurgery. This article re-
views the developmental history, mainstream categories, and core technical features of surgical ro-
bots, comprehensively summarizes their current application status and clinical advantages in various
disciplines, elaborates the application value and technical underpinnings of remote surgery, analyzes
the prevailing bottlenecks and challenges such as core technology monopoly, high costs, and inade-
quate standardization systems, and prospects future directions including intelligent upgrading, do-
mestic innovation, expanded application, and standardization establishment. This review aims to
provide a comprehensive reference for the clinical application and developmental trends of surgi-
cal robots.
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1. 51§

FARYLAS NSRS — TEHTHA, FEM AR K RS B B FARVLES HE s
DI S, HETCAERR L2 N . Sk, RN TEEE. 56, BrPEEHRE FARYLE
NBRPERR G, PLRE P FARILE N R R, Folm RN o AW e, OB s RN 8
WAL ERN BSMEE SRR T R BOSHESIAMERSTT RS HELL . It B REL IR Y
KEE SR AR E AN ARYLES ARG R R FBR . %0 R S AR TT 1A AT AT 2738 -

2. RRRASE

TEFAR A EHPLEE AN RS IR T 50 24607, (HER 20 thad 80 FEMRKAFFIHEIENH[2]. HLEs
NAESNRIATE ) S 5 7R LAB 3 2] 1988 4E, Kwoh Z5[311IHF1BM#E ] PUMA 560 M3 N RGixt—44 52
% BT T LA N A B SR E 1] B TS A o

£ 1991 4 Davies %54 HiZ RS AT RIS R KB VIRA, FERK T PROBOT®H &, H I %
FH T 75 e P A R 0 A A R TR R UL B @A A v 5| e ) g ah, s 2 V) B A AR 0 B
(5] SR, T F ARG A T B a0 FI MR B AT N Lt i, Ho T4 BoR 2 0, 2R Bk =4k &
R (6], PROBOT® HIHES B2 ) 1 BRA[7]. SR1, FARHLES NHIA EIF AR, B BHRA
F- R (Orthopedic Prosthetic Surgery) {3 i, ROBODOC® [8]% N 1 >3 1535 H & i 25 i B B R
(FDA) #LAERFARNLE A[9] [10].

FRFARYIE AL RAETRARET N8, 28070 TR AR E R, SRFERIBANES
HZh RS, HilH &g SRR E L R 1], iZ2R M5 — & T ARMLAE A W A& B 7T T (SRI)
Parekattil [ 128 B HWF A, EHPANMSLH > H K, @REAEASIMRHE AL TAE 5fi(Telepresence Surgeon’s Work-
station, TSW)FIZEFEF A #. t(Remote Surgical Unit, RSU)H . TSW L& WAL S FIE/EFN, 1515 BALH
5 RSU MINUMRES Hd-AT#R4E, 11 RSU _ERCA T TAZL, K SCRTE AL [R5 TSW R ARFE[13], Xt
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BA T BT ARBLE ARSI . SRI RGEHFARITH R, TR T TR, Rt %05 I LLERE R 7
[14]. 7E SRI RGEHIFEA E, 2000 ERiE 55 —1X daVinci® FARHBL s N BIHEAE SN, HAE T B AR
FARBUEENK ER[15]

3. ERFANBAXRBEZOBAREFS
3.1. BERFARNBA

B FARMLEE A B AT RN i) 2 137 5 i s 2R AL 16] [17], H Brsl) V2 N T IR 4R
EARE AR B0 EEEER 18], ARG T HEIMIER G HUE 2B RREMK[19], OEH
SN AE T A RO TR . O ARRH A R TR EERETFRFIRA AR 10~15 £
EYEEIE G BORET , nTIE I R I TR SRR 254 A 7 S B HEE20], BT AR
PR, ATERR/AMA T S ASANI r B . 4G 5T AR BB da Vinei SO N B RRBUS IEDIRE,
FETHRERE ME[21]-[23].

R F RN ZRAPIPRAN D N2 LRI, ZITFRISAREE T4, RERFA
A DaVinci Xi 5, KH Z MY H 58 SFARIGTT, #RAER 5, FARME E R AL F AP AF DaVinci
SP [24]%, WHREEBFRRITH VIO ERFAR, BFEWEIGE /DN BKEM, I HHIESERE
(g 2 (AL HEAT F AR B8 2 AR 35251

3.2. BRFEARHEZA (Orthopedic Surgical Robots)

HRIFARILES N GRILFRIG AR R SR, SRR NSRRI E, R B Qi%E
ZA AN IGH N [26]-[29]. BRFPARPLENTAT “HGHEhs. A7, THIEGZFEEME
HRFAR, ATARPERARJEBAL AT S I AR RS -

3.2.1. XTISMNFARHBZA

NTLRATEHAJoint Arthroplasty) C22 A H A& B R AGT FBL H 6T RS iE 4.
R EE RN R BIMIR30]. e RIERTT R BA RGN, REREMREH ARG IR, XA
Wap /)N, R R AR TS T R G A [31] [32], HLrh ST B 3 TR (Total Hip Arthroplasty, THA)FI 4%
5 B #F AR (Total Knee Arthroplasty, TKA) & & A WK 2 FiFE AT [33]-[35]. HERMAISLTHBARE NS
T IR R I SORE B R EE . AMRHEE AR AE T AT AR A 3 sk LAV M b 5 A s 454, T RE S 30K
Wi IR [36]

FERFTE T AR, AERMERNLE N E L2870 A F TR MAKO & BENLE A4 B 5 4t (Mako
SmartRoboticsTM System, MAKO), Hog—Fff Ea) 0T B AN NI RS, HT CT #47 =43
Dimensions, 3D)& AE AR, W AR ERS B E A[37], B AR AR S A P S2my S0, e R
NHIA AL E[38], BRACBARRA B« i S5 I F AR Ry, (R el b TR B0, 4 B8 R J5 SIS
[B][39], FF& iR E #MEH(Enhanced Recovery after Surgery, ERAS)H&[40][41]. FHHVLEATEE LN
TRATE AP WA RIFHIEST AR [42].

3.2.2. BEMFARUBFA
BIHEMMRIEE 2, ETAZME, I, BFRTEPN, FARUERK[43][44]. EIREE#AT
I 483 FIIEAETR[45], A TIHAFHRTEFARZR, P28 NGB RS CAE 2 BRIE B N TF R IFEE
TENLEE N4 B 4 TR (Robotic Spine Surgery)H', HL#s AHAR Ok H T8 H: Rl A2 E A (4655 T
R, BUREEBT RPN PUBH (47 FRETHE[48]. FFHALZS A A At my ek 3 R 25 A
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R S B R [49] [50].

B ACHFENLES A SpineAssist® (Mazor Robotics Ltd., Caesarea, Israel) T~ 2004 E35 75 FDA fit#E[51], +
B KA m i B BNME S ORI RS B L, A0 i) 2 A FH M HL#5 A Z — . Renaissance®7& Mazor [
B AREHNIEE N, T 2011 FFHUR T SpineAssist, HAHBIME SARMRET BN S THAF AR, BETH
%5 . %4VEmE . ROSA® BRAIN Robot (Zimmer Biomet Robotics, Montpellier, France)fx 4/ #% 1 i1 F T+ il
HFAR, BET 2016 3814 FDA fiti#EH THHTAR, 1WA NGEW BEAE B KPR T RERET#2
B[52][53], TEEFAMEMIEEEA B KIS, Excelsius GPS® (Globus Medical, Inc., Audubon, Pennsylvania)
T 2017 4F3815 FDA fitE, FLEATSER 23R ERThRE[54], HHBVEH FARMRET ACE S Th % 5 =155

4. IR
4.1. Eophat

VERT RIS NN H )2 85038, H BN MRS HER A I iR BoR, 72 B W(56]. HARJE[57]
(58]~ Jiii5 HEBEZMRH SO S48 FH Rl 2, I 4F DLRLFLAR[60] [61]. B RERL A . B0 iz Lt e,
Il AR 3R i85 AR 1 SR 2 R

H a2 2 T 70 3R B TE B (Rectal Cancer) F AR FRHLEZE N B B I #[62]-[65]. Feng %5
[66 |38 35 I AR XS BT 90 B UCE SEML A N T AN LU G s 8 T R B 38 b HR A B R S5 =33 K - Kojima
E[OTIIE TN b AR G i s e, R IIMLES NGl B~ FE R AR R A X5 2 2R 0 I 1 T e B i R R 26
Feroci %568/ 78 K IMLAS N BIZE M 4578 907 T B F L T S g8 TR . IF BVLES N B ieilin
AREA AR FARIERIE R R R RAERE BA69) LR AR E K Z[70]. B THEE AN EIFFR
PREFANE H B, FLAEARA B OR AL T AR o B I S A R AP IRCR (711 [72], E B A B e TR
(1) A2 2 A AT AT [ 73]

i+ —Fe B VIBR AR (Pancreaticoduodenectomy, PD)# I\ A& 4R BBk I F AR Z —, BARAF
HE I B B JBEEAE N R 5 ACRE T SR T 1 RS AR J5 A 22 FIBE T 28 [74] [75]0 EHHT PD BB A4 RS
HE @GP AT AL 2003 4 Giulianotti ZF[761# % 1 E HIHL& A+ 3R VIER R (Robotic Pancreati-
coduodenectomy, RPD). XT LUIE s 88 LA AL S I FT /i, RPD RecksE VI bg U1 Atk L &5 i s = 77], ossb>
PME[78] A5 TG R EAR[79] (LR B 4655801, (HFARE T K[75]. I Hi A8 ANEIER =R
WL LA SRR eI, HeaT I 5225 0 PD [811RA LA IRRAUH PD. Yang 5¥[82145 RPD -5 L & JFHL
37 REFIIRCR  BEAE BRAEBOR DLSOR 5 25 B 142 &, L 22 W] DU/ T FLASCR (83 ) ATk — 25 i /N B o

4.2. HERSMNR

W B F AR E W RN R V6 T I BB F- B 2 —[84], (B TWIRAMRFFARERAE S (BB . G5 5 2%
X3, BAEAARE SREIE. NI ST 3R, AR i B AL 5 W FE 22 52 B RE e [85]. X HiAk 4l
i, FARNEEN RG] LA A S AL U 1) FAREAE S, MBS BIMIAIT E 4. ik, AMUA
FITHREFARRE ., 45T RIFE[86] [87].

W PR ANEME AT ARG N fe B B )32 (k[ 88], 78 25 Bl JRAMEEF AR O B Hh B HLAS 1 R
UF IR o« FERT S B (Prostate Cancen) MRIGA T, ALEE Nl B 15 i 5% 11 471 B4 AR 76 R (Robot-Assisted Lap-
aroscopic Radical Prostatectomy, RALP)GE S 4 i O3 Hi 51 i il I () A 48 A R (89 ek AR HA IfiL[90]
FEARA G IRARZE[91] [92] S DI RERENT (9355 HF ACAE[94]. TEMLEF A HH B #5701 ER R (Robot-Assisted
Partialnephrectomy, RAPN)HY, HAEFHF AR M7 R B2E([95], ME A MIsE Ik 5584 8 hnT
FE[96], (HHAEFARB R J7 2w TSI ETAR[97], 75 EEARE I & 2R E AR
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4.3. BIpEL

J8 A RETR A F AN LA N L &R ISR 38 SLEAN B P 8 (A% O ek o M8 A% B 48 FHF AR (Robotic-
Assisted Thoracic Surgery, RATS), 3= %R FH it Bt/ Be UIBR A . S B AR VA AR LA 52 244 R A o e
JAVIBRAREE98]. HAEME MM AEHE . B MUBBMIE[99]. EEFHIEAR[100]H1 32 I H BEARHIA F
HIL . FFACRE KT DL AR Bk 2856 o (HHAE TR ) 7 T ig K TAE Sl s B TR, 7@ i AR5 2k
FESRTHT LALAK[101].

44. B

HRFFEARNLAE AR F BT BT ARB R 5, ARURR THERERTFREEA
A AMHRCRI I FECT BT R, LA A ALl AR ET RIS AR RS2t ST, SRS AR
(I BEANDLE, BRARIRAARRA S« WA 5578 A XU, TRl ARG, 4 i3 AR G FE S I )38
[102]c MAKO HL28 NFEBI T BIA, TR B E MR Z IS HITE 0.5 mm DAY, AR5 EEREF DU
FEPKE[39]. T RS, PLEENTTRUHE TS SME 5 MRIBETRN . MERR DIBR S ERAE, B S i AT
ZAR[103] [104], JLHIEH TEREHRIE .. BHMIESEFA[105].

R EF ) MAKO 5 ROSA B EWLE NERARFHE F2E 57 B3 . MAKO R FalRE RS, S
fit vl S AR SE IR E T A E SR, AR ENRE B S ™5 ROSA U LAAR A ST AR E AN O, 5
BUERCE T R BAEE RN, HEEIME. FRER S LSAME, SRR ARAERRME TA
[ 2 %(38].

5. HBRANZIZEST

Bl NIZFEF AR (Robotic Telesurgery)$s HI/E X FARHLA N BIEFEE S 7ERFAR[106]. fEHRimfEe2
IR SEBLRAAZ H S 5297 @I, MELUSER FREEME . BEEE SG BERARMAE, FARILA N TS R ]
NSRRI T P ESR AL E L  R BT A . LR INIE AT E BT = KA O PR Y E . B E T
REATE R v 5 1) I 2651 2 A s AR a2 i ot

Z e 5 F IR TR LS N FE FARBATATE[107]-[109]. HONEEST B B = 1) X 2t =
JREFA[110], RVEAFEETT O RIAMRHE A SE EATANEHME[ T 11] [112], TR EH KIS &5t il
G 113].

B H A4S 75 B OeyE — S Sk ) . WA I S . MRAERI R E M. BAVRIAL B R . TAT
AR 53 LA R AC 3 K 15 R = I R i 5 3 45 [ 114

b 5G/6G JBIEM IR IR, HEEHE— 3L - A5 i Aa e RIS 1, SRR FE TR (1) H 2 R
il SCELESIBRFARERAE; 456 ALIEI LA S B 6 XU T T [ 115] .

6. FARYFAlISKE R NI FRFS B

JEF AR NAE NGRS o S 7 S ke, (A AN F A7y i s 1 22 35 Pk

HAT, 2ERTARNLE AL OH AR DBk A2 116], B = BLaE A AE & A% O B 14l vk
P . —ZERE RS IRBIARSE) LA . 24T ARV Nk Z HSLH) 0 B, BEATCE
R IR B H G RE FZANFE Sy, T REHE A v 2 450475 1 KUK

[l FARBUEG N A B RRAS . GE3 A A A2 B, BRI 2 AR I R J 2R R
B H R & T AR SEOF 2 BE A IRERN BT AE, RIERERTARITA[117].

I H BT PRI NE L EEIAT N, Hllm AR e i &R MR e e ar, Sz 48— FARE
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PIE s BRABRAERT B bR e . #8 AR I
KIE -

7. BESRE

FARMLE NENIARHNEI ) HZ R R AR HEL . Atk B aetb iz o, SEZ IR
LRSI Z N A TGRS LITIFAR, HEGEHENFARAG . B HSrmessEE. &
AN A I B B D B IR RS, WEERS T FEART R E S

KRB G I AT EARTIRE, FANGEAB ARG AR, LHARFEEG SN FA
U E 2185 (Surgical Phase Recognition) #5# H T BREFBUSE I 70 F AR H 3t I Hibkokiek 2 1)
B2 KN, AT KERPIHE, DM, D HEHE; B A Bk 2 fIm R
s, HERMHGE S PR, JF R EE BN RETIAA TR R, BTN
DR R R )[R G R S — 2P T 2 B IR SRR R, AT HESh HAE IR R IA
I AT ) 5 RS A B

E&WE

ST AR KA QI ANE N Z- R H (95 S202510222084); BAITH 4 8 5 S S A R BTL 55
(%5 23KYYWF0596).
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