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(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
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Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

It is unclear whether parts of the intra-abdominal and funiculus spermaticus are
exposed to the complications.

The age and weight of the patients have been not discussed in this article. For
example, how effective is laparoscopic hernia repair in a 1-month-old 6 kg baby,
and is the development of scrotal edema different from open surgery?

It is not appropriate to make comparisons only with scrotal edema.

The title should include other complications. Patients between the ages of 0-18
should be specified according to certain groups.
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