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Please write a few sentences regarding the importance
of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do
you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4
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The manuscript is important to review and compare results of widely performed
surgeries for acommon disease groin hernias. The review of the literature is useful to
relook and reassess the individual practice of hernia repair.

appropriate?

Is the title of the article suitable? Yes
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you Yes
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this
section? Please write your suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript Yes

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required
for this part.

The information in this manuscript is collected from authentic search engines of the
medical literature. The comparisons of parameters related to procedures and their
complications are very well written.

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

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have Yes
suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
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