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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Inguinal hernia is mainly caused by congenital unclosed peritoneal sheath-like processes.

The surgical treatment is the main treatment method for inguinal hernia in children. The

traditional open surgical incision is large, and it is very easy to damage the nerves in the

inguinal area in children. The high-risk factors that cause recurrence after laparoscopic

surgery for inguinal hernia have been analyzed, and early prevention and treatment to

improve the prognosis of children has been deemed significantly important. In this

study, Weilong Chen et al explored the effect of laparoscopic surgery on indirect

inguinal hernia and the risk factors for postoperative recurrence and to provide a

reference for the clinical treatment and prevention of recurrence. This study is very

interesting. Results are reasonable and well discussed. Some minor comments: (1) Some

minior language polishing should be revised. (2) The x±s should be replaced with mean

± SD? Please check and confirm. (3) Tables should be moved to the end of the

manuscript.
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