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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript is nicely presented, however, the patient group is small. Nevertheless, 

the general idea of the method is useful. I suggest to re-submit asa a Short Report. 
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Though nicely written, the study has some major drawbacks 1. Retrospective study 2. 

No Control group 3. The number of patients are just 75 and that too over 8 years. For a 

procedure like hernia which is one of the most commonly done procedure, the numbers 

should have been much higher to prove the point. 
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dr Yamamoto and colleagues reported the short-term outcomes of single-incision 

laparoscopic surgery for totally extraperitoneal inguinal hernia repair (SILS-TEP). 

Hernia repair was preceded and followed by intraperitoneal observation. The authors 

stress the benefit of intraperitoneal observation. However, there is no comparison 

between SILS-TEPs with or without intraperitoneal observation. Many authors have 

reported the short- and middle-term outcomes of the SILS-TEP in a larger population. In 

a relatively small sample size, more information including cost-effectiveness and patient 

satisfaction would be needed.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The study described a modification of conventional TEP approach with the addition of 

intraperitoneal observation. The author suggested advantage of inspecting the 

contralateral side for hernia and the possibility to examine incarcerated bowel. It also 

allowed easy conversion between TEP and TAPP when necessary. Overall the study 

design was sound and the conclusion was valid. However the study was purely 

descriptive without comparison group which limited its value. Some points need to be 

clarified:  1. The rate of incisional hernia, if any, was not mentioned. 2. Given that 

classical TEP is a well established method with relatively low complication, the 

prolonged operation time in iSTEP needs to be justified. Is it cost effective? The author 

should include a simple cost analysis. 3. There was no reference to support the common 

complications after TEP mentioned in the discussion.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

1. interesting study: iSTEP combined with intraperitoneal observation enables 

observation of the opposite side and reconfirmation of treatment after mesh repair 

making the technique safer and reducing postoperative complications.  2. previous 

study has reported that using observation through the incision at the inguinal hernia sac  

can identify the opposite sided inguinal hernia, what is the advantagements in your 

modification comparing to the above study.  3. in the second paragraph of the 

MATERIALS AND METHODS part, authors said "The trocar was removed and the 

peritoneum was closed after inserting a catheter to degas the cavity". please describe it in 

detail that "How is the peritoneum closed? How to guarantee there is no gas leakage in 

preperitoneal space?". 4. in the discussion part, authors said "If it was difficult to perform 

hernia repair using TEP, we could easily switch to TAPP.", could you let us know 
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"Under what condition, the operation should be switched to TAAP?"
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Very good work. In my opinion it deserves publication. 


