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Although the article is well-formulated, the surgical options presented are somewhat
reductive

compared to existing surgical techniques and the current state of the art. It is crucial to
include

techniques that place the prosthesis partially or completely pre-peritoneally via the anterior
approach. Only by doing so can a thorough literature review on the topic of open inguinal
hernia

repair be conducted. Additionally, it is important to note that the techniques mentioned in
the

article only address direct and indirect inguinal hernias, excluding femoral hernias,
whereas preperitoneal solutions are capable of repairing all types of defects.
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