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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The article "An Update on the Status of Laparoscopic Inguinal Hernia Repairs: Narrative Review" provides a comprehensive overview of the current state of laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair, focusing on the Transabdominal Preperitoneal (TAPP) and Total Extraperitoneal (TEP) approaches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. 
	

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

	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
	

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

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

	
Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	The article provides a thorough review of the current literature on laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair, highlighting the benefits and challenges of TAPP and TEP approaches. However, some limitations are noted:

- *Variability in Study Quality*: The review includes studies with varying levels of evidence, which may impact the reliability of the findings.
- *Need for Standardization*: The article highlights the need for standardization in mesh fixation and surgical techniques to reduce complications and recurrence rates.
- *Emerging Trends*: Robotic-assisted repairs show promise, but further research is needed to establish their role in inguinal hernia repair.

In conclusion, the article provides a comprehensive overview of the current state of laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair, highlighting the effectiveness and safety of TAPP and TEP approaches. While limitations and areas for improvement are noted, the review demonstrates the importance of laparoscopic techniques in reducing postoperative complications and chronic pain. As the field continues to evolve, further research and standardization will be crucial in shaping the future of inguinal hernia repair.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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