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CORRECTION

Correction to: Mesh versus suture for elective primary umbilical hernia 
open repair: a systematic review and meta‑analysis
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Correction to: Hernia  
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10029-024-03106-9

The correct sentence in the conclusion should read:
Additionally, despite the overall analysis showing higher risk 
of seroma and wound infection for the mesh repair, no differ-
ences were seen after subgroup analysis of RCTs.
The Editor-in-Chief agrees with the correction.
The original article has been corrected.

Publisher's Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

The original article can be found online at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10029-​024-​03106-9.
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