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[Abstract] Objeciivv Vo introdiice the method for assessment of safety and effectiveness of medi-
cal technique, thus to improve tlie medical quality and management level. Methods The safety and effec-
tiveness of laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair were assessed through the comparison of related indexes
between laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair and tension-free repair as well as traditional repair of inguinal
hernia. Results The incidence rates of complication and recurrence in patients with laparoscopic surgery
were lower than those with traditional surgery. The time of recovery in patients with laparoscopic
surgery was shorter than those with traditional and tension-free surgeries (P<C0. 001). Conclusion As-
sessment of safety and effectiveness of medical technique is of great significance to provide safe and effec-
tive medical service by scientific use of medical technology.
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