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MATERIALS AND METHODS CONCLUSION

Following PRISMA gquidelines, we searched PubMed, Th|.s systematl_c review  and mgta-angly&s ndicate thgt
. . . . OviTex® mesh is a safe and effective option for ventral hernia
Embase, Scopus, and ClinicalTrials.gov from inception to

September 2025. Studies comparing the use of Ovitex mesh oo with significantly lower recurrence rates ana

. . . . comparable outcomes in terms of surgical site occurrences
following VHR were included. The primary endpoint was L . . .
. . and length of stay. These findings support reinforced biologic

recurrence rates. Secondary outcomes were surgical site

occurrences (SSO) and hospital length of stay (LOS). mesh as a reliable alternative in patients at higher risk.
Statistical analysis was performed with Review Manager 5.4

using a random-effects model.

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.65 (P = 0.51) Favors Ovitex mesh Favors Non-QOvitex mesh

Figure 1. Association between Ovitex mesh and clinical outcomes
following ventral hernia repair. Ovitex mesh was associated with (A)
significantly lower recurrence rates, with no significant differences
between groups in (B) surgical site occurrences and (C) hospital
length of stay.
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