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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript provides a critically important and timely synthesis of the current evidence on Upper Gastrointestinal Bleeding (UGIB) in Nigeria. It is highly valuable for the scientific community as it is, to the best of my knowledge, the first systematic review to comprehensively map the significant regional variations in UGIB aetiology across Nigeria's geopolitical zones. By highlighting the north-south divide—with varices dominant in the North-West and peptic ulcer disease prevalent elsewhere—the review provides crucial, evidence-based insights that challenge the notion of a one-size-fits-all national approach. Furthermore, it successfully identifies a major evidence gap: the complete absence of population-based prevalence and incidence data, which is a fundamental first step toward mobilizing resources and guiding future research and targeted public health interventions to reduce UGIB-related mortality in Nigeria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, I could suggest:
1. Upper Gastrointestinal Bleeding in Nigeria: A Systematic Review of Aetiology, Demographic Patterns, and Regional Variations

2. Regional Variations in the Aetiology of Upper Gastrointestinal Bleeding in Nigeria: A Systematic Review

3. The Spectrum and Regional Distribution of Upper Gastrointestinal Bleeding in Nigeria: A Systematic Review
	

	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.


	Based on your feedback, the abstract can be improved by making the following key changes:

· Add an explicit gap statement to the conclusion, highlighting the absence of national population-based data on UGIB in Nigeria.

· Refine the call to action to include specific examples of region-specific strategies (e.g., endoscopic screening for varices in the North, public health campaigns on NSAID misuse in the South).

· Delete the redundant methodological detail explaining the use of a narrative synthesis, as this is a standard approach and can be condensed to save words.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript's scientific rigor and the alignment of its conclusions with its results make it scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list adequately supports the manuscript’s claims, especially regarding Nigerian data and regional variations, but it could be updated: Several key references, particularly those related to global epidemiology and clinical management (e.g., from 2008–2014), are outdated, so I suggest adding:
Lau, J. Y. W., & Yu, Y. (2021). Update on the management of gastrointestinal bleeding. Gut, 70(10), 1911-1920.  [Or a similar recent review/guideline]
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and technically precise, with appropriate use of disciplinary terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted and clinically relevant systematic review that addresses an important gap in the literature. The methodology is robust, the findings are clearly presented, and the conclusions are justified. The identification of stark regional variations in etiology is a particularly valuable contribution.

To further strengthen an already strong manuscript, you could consider:

1. Including a Map: A simple map of Nigeria's geopolitical zones, highlighting the regions represented (and not represented) by the included studies, would visually reinforce the geographic disparities in data availability and findings.

2. Future Research Framework: The "Implications for Future Research" section could be made even more impactful by proposing a specific, concrete framework for the multi-centre study you recommend (e.g., suggested core dataset, ideal participating centres per region).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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