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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 addresses an important clinical problem in pediatric gastroenterology gastrointestinal bleeding which continues to be a major cause of emergency admissions and diagnostic challenges. By evaluating both epidemiological characteristics and endoscopic findings in a large tertiary center, the study provides region-specific data that are scarce in the Middle East, particularly Iraq. The findings contribute valuable information on the distribution of etiologies, diagnostic yield of endoscopy, and outcomes, thus helping clinicians improve diagnostic strategies and early intervention. The study also highlights practical challenges such as inadequate bowel preparation and limited access to advanced diagnostic tools, which are relevant for healthcare systems in similar resource-limited settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally clear and informative. It summarizes the methodology, main findings, and conclusions effectively.
Suggested minor improvements:

· Add the study period in the Methods section for clarity.

· Tighten the Results section to emphasize the most clinically significant findings.

· Consider adding one sentence on the implications for clinical practice.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology is appropriate for the study objectives. Data are clearly presented in tables and supported by descriptive statistics. The endoscopic correlations are meaningful and consistent with established pediatric literature.
Some areas could be improved:

· The Discussion section is extensive and would benefit from more concise synthesis.

· The study limitations should be expanded slightly to mention retrospective data variability and possible selection bias.

· Clarify terminology (e.g., differentiate hematemesis vs. coffee-ground vomiting more consistently in text


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and relevant, although a few more recent sources (within the last 5 years) on pediatric GIT bleeding epidemiology and diagnostic endoscopy could strengthen the background.
If available, adding recent guidelines from NASPGHAN/ESPGHAN would increase the scientific weight.


	

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


	The language is overall understandable, but the manuscript would benefit from careful editing for grammar, syntax, and clarity. Some sections (especially the Discussion) contain repetitive statements and could be streamlined.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are helpful but should be standardized in formatting.

· Consider adding odds ratios or statistical comparisons if possible, to strengthen correlations.

· The Conclusion is appropriate, though it may be strengthened by adding recommendations for improving diagnostic pathways in resource-limited settings.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Alsadig Suliman, Sudan Medical specialization board, Sudan


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

