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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 valuable epidemiological and endoscopic data on pediatric gastrointestinal bleeding in Iraq, a region where such comprehensive studies are scarce. By analyzing both upper and lower GIT bleeding in a single cohort, the study fills an important knowledge gap and offers region-specific insights that can aid clinicians in early diagnosis and management. The findings also highlight the diagnostic and therapeutic value of endoscopy, informing future clinical guidelines and healthcare planning. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningful evidence that can support improved outcomes for children with GIT bleeding

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	yes its suitable 
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive. It includes the key elements expected in an original research abstract: background, methods, results, and conclusion. It summarizes the major findings, lists the sample size, outlines the diagnostic methods used, and highlights important epidemiological observations.
[bookmark: _dfywlsa34hok]However, the abstract is long and overly detailed, with some parts that could be streamlined. There are also a few important elements that could be clarified or added to improve scientific clarity and readability.
[bookmark: _vya3nl75sxc5]1. Reduce excessive detail in results
The abstract contains too many numbers (e.g., numbers for every presentation type). Abstracts should include the main findings only, not full data tables.
[bookmark: _bnnivc1mcmm2]2. Remove long explanations or background details
The background section is slightly lengthy. Only 1–2 lines are needed to introduce the problem.
[bookmark: _yju9vkqxkhtt]3. Avoid listing rare findings
Some details (e.g., formula-fed infants, specific rare diagnoses) are better placed in the full text, not the abstract.
[bookmark: _bgeyw7w4e0vs]4. Shorten the conclusions
The conclusion section is strong, but could be more concise and focused on the two or three most important takeaways.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes its scientifically correct 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes — the references are generally sufficient and cover most of the key topics related to pediatric gastrointestinal 

	

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

	yes the language very good 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	






Reviewer details:

Mohammad Ali Khalaf, University of Kirkuk college of medicine, Iraq 

[bookmark: _GoBack]







	


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