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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.


	The given manuscript represents a synthesis of the existing evidence on the assessment and management of upper gastrointestinal bleeding (UGIB), which happens to be one of the leading causes of morbidity and mortality in the world. 

Combining the results of randomized trials, cohort studies, and recent meta-analyses, the manuscript provides useful information on the diagnostic accuracy, risk stratification and therapeutic approaches
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is good but Minor issue in the title is it uses two colons, and the latter may seem unnatural.

Proposed Alternative Titles
Evaluation and Management of Upper Gastrointestinal Bleeding in Adults: 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.


	It is comprehensive but few things have to be included. 

Recommendations to Improve.

· Include quantitative results (where possible), to reinforce the Results section, e.g. mortality/rebleeding reductions.

· Indicate the period: Where it is stated that it was done between January 2015 and September 2025, the inclusion criteria in other places state 2010-2025; bring them to fit.

· Briefly state (as is common in systematic review abstracts) heterogeneity and limitations of the studies included.

· It is worth considering the reduction of descriptive sentences so that the abstract could be more concise, especially the Background and Methods
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically sound. Few areas for Improvement required.

· Duplication of methods section: Section 4.3 and 4.4 have duplicated texts, it is necessary to combine them or to amend the sections to be clear.

· Inequality in inclusion criteria period (2010-2025 vs. 2015-2025).

· Certain values (e.g., sensitivity, specificity tables) do not appear to be cited, but it is better to make it more evident
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and appropriate
	

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


	Language quality  is good
	

	Optional/General comments


	Limitation section with PRISMA has to be mentioned.

New emerging technologies globally and their challenges in UGIB care would make discussion more strong. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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