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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 is a systematic review on the evaluation and management of upper gastrointestinal bleeding in adults. The topic is clinically important, and the paper provides a structured synthesis of diagnostic strategies, therapeutic modalities, and patient outcomes, thus being very useful for clinicians, researchers, and guideline developers. Indeed, this review addresses a problem area of continuous clinical challenge with high global morbidity, while the emphasis in early risk stratification, endoscopic timing, and integrated management pathways adds significant value to the insights. While UGIB continues to incur significant healthcare burdens, this manuscript provides relevant information likely to help improve outcomes and ensure that future research efforts are better informed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the content. 

However, a slightly more precise alternative could be: 

Evaluation and Management of Upper Gastrointestinal Bleeding in Adults: A Contemporary Systematic Review (2015–2025)

 since it better reflects the stated search window.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. For completeness, the inclusion of a statement on limitations should also be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate categorization of evidence and a coherent narrative that corresponds to current clinical guidelines.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference appear generally appropriate and recent.
	

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


	The English is understandable, but it needs to be moderately edited for grammar, clarity, and cohesion. Certain sections repeat themselves, have spelling errors, or have formatting inconsistencies that should be revised to meet scholarly publication quality.
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