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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 a clinically relevant question regarding the optimal duration of bismuth-containing quadruple therapy (BQT) for Helicobacter pylori eradication in treatment-naive Egyptian patients. Given the global rise in antibiotic resistance and declining efficacy of standard triple therapy, identifying effective first-line regimens is crucial. The study provides valuable regional data from the Middle Delta region of Egypt, where such comparative data has been limited. The findings suggesting that 10-day BQT may be as effective as 14-day therapy with potentially better tolerability and cost-effectiveness could have practical implications for clinical practice and resource allocation in similar healthcare settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly conveys the study design, intervention, population, and geographic location. It accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 comprehensive and follows a structured format (Background, Methods, Results, Conclusions). However, a minor correction could include: (1) Correcting the group labeling inconsistency in the Results section where both groups are labeled as 'Group II'. Despite this minor issue, the abstract adequately summarizes the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound with appropriate study design, adequate statistical methods (Chi-square, t-tests, Mann-Whitney U), and the conclusions are supported by the data presented. Whereas some issues need attention: (1) Group labeling error in the abstract and results (both labeled Group II), (2) Limited discussion of potential confounding factors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate and recent (2011-2025), with good representation of current literature. The 12 references cited are relevant and support the manuscript's context and conclusions. 
	

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


	The English language quality is generally acceptable for scientific communication. The manuscript is comprehensible and the scientific content is clearly communicated. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major Comments: 

(1) The high dropout rate (45.7%) is a significant limitation that should be more thoroughly analyzed. 

(2) Consider adding intention-to-treat analysis alongside per-protocol analysis.



Minor Comments: 

(1) Correct group labeling errors in Abstract and Results, 

(2) Consider adding a figure showing patient flow diagram,
(3) Specify the exact method of randomization used.
Overall, this is a valuable contribution to regional H. pylori treatment literature with clinically relevant findings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No. The study has appropriate ethical approval  for human subject research from Tanta University Hospitals (Approval code: 36264MS271/8/23), and informed written consent was obtained from the participants. 
	


Reviewer details:

S. Umamaheswari, Manonmaniam Sundaranarar University, India

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


