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It is a great pleasure for me to review your interesting study. I was very impressed with

your achievements. Therefore, I think this paper is worth accepting publication.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this manuscript authors reviewed the role of endoscopy in the acute GI bleeding. We

appreciate authors effort for writing such detail review and pointing out the important

aspects of endoscopy in the acute GI bleeding in clinical practice. I have some comments
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to authors. 1) There is no comment on small bowel bleeding. Should it be considered
differently? As the title is the role of endoscopy on acute GI bleeding, would you like to
comment on small bowel bleeding and the role of entroscopy in the acute GI bleeding?
2) What are the pre-requisites for the emergency endoscopy in acute GI bleeding. Do you
recommend placement of nasogastric tube, use of prokinetic (motility) drug and which
drug? 3) Kindly enlist the causes of acute upper GI bleeding (like LGIB) 4) Please
mention regarding Rockall score for peptic ulcer bleeding as it considers pre and post
endoscopic finding and helps in predicting the risk of rebleeding and mortality 5)
Under the heading what is the best option for patients with hematochezia .. first
sentence -unlike UGIB which is mostly divided into variceal bleeding and peptic ulcer
bleeding...replace peptic ulcer word by non-variceal. 6) Kindly change the title use of
endoscopy in therapeutic role to therapeutic role of endoscopy. In this session, it would
to be useful to discuss endoscopic treatment in detail including some information about
hemospray, over the scope clip with their indication and adverse events. Please
comment on the challenges faced during endotherapy in patients with acute GI bleeding.
7) In peptic ulcer bleeding (under use of endoscopy in a therapeutic role) please add the
sentence “risk of rebleeding associated with FIB is very less compared FII A and F IIB
and may not require high dose IV PPI after successful endotherapy. (reference Jensen D
M et al Reassessment of Rebleeding Risk of Forrest IB (Oozing) Peptic Ulcer Bleeding in
a Large International Randomized Trial. Am ] Gastrpenterol 2017 Mar;112(3): 441-446)
8) What is your opinion on the use of video capsule endoscopy in critically ill patient? As
these patients are at high risk of complication during endoscopic evaluation, can video
capsule endoscopy be preferred for triage before evaluation? 9) I agree with the author
second look endoscopy is not required for all the patient, but there is subset of patient
who may benefit from second look endoscopy like patients on NSAID, those who

required large amounts of blood transfusion and initial unsatisfactory endoscopic
4
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procedure. (ref Park SJ et al Effect of scheduled second-look endoscopy on peptic ulcer

bleeding: a prospective randomized multicenter trial. Gastrointest endoscopy 2018

Feb;87(2) :457-465) 10) Conclusion- conclusion is too big. Kindly avoid the same

sentence repeatedly. It would be great if conclusion can be made shorter and precise.
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