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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

[ read with interest this paper regarding the investigation predictors of

rebleeding and

in-hospital mortality in patients with nonvariceal upper digestive bleeding (NVUGB) by

Lazar DC et al . This study is a retrospective study, but has enrolled large number of patients
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with detailed clinical and laboratory history. This manuscipt has to be reduced in size and
the tables (containing the predictors) are very big and difficult to follow. Regarding the
discussion the authors would better summarize the findings of other similar studies in a
table for better comparison and change the discussion accordingly. Some English language

polishing is needed.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this study the authors analysed risk factors for rebleeding and mortality in patients with

non variceal acute upper gastrointestinal bleeding. Although the number of patients in the

final analysis is high and the authors examined a large number of factors the retrospective
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nature of the study and the inclusion of only one center are limitations as the authors
discuss. The authors should focus mainly on the predictive model they found and not on
data from univariate and multivariate analysis. 1.There are too many tables. The authors
must remove or merge some. 2.Were stigmata of bleeding evaluated in the analysis on only
endoscopic hemostasis ; 3.In conclusion the authors state that consumption of aspirin and
NSAIDs were associated with in hospital mortality but this only in univariate analysis not in

multivariate analysis 4.In table 2 the 3nd and 10th row should be deleted ... none.....
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Abstract:

- Background: "NVUDB can represent a severe.." -Results: not 100% (33%

females , 66% men). Improve the gramathic of the second paragraph. -Conclusions: respond

to your main objetive.

Methods: page 4: rebleeding not "releeding” Statistical analysis:
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you say data are presented as medians and IQR but in the text they are presented as mean
and SD. OR better than ORs and CI better than CIs There are a lot of tables. Reduce and
simplify. Figure 1: include % Table 2: banding in 7 patients (clarify) Table 3 is too long
Table 4 is confuse Table 5: what's the model? Legend. Table 7 and 9 too long. Data have to

be presented more clear and remark the contributions of your study.
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