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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

To the authors, I have no concerns about your manuscript. However, I wonder how clinicians will 

use BUN parameter to distinguish upper from lower GI bleeding.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear Editor, Authors Thank you for sending the manuscript"Laboratory test variables useful for 

distinguishing upper from lower gastrointestinal bleeding" for revision please accept the following 

comments - Good idea to differentiate between upper and lower GIT bleeding. - tests selected for this 

differentiation are expected to change according to hemodynamic instability and not the site of 

bleeding. -No clinical comments on patients presentations at time of bleeding. - No one causal link 

between variables and bleeding site.  - Significant spelling mistakes.  

mailto:bpgoffice@wjgnet.com


 

3 

 

BAISHIDENG PUBLISHING GROUP INC 

8226 Regency Drive, Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA 
Telephone: +1-925-223-8242  Fax: +1-925-223-8243 
E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com  http://www.wjgnet.com 
 

ESPS PEER REVIEW REPORT 

 

Name of journal: World Journal of Gastroenterology 

ESPS manuscript NO: 15017 

Title: Laboratory test variables useful for distinguishing upper from lower 

gastrointestinal bleeding 

Reviewer code: 00070280 

Science editor: Yuan Qi 

Date sent for review: 2014-11-07 15:02 

Date reviewed: 2014-12-05 19:35 
 

CLASSIFICATION LANGUAGE EVALUATION RECOMMENDATION CONCLUSION 

[  ] Grade A: Excellent 

[  ] Grade B: Very good 

[ Y] Grade C: Good 

[  ] Grade D: Fair 

[  ] Grade E: Poor  

[  ] Grade A: Priority publishing 

[ Y] Grade B: Minor language polishing 

[  ] Grade C: A great deal of  

language polishing 

[  ] Grade D: Rejected 

Google Search:    

[  ] Existing 

[  ] No records 

BPG Search: 

[  ] Existing    

[  ] No records 

[  ] Accept 

[  ] High priority for   

    publication 

[  ] Rejection 

[ Y] Minor revision 

[  ] Major revision 

 

COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

is is a good study. However, the authors are looking mainly at non variceal bleeds. Although the 

result maybe the same they need to state that as the management is different in the two types. Also 

the sensitivity is low. 
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