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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The Dieulafoy lesion is one of the rare causes of an upper gastrointestinal bleed which can cause persistent bleeding. The diagnosis of this condition is difficult and requires careful inspection during and esophagogastroduodenoscopy. The endoscopic haemostasis that is achieved is important with the use of clips and argon laser are important.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	May I suggest the following Tite-A upper gastrointestinal bleed secondary to a dieulafoy  lesion in the duodenum: A case report 
	

	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.


	Yes the abstract is clear and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	The references can be improved by adding some recent references, here are some suggestions
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	Yes the English quality is adequate.
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)
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Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
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	Author’s Feedback

	This isa good review article on the dieulafoy lesion and the sections of the article are well written, although I have suggested some recent references that can be included 
And an alternate title for this case report.
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