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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.
	As the field of endoscopy was scanty field , this topic is important to enrich the field with more information about such kind of procedures.
It gives clue about the importance , safety and feasibility of solving enteral nutritional problems of patients in need.
The study covers all parts of the PEG indications, contra indications and comlications as well as the preparation and follow -up.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes the title is suitable.
	




	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 of the article comprehensive, well written, concise and informative containing all the points that must be present in the ideal abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes , it is scientifically, correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
	References are sufficient but majority of them were not recent.
	




	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes it was written in simple and clear language
	

	Optional/General
comments
	Materials And Methods:
Study design was clear and appropriately selected, the study area was not clearly mentioned, the study population was identified in a way that reveal its suitability for the study, the data collection tool was not mentioned, the data processing and analysis also not mentioned and no ethical aspect considered with in this work.
Results:

Clear, concise and informative results were found, but for
those participants who developed complications, no correlation done with the demographic characteristics.E.g:
	




	
	does the complication happen within younger age group (30years) or older (90years)does it happen for male or female particpants.
With what type of eitiologies does complication rise?
	



	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is




	
	
	mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback
here)

	



Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	No 
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