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Abstract

Acute Upper Gastro-intestinal bleeding(UGIB), defined
as bleeding from a source that is proximal to the
ligament of treitz, is a potentially life threatening
medical emergency. The underlying pathophysiology
of non-variceal upper GI bleeds involve either arterial
haemorrhage, such as in mucosal tears or GI ulcers,
or venous hemorrhage, in cases such as
telangiectasias. Variceal hemorrhage is due to
elevated portal pressure leading to postal gastropathy.
UGIB is a common cause of admission into hospital,
and it has a 6%-13%1 hospital mortality rate. The
diagnosis and management of upper gastrointestinal
bleeding has evolved considerably, however despite
these changes mortality has not significantly improved
in the past 50 years.

Introduction

Acute Upper Gastro-intestinal bleeding(UGIB), defined
as bleeding from a source that is proximal to the
ligament of treitz, is a potentially life threatening
medical emergency. The underlying pathophysiology
of non-variceal upper GI bleeds involve either arterial
haemorrhage, such as in mucosal tears or GI ulcers,
or venous hemorrhage, in cases such as
telangiectasias. Variceal hemorrhage is due to
elevated portal pressure leading to postal gastropathy.
UGIB is a common cause of admission into hospital,
and it has a 6%-13%1 hospital mortality rate. The
diagnosis and management of upper gastrointestinal
bleeding has evolved considerably, however despite
these changes mortality has not significantly improved
in the past 50 years.

Signs and Symptoms

The common findings on history of a patient with
Upper GI bleeding include; weakness, dizziness,
hematemesis, melena and syncope. Clinical
examinat ion is  important  to  ident i fy  any
haemodynamic compromise, and worrisome clinical
signs include; tachycardia over 100 bpm, systolic
blood pressure less than 90 mmHg, cold extremeties,

and any other symptom of shock.

Assessment

It is important to assess patients with UGIB to identify
patients with life-threatening haemodynamic
compromise in order to allow for appropriate
resuscitation. There is a lack of good quality studies
on the initial assessment of patients with UGIB. Risk
factors associated with poor outcome have been
identified by descriptive cohort and case series studies.
In patients with risk factors their is increased likelihood
of uncontrolled bleeding, rebleeding, need for
intervention and mortality. 
In patients with Upper GI bleeding the main cause of
mortality is comorbid disease rather than the actual
bleeding itself.2,3The studies show that the absence of
significant co-morbidity results in mortality rates as low
as 4%.5,6,7 Other risk factors include; Age, Liver
disease, hypotension and presence of haemetamesis.
Rebleeding and continued bleeding is associated with
increased mortality therefore it is imperative to identify
patients at high risk. The Rockall Scoring system is
used clinically to predict mortality based on a
combination of clinical and endoscopic findings. The
initial Rockall score is derived from age(0-2),
co-morbidies(0-3), and shock(0-2).

A large prospective study with 358 patients showed
zero mortality for patients presenting with Acute UGIB
and a score of 0-1 on the initial Rockall score, and
found a significant increase in mortality in those
patients with a score of 2 or higher.5

Patients with a score of zero have an extremely low
risk of death (0.2%)5 and re-bleeding, and these
patients may be suitable for discharge. If the initial
Rockall score is higher than zero, a endoscopy is
recommended with 24 hours, with results from
endoscopy used to calculate a full Rockall score.
Signs of bleeding or evidence of pathology further
increase the risk of mortality.
In addition to the full Rockall score, the National
Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence7

recommend that all patients with acute UGIB should
have a Blatchford Score at first assessment. The
Blatchford assessment aspires to identify patients who
require intervention at the time of presentation into the
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hospital, and uses levels of urea and haemoglobin,
blood pressure, pulse rate and the presence of
particular co-morbidities (e.g liver disease). Any
patient with a score greater than zero is defined as
being at risk of requiring intervention.
A large retrospective study8 found that the Blatchford
system was superior at both the initial and full Rockall
score in prediciting the need for transfusion and
endoscopic/surgical intervention and equally effective
in predicting the risk of death.

Initial Management

Patients presenting with acute upper gastrointestinal
bleed should receive prompt rescusitation and volume
replacement if required. The recognition and
management of shock is important in reducing the risk
of mortality in patients. The British committee for
standards in haemotology recommend rapid volume
restoration, using either colloid or chrystalloid solutions,
in order for the body to have adequate tissue
oxygenation and perfusion.9 No studies of good quality
are available in comparing colloid and chrystaloid
solutions in volume restoration of patients with UGIB,
however using studies comparing the two solutions in
the management of critically ill patients in ICU, show
no statistically significant difference between the two
solutions.10

Patients presenting with severe blood loss are likely to
have mental state changes/confusion and these
patients might not be able to protect their airway, and
are at increased risk of aspiration and their are
multiple recommendations suggesting elective
incubation for these patients.
Â Patients having massive bleeds should receive
blood, plateletes and clotting factors in line with
hospital/local protocals for managing massive bleeding.
The scottish intercollegiate Guidelines network(SIGN)
recommend considering red cell transfusion should
there be >30% volume loss. Current evidence
suggests using a restrictive blood transfusion strategy
and aiming for a target haemoglobin of between
7â€‰and 9 g/dL.
SIGN and NICE both recommend that patients with
platelet counts lower than 50 x 109/litre should be
offered platelet transfusion, and those patients with
fibrinogen levels of less than 1g/litre or a INR/APTT
greater than 1.5x their normal value should receive
fresh frozen plasma. The NICE guidelines recommend
not using recombinant factor VIIa except when all
other methods have failed. 
Once the patients "ABC's" have addressed it is
important to assess the patients response to

resuscitation and volume restoration. A study by
Kaplan et al.9 indicated that using the patients skin
temperature in combination with their serum
bicarbonate and lactate levels allows assessment on
the level of systemic perfusion. Foley catheters are
important in allowing continual evaluation of urinary
output and hence a guide to renal perfusion.

Endoscopic Therapy

Since the 1980s endoscopy has been used to achieve
hemostasis for bleeding ulcers and varices, and the
techniques used have continually evolved, with
endoscopy now being the main method of diagnosing
and managing acute active haemorrhage due to ulcers,
with 85-90% of patients responding to endoscopic
therapy. Initially endoscopic techniques used included;
injection of adrenaline, heater probe/bipolar
electrode/laser coagulation. Newer techniques
introduced include; endoscopic banding/clipping and
argon plasma coagulation.
A large number of RCTs have demonstrated that early
endoscopic therapy has reduced rates of; rebleeding,
need for emergency interventions and requirement of
blood transfusions. However their is not a major
statistical reduction in mortality, which may be due to
co-morbidities being the major determinant in survival
as opposed to the achievement of hemostatisis. The
NICE guidelines state that patients with black or red
spots/ clean ulcer base do not normally require
endoscopic intervention, as prognosis is good without
intervention. Endoscopic therapy should only be
delivered to actively bleeding lesions, non-bleeding
visible vessels and ulcers with an adherent blood clot.

Adrenaline/Sclerosant Injection:-
Endoscopic injection of adrenaline into/around areas
of bleeding have been found to significantly reduce the
risk of rebleeding. The hemostatic effect of adrenaline
is due to the vessel vasoconstriction that it induces,
and the subsequent platelet aggregation. An
adrenaline injection causes a reduction in the volume
of bleeding, allowing better visualisation of the
ulcer/lesion allowing mechanical/thermal techniques to
be used.
RCTs have looked into the effects of using 20,30 and
40ml injections of adrenaline, but no significant
difference in the rate of initial hemostasis was found
between the three groups. However increased rates of
epigastric pain were found particularly in the 40ml
groups and hence studies have concluded that the
optimal volume of adrenaline is 30ml.11

Injection of sclerosants such as alcohol, polidocanol,
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and sodium tetradecyl sulfate are also effective in
producing hemostasis, however the use of scleosants
is associated with higher levels of complications ,such
as tissue necrosis and perforation, compared to the
use of adrenaline injections.

Thermal:-
Heater probe coagulation involves the use of
electrodes surrounded by a titanium casing and
covered with protective material such as Teflon. The
probes heat up to 250 degrees celsius. It has been
found to have a similar clinical efficacy as adrenaline
injections. Risk of complications such as widespread
tissue necrosis and mucosal perforation are rare.

Mechanical:-
Endoscopic clipping allows closure of bleeding vessels,
and available data shows that it has similiar efficacy to
thermal endoscopic therapies. One of the first RCTs
comparingÂ  the clinical efficacy between endoscopic
clipping and thermal coagulation found no statistically
significant difference in clinical efficacy.12 A
meta-analysis of 15 RCTs comparing the the different
endoscopic techniques found that definitive
hemostasis was higher with clipping(86.5%) than
injection(75.4%), and that it was also superior in
reducing the need for emergency surgery/interventions.
The  meta -ana lys i s  found  tha t  ra tes  o f
rebleeding/mortality and the need for surgery where
similar for mechanical and thermal endoscopic
techniques.

Hemostatic Powders:-
Recently the use of hemostatic powders being
delivered through the working channels of the
endoscope has started being a new way of controlling
Upper GI Bleeding. The homeostatic powders
currently being used are the Hemospray, EndoStop
and the Ankaferd Bloodstopper.
The main advantage of using these powders is that
offers more flexibility when dealing with lesions that
are hard to access and less precision is required
overall compared to other techniques.
The exact mechanism by which these powders
produce hemostastis is not fully understood but the
scientific hypothesis behind how these powders work
is by mechanical tamponade.
Large scale RCTs are required in order to determine if
the use of homeostatic powders will significantly
change practise but early case reports and smaller
studies do show potential for the use of hemostatic
powders in a variety of different scenarios.
Combination:-
Multiple RCTs have found that combinations of

endoscopic therapies superior to the use of any single
endoscopic therapy, without any significant increase in
complications.
For the endoscopic treatment of non-variceal UGIB,
NICE recommends a combination of endoscopic
therapies rather than monotherapy with adrenaline.
The SIGN guidelines for the management of UGIB
recommend combinations of endoscopy with
adrenaline and the use of either thermal or mechanical
modalities.

Management of Patients after first or failed endoscopic
treatment:-
Patients who are either deemed to be at high-risk of
rebleeding, or who are known to have re-bleed require
urgent intervention to reduce the risk of mortality. The
NICE guidelines recommend repeat endoscopy and
appropriate treatment to any patient; at high risk of
rebleeding, known to have rebleed, or when their is
doubt that adequate hemostasis was achieved in the
first endoscopy.`
An RCT randomised patients who rebleed after initial
endoscopy to either repeat endoscopy or operative
surgery, and found that clinical outcomes where
similar in both groups, although more complications
occurred in the group who underwent surgery.13

The NICE guidelines recommend that unstable
patients who rebleed after initial endoscopy should be
offered prompt treatment with interventional radiology.
Percutaneous angiography allows localisation of
bleeding segments and allows the simultaneous
embolisation of these points using coils, poly-vinyl
alcohol and gelatine sponges. Small descriptive
studies have advocated the use of interventional
radiology, and have shown that there is high rates of
clinical success with low rates of re-bleeding and low
rates of complicat ion. An RCT comparing
percutaneous angiography and surgery found similar
clinical efficacy.14

If an unstable patient is unable to receive prompt
interventional radiology, then they should be referred
urgently to surgery.

Medical Management

Patients presenting with UGIB due to a peptic ulcer
should receive testing for Helicobacter Pylori using
either mucosal biopsies on endoscopy or by using a
urea breath test. Patients who test positive for H Pylori
should receive a one week course of eradication
therapy. Systematic reviews have shown that H Pylori
eradication is superior than anti-secretory
non-eradication therapies in preventing further
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episodes of UGIB from a peptic ulcer. The SIGN and
NICE guidelines recommend a further three week
ulcer healing treatment after one week of eradication
therapy.

Use of PPIs:-
Proton Pump Inhibitors suppress gastric acid
production leading to increased gastric pH. A pH of
greater than 6 optimises platelet aggregation and clot
formation , thereby protecting an ulcer clot from
fibrinolysis.15 A meta-analysis of 24 randomised control
trial looking at the use of PPI's for UGIB due to ulcers
found a significant reduction in the risk of ; re-bleeding
and the use of surgical/endoscopic intervention.16 A
study by Lao et al.17 has demonstrated that high dose
IV proton pump inhibitors can accelerate resolution of
bleeding and reduce need for endoscopic therapy. 
Considering the results of multiple large RCTs IV PPI's
appear to be a suitable pharmacological therapy in
patients with acute bleeding due to a Upper GI ulcer.
This is confirmed by both the SIGN and Nice
guidelines, both recommending high dose IV PPIs
after endoscopic therapy.
However there is a lack of clinical evidence supporting
the use of PPIs in patients pre-endoscopically. In one
meta-analysis, pre-endoscopic use of PPI in a patient
with UGIB found no benefit in mortality/rebleeding or
use of surgical/endoscopic intervention.18 Further
studies are required to identify whether PPI use before
endoscopy produces better clinical outcomes. Due to
lack of data the NICE guidelines discourage the use of
acid-suppresion drugs(PPIs or H2 Receptor Blockers)
before endoscopy to patients with suspected
non-variceal bleeding.

Tranexamic Acid and Somatostatin:-
Tranexamic acid is an antifibrinolytic that inhibits the
activation of plasminogen to plasmin, and is used to
reduce blood loss during surgery and in certain
medical conditions. Very few trials have been carried
out on the role of antifibrinolytics in the treatment of
UGIB. From the limited data available it is possible
that Tranexamic acid may be of benefit in the
treatment of UGIB but large robust studies are
required in order to identify whether the use of
Tranexamic acid is suitable in the treatment of UGIB.

Somatostatin is a peptide hormone, which has been
found to achieve vasoconstriction in the blood vessels.
Small individual trials have shown that somatostatin
and its analogues could reduce the risk of rebleeding
and need for surgery. Further studies are required to
identify the clinical efficacy of somatostatin in UGIB,
currently it is not recommended for routine use unless

in settings where endoscopy is unavailable.

Conclusion

Upper Gastrointestinal bleeding is a common
life-threatening medical emergency which requires
prompt investigation and management. It is important
to stratify patients to identify those who require more
urgent treatment, and it also important to identify
patients who are hemodynamically compromised and
to start prompt resuscitation and volume restoration in
these patients.
Endoscopy is an important tool in the investigation and
management of UGIB, and patients who require
endoscopic treatment should receive a combination of
endoscopic therapies. Mucosal biopsies should be
taken to identify if H.Pylori is present, and treatment to
eradicate H.Pylori should be started if its presence is
confirmed.
IV Proton Pump Inhibitors should be started on
suitable patients post-endoscopically.
Further studies are required to identify whether PPI
use pre-endoscopically has any clinical merit. Studies
are also required to identify whether traneximic acid
and somatostatin serve any clinical use in the
treatment of UGIB.

References

1.Holster IL, Kuipers EJ; Management of acute
nonvariceal upper gastrointestinal bleeding: current
pol ic ies World J Gastroenterol.  2012 Mar
21;18(11):1202-7
2.Straube S, TramÃ¨r MR, Moore RA, Derry S,
McQuay HJ. Mortality with upper gastrointestinal
bleeding and perforation: effects of time and NSAID
use. BMC Gastroenterol. Jun 5 2009;9:41.
3.Yavorski RT, Wong RK, Maydonovitch C, Battin LS,
Furnia A, Amundson DE. Analysis of 3,294 cases of
upper gastrointestinal bleeding in military medical
facilities. Am J Gastroenterol. Apr 1995;90(4):568-73.
4.Blatchford O, Davidson LA, Murray WR, Blatchford
M, Pell j . Acute upper gastrointestinal haemorrhage in
west of Scotland: case ascertainment study. BM j
1997;315(7107):510-4. 
5.Rockall TA, Logan RF, Devlin HB, Northfield TC.
Incidence of and mortality from acute upper
gastrointestinal haemorrhage in the United Kingdom.
Steering Committee and members of the National
Audit of Acute Upper Gastrointestinal Haemorrhage.
BM j 1995;311(6999):222-6
6.Zimmerman j , Siguencia j , Tsvang E, Beeri R,

WebmedCentral > Review articles Page 5 of 6



WMC005455 Downloaded from http://www.webmedcentral.com on 14-Dec-2018, 12:21:53 PM

Arnon R. Predictors of mortality in patients admitted to
hospital for acute upper gastrointestinal hemorrhage.
Scand j Gastroenterol 1995;30(4):327- 31
7.Acute upper GI bleeding, NICE Clinical Guideline
(June 2012)
Multicentre comparison of the Glasgow Blatchford and
Rockall Scores in the prediction of clinical end-points
after upper gastrointestinal haemorrhage.
8.Kaplan LJ, McPartland K, Santora TA, Trooskin SZ.
Start with a subjective assessment of skin temperature
to identify hypoperfusion in intensive care unit patients.
J Trauma. Apr 2001;50(4):620-7; discussion 627-8.
Stainsby D, MacLennan S, Thomas D, Isaac j ,
Hamilton P. British Committee for Standards in
Haematology. 9.Guidelines on the management of
massive blood loss. Br j Haematol 2006;135(5):634-41
10.Finfer S, Bellomo R, Boyce N, French j , Myburgh j
, Norton R, et al. A comparison of albumin and saline
for fluid resuscitation in the intensive care unit. N Engl
j Med 2004;350(22):2247-56. 
11.Liou TC, Lin SC, Wang H y , Chang WH. Optimal
injection volume of epinephrine for endoscopic
treatment of peptic ulcer bleeding. World j
Gastroenterol 2006;12(18):3108-13. 
12.Cipolletta L, Bianco MA, Marmo R, Rotondano G,
Piscopo R, Vingiani AM, et al. Endoclips versus heater
probe in preventing early recurrent bleeding from
peptic ulcer: a prospective and randomized trial.
Gastrointest Endosc. Feb 2001;53(2):147-51
13.Lau jy , Sung jj , Lam y H, Chan AC, Ng EK, Lee
DW, et al. Endoscopic retreatment compared with
surgery in patients with recurrent bleeding after initial
endoscopic control of bleeding ulcers. N Engl j Med
1999;340(10):751-6. 
14.Ripoll C, Banares R, Beceiro I, Menchen P,
Catalina MV, Echenagusia A, et al. Comparison of
transcatheter arterial embolization and surgery for
treatment of bleeding peptic ulcer after endoscopic
t rea tment  fa i lu re .  j  Vasc  In te rv  Rad io l
2004;15(5):447-50
15.Green FW, j r., Kaplan MM, Curtis LE, Levine PH.
Effect of acid and pepsin on blood coagulation and
platelet aggregation. A possible contributor prolonged
gas t roduodena l  mucosa l  hemor rhage .
Gastroenterology 1978;74(1):38-43
16.Leontiadis GI, Sharma VK, Howden CW. Proton
pump inhibitor therapy for peptic ulcer bleeding:
Cochrane collaboration meta-analysis of randomized
con t ro l l ed  t r i a l s .  Mayo  C l in  P roc .  Mar
2007;82(3):286-96
17.Lau JY, Leung WK, Wu JC, et al. Omeprazole
before endoscopy in patients with gastrointestinal
bleeding. N Engl J Med. Apr 19 2007;356(16):1631-40
18.Dorward S, Sreedharan A, Leontiadis GI, Howden

CW, Moayyedi P, Forman D. Proton pump inhibitor
treatment initiated prior to endoscopic diagnosis in
upper gastrointestinal bleeding (Cochrane Review). In:
The Cochrane Library, Issue 4, 2006.

WebmedCentral > Review articles Page 6 of 6


	Introduction
	Article

