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Background: Small bowel bleeding accounts for 5–10% of all gastrointestinal bleeding. Despite advances in imaging, endoscopy and minimally invasive therapeutic techniques, its diagnosis and treatment remains a challenge and a standardized algorithm for approaching suspected small bowel bleeding remains elusive. Furthermore, the choice of investigation is subject to timing of presentation and accessibility to investigations. The aim of this study was to construct a narrative review of recent literature surrounding the diagnosis and management of small bowel bleeding.

Methods: A literature review was conducted examining the database pubmed with the following key words and Boolean operators: occult GI bleed OR mesenteric bleed OR gastrointestinal hemorrhage OR GI hemorrhage AND management. Articles were selected and reviewed based on relevance to the research topic. Where necessary, the full text was sought to further assess relevance.

Results: In overt GI bleeding, CT angiography and red cell scintigraphy are both feasible and reliable diagnostic imaging modalities if standard endoscopy is negative. Red cell scintigraphy may be advantageous through detection of lower bleeding rates but it is subject to availability. Overt bleeding and a positive CT angiogram or red cell scan improves the diagnostic yield of formal angiography ± embolization. Video capsule endoscopy or double balloon endoscopy can be considered in occult GI bleeding following normal upper and lower endoscopy.

Conclusions: Small bowel bleeding remains a rare but significant diagnostic and therapeutic challenge. Technological advances in diagnostics have aided evaluation but have not broadened the range of therapeutic interventions.
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INTRODUCTION

Small bowel bleeding accounts for 5–10% of all Gastrointestinal (GI) bleeds (1). GI bleeding can be assumed to be of small bowel origin once meticulous upper and lower GI endoscopy has been completed without an identifiable source. Anatomically, it may be defined as bleeding distal to ampulla of Vater and proximal to the ileocaecal valve (1).

Terms frequently in use in relation to GI hemorrhage include acute or overt GI bleeding when a patient has objective malaena, hematochezia or hematemesis and occult GI bleeding when a patient may present with more insidious symptoms including iron deficiency anemia with or without a positive fecal occult blood stool test. These should not to be confused with the term obscure GI bleeding which is now largely historical and associated with an era predating modern diagnostic imaging and endoscopic techniques.

Due to the difficulty in direct visualization of the small bowel prior to recent endoscopic advancements, there has been much discussion regarding the most appropriate management of small bowel bleeding. This has perpetuated a lack of clarity regarding both appropriate use and sequence of investigations among treating health care professionals. In this review, we will address recent literature surrounding this topic, mainly focusing on diagnosis of small bowel GI bleeding and therapeutic options.

AETIOLOGY

Causes of small bowel bleeding may be categorized as vascular, inflammatory, iatrogenic, diverticular or secondary to tumors (2). Some of the most common causes are summarized in Table 1.


Table 1. Common causes of small bowel bleeding.
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Causative factors may be further stratified based on age and it is essential to consider this when formulating a management plan. Angiodyplasia, malignancy and ulcers are more likely to occur in older patients whereas in younger patients, small bowel bleeding is more likely to be caused by inflammatory bowel disease (IBD), Dieulafoy lesions or a Meckel's diverticulum (2). Angiodysplastic lesions are thought to be the most commonly detected lesions in the small bowel and are found in ~40% of patients with bleeding (3). Other vascular lesions, such as Dieulafoy's lesions and varices may be detected in up to 20% of patients (4) and similarly, ulcers/erosions can be anticipated in up to 30% (5). Tumors including small bowel malignancy and polyps are found in ≤5% (6). Details pertaining to the patient history are important to note when trying to determine the etiology of a small bowel bleed. A history of any clotting abnormality and medications including antiplatelets, anticoagulants and non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) is essential to elicit. Knowledge of co-morbidities, such as valvular heart disease which may predispose to Heyde's syndrome is also paramount where relevant as angiodysplasic lesions are a feature of this condition (2).

DIAGNOSIS

Repeat Endoscopy

Fifteen to Twenty percent of patients with suspected small bowel GI bleeding however will have an upper or lower GI source that has been missed on initial endoscopy (7). Lesions may be missed at first endoscopy for a variety of reasons including but not limited to poor visibility due to active bleeding/food debris and poor or no bowel preparation in the case of lower GI endoscopy. The diagnostic yield on repeat OGD for GI bleeding has been estimated up to 29% and colonoscopy at up to 6% by the American Society of Gastrointestinal Endoscopy (ASGE) (8). The American Gastrointestinal Association (AGA) thus advocates repeating GI endoscopy in patients in whom a cause has not been found at first look.

It is at the discretion of the clinician and case dependent, but a repeat OGD alone can be considered first in lieu of double endoscopy due to a higher diagnostic yield and the lack of bowel preparation which may impose further physiological stress on an unwell and often elderly patient (9).

Some institutions advocate initial push enteroscopy i.e., an extended OGD using a longer endoscope or pediatric colonoscope instead of Upper GI endoscopy as this may be more cost-effective (10). This practice is unfeasible however in hospitals which do not habitually provide this service. Furthermore, it has been found that most lesions identified at push enteroscopy as a “second look procedure” would have been visible on a repeat standard OGD (11).

Computed Tomography (CT)

Cross sectional imaging for small bowel bleeding includes conventional CT abdomen and pelvis, mesenteric CT angiography (CTA), CT enterography (CTE) and Magnetic resonance enterography (MRE). Due to the limited availability and time constraints of MRE, CT has been generally favored as an acute-phase diagnostic tool.

CT imaging is often used when endoscopic examinations have failed to identify a source of bleed or are unfeasible to perform. Its role is primarily diagnostic i.e., to determine the presence, location and ideally etiology of the bleed. A conventional CT abdomen/pelvis is unlikely to demonstrate subtle findings but may show a tumor or mass which could be causative in a GI bleed or acute inflammation (12).

To examine the small bowel for occult bleeding, CT enterographic techniques may be considered if available at the treating clinician's institution. The sensitivity of CTE in identifying the causes of small bowel GI bleeding varies among institutions. In a meta-analysis of 18 studies, CTE had a pooled diagnostic yield of 40% compared to other modalities, such as Capsule Endoscopy (53%) (13). Some single centers, however, have reported figures as high as 88% (14).

CTE can be more accurate in detecting small bowel tumors and Crohn's disease than detecting Meckel's diverticula and angiodysplasia which may explain to some extent the variability in success rates (14). Angiodysplasia is characterized by dilated submucosal veins occasionally accompanied by a dilated feeding artery and draining veins in larger lesions. On CTE, it may appear as a nodular enhancing lesion within the bowel wall. The presence of the aforementioned vascular findings may implicate the diagnosis, but these are more commonly seen in colonic angiodyplasia and less frequently in the small bowel. An uninflamed Meckel's diverticulum is difficult to detect at CT because as a true diverticulum containing all bowel wall layers, it appears similar to normal small bowel unless a characteristic blind end is noted (15, 16).

The diagnosis of active or overt GI bleeding can be made on CT Angiogram following extravasation of contrast material into the bowel lumen. There is no administration of oral contrast which is particularly appropriate in unstable patients, and additionally, oral contrast can dilute extravasation of intravenous (IV) contrast in the bowel lumen making a potential bleeding point subtler in appearance. Both arterial-phase and venous-phase scans can be utilized as slower bleeding may be visible only on the latter. Hyperattenuating intraluminal material on a pre-enhanced scan may indicate acute hematoma and, therefore, a site of recent bleeding (17).

Bleeding rates of 0.5–1.0 mL/min have traditionally been considered necessary to demonstrate bleeding on CTA; this is equivalent to 2–3 units of blood loss over 24 h. A meta-analysis of nine studies with 198 patients with overt GI bleeding showed CTA had a pooled sensitivity of 89% and specificity of 85% in diagnosing acute bleeding throughout the GI tract (18). Likewise, a negative CTA may be useful for guiding further management as the likelihood of a subsequent positive angiography following this is very low. If bleeding is persistent, further work-up may be necessary but conservative management of these patients will often be successfully providing the patient remains hemodynamically stable and sinister pathology is not suspected (19).

Nuclear Medicine

The most frequently used Nuclear Medicine (NM) scan for the detection of acute GI bleeding is 99 m Technetium labeling of autologous blood. Typically, 4 mls of the patient's blood is removed, labeled and then reinjected into the patient. The patient's abdomen is thereafter scanned for 1 h during which time a GI bleed is detected as intraluminal or extraluminal activity moving in a linear or curvilinear fashion.

Red cell scans can detect bleeding rates as low as 0.1 ml/min demonstrating an advantage to CT angiography. A disadvantage is that it may only provide an approximate location of the bleeding point unlike CT which is more precise. Along with CT imaging, it lacks a therapeutic component (20–22).

Further limitations include lack of immediate availability, notably during on call hours, and subjectivity to false positive localization of a bleed due to tagged blood moving within the GI lumen during peristalsis (23) or position changes in the context of various non-GI pathologies e.g., uterine fibroids (24). The overall positive yield of red cell studies is reported to be ~50% (23).

A prospective study from Zink et al. (25) examining a comparison of Red Cell Scintigraphy and CTA for lower GI bleeding demonstrated a positive i.e., localization of bleeding point in 46% of patients and 27% of patients, respectively. Similar prospective data are lacking for small bowel bleeding.

A further advantage of red cell scintigraphy is its usefulness in directing the timing, appropriateness and likely success of subsequent angiography. While precise localization of the bleeding point is often suboptimal compared to CT, arterial angiography is more likely to be successful following a positive bleeding scan; a positive red cell scan has been shown to increase the likelihood of a positive angiogram (26, 27).

A study by Ng et al. (28) showed that performing a formal angiogram immediately after a positive early phase red cell scan (i.e., positive for bleeding within 2 min of infusion labeled red cells) resulted in localization of bleeding in 67% of cases. In contrast, performing angiography immediately after a positive late phase bleeding scan (scan positive for bleeding after 2 min of infusion of labeled red cells) had a lower yield of 7%.

Considering these factors, some expert bodies including the American Society for Colorectal Surgery (ASCRS) advocate red cell scintigraphy as the first-line diagnostic scan of choice (29). It appears to be generally accepted however that the perceived advantage of red cell scintigraphy in detecting a bleeding point should be counterbalanced with the speed, availability and more accurate localization of CTA. CTA is therefore widely acknowledged as a reliable and acceptable choice in the absence of red cell scan availability or feasibility.

Angiography

Formal angiography has the advantage of being potentially both diagnostic and therapeutic when performed. The yield of angiography is largely dependent on the rate of bleeding as suggested by the higher positivity after an immediately positive red cell scan (28).

Overall, the diagnostic yield has been reported between 27 and 77%, but a higher yield of 61–72% has been observed in active or overt bleeding in comparison to <20% in those with inactive or suspected occult bleeding. In keeping with this, further predictors of positive angiography include hemodynamic instability and the requirement of ≥5 units RCC transfusion (9).

Success rates may vary. In one study by Koh et al. (30), 48 invasive angiograms were performed following positive CTA. Of these, 25 (52.1%) were positive and underwent embolization with Gelfoam or coiling with a clinical success rate of 68.4% and no significant complications. Interestingly, there were no significant differences noted between the groups with positive and negative angiography in terms of age, gender, co-morbidity, hemoglobin, and coagulation profile.

Complications may occur in up to 10% of patients undergoing angiography, most notably renal impairment, bowel infarction, infections and bleeding at the catheter site (31). These interventions however have seen significant advancements in recent years with the advent of super-selective angio-embolization resulting in higher success rates and fewer complications. Some studies report up to 99% technical success rate and 71–79% clinical success rate (32, 33).

Provocative Angiography

The concept of provocative angiography i.e., provocation of bleeding with use of anticoagulants, vasodilators and thrombolytic agents, has been proposed in cases where a bleeding point cannot be identified by more conventional means (34). The yield has been reported as 29–67% and has been shown in a few small studies to be increased compared with standard angiography (35, 36).

Expectedly, provocative angiography is associated with an increase in bleeding complications with some studies reporting catheter site bleeding in up to 17% (37). While few studies appear to report catastrophic bleeding events following provocative angiography, it is advisable to consider that these figures represent a small number of studies performed on highly selective cases in experienced centers. Early involvement of the surgical team is prudent if this is undertaken in the event of precipitated major hemorrhage.

Video Capsule Endoscopy (VCE)

Prior to the introduction of VCE, options for complete small bowel imaging were confined to imaging studies with limited diagnostic capability and intra-operative Endoscopy (IOE), which can have significant morbidity and cost implications (38).

The capsule is 11 × 26 mm. It takes two images per second generating 14,400–72,000 images. VCE is contraindicated if there is suspected bowel obstruction as this may lead to capsule retention. This is an infrequently encountered issue in patients with occult GI bleeding; however, if there is suspicion of underlying mass, a dissolvable patency capsule may be used initially to assess the risk of retention (39, 40).

In one single center study by Goenka et al. (41), from 385 patients investigated for small bowel bleeding, 284 (74%) had some lesion detected by VCE. In 222 patients (58%), definite lesions were detected that could irrefutably explain the presentation. Patients with overt GI bleeding for <48 h before VCE had the highest diagnostic yield (87%). This was significantly greater than that in patients with overt bleeding over 48 h before VCE was undertaken (68%). A positive result in occult GI bleeding was lower again at 59%. These findings suggest that an overt GI bleed with shorter intervals between the bleeding episode and performance of VCE increases the diagnostic yield.

Compared with alternative procedures for occult small bowel bleeding, capsule endoscopy appears to be a safe and effective choice, with an overall complication rate of 1–3% (42). A 2011 meta-analysis of 10 studies comparing VCE with double balloon enteroscopy demonstrated a diagnostic yield of 62 vs. 56%, respectively (43).

While the sensitivity of capsule endoscopy may exceed that of other diagnostic modalities, the specificity may be inferior to that of CT and push enteroscopy, ranging from 49 to 84% and thus potentiating false positive readings (44, 45).

Furthermore, mucosal views may be limited during capsule endoscopy due to a variety of factors including intraluminal material and rate of capsule progression (46). Studies assessing mucosal visualization in VCE using the ampulla of Vater as a landmark have reported low rates of identification ranging from 8 to 60% (47, 48).

Capsule endoscopy is also time-consuming and costly. A single procedure may produce between 14,400 and 72,000 frames of which only one may demonstrate a bleeding point (49). New software has being developed as a result to shorten the reading time for capsule endoscopy. This varies from detection of red pixels to selecting out one single representative frame for every ten. The sensitivity varies but some reports have suggested comparable results to standard reading (50).

Capsule endoscopy may incur more expense than standard endoscopy. A study from Ontario found that in cases of occult GI bleeding, the cost implications of performing capsule endoscopy as an adjunct to push enteroscopy in all cases of negative upper and lower endoscopy would increase annual costs by ~$1.5 million Canadian dollars (51). Further studies advocate however that this cost is justified when one considers the cost implications of repeat standard endoscopic procedures and recurrent admissions in the absence of capsule investigation on index presentation (52).

Double Balloon Enteroscopy

Double balloon enteroscopy was developed in 2001 in Japan. Latex balloons are attached to the tip of the endoscope and overtube and inflated and deflated with air from a pressure-controlled pump system (53, 54).

The endoscope is advanced using the balloon and overtube in a “push and pull” maneuver to pleat the small bowel over the scope and visualize the mucosa. This can either be performed via the mouth or anus. The entire small bowel may be inspected with this procedure with studies from Japan reporting 86% entire small bowel visualization rate (55). In Western countries, this figure is generally reported as much lower (5%) (56). The reason for this is marked discrepancy is largely unclear but may be accounted for by center experience and quality of reporting. Unlike other endoscopic procedures, there are no current guidelines for threshold numbers to be performed to achieve competency in DBE. Like every procedure, there is likely an attached learning curve which may partially account for these contrasting figures. While an exact number of cases needed to achieve competency has not yet been validated, studies have reported decreased procedure times after 10 cases (57) and increased diagnostic yield from 58 to 86% comparing the first and last 50 cases in a 200-case series (58).

The most significant advantage of double balloon endoscopy over the video capsule endoscopy is that therapeutic interventions may be performed at the time of procedure. Therapeutic interventions can be performed for up to 27% of patients undergoing DBE for occult GI bleeding for pathologies not amenable to conventional endoscopic therapy, avoiding a potential bowel resection (56). It can facilitate surgical resection by allowing tattooing or endoscopic clipping of an otherwise impalpable mucosal or subcentimeter lesion.

Significant complications include perforation and bleeding which can arise in 1% of diagnostic procedures (59) and acute pancreatitis which may occur in 2–8% of DBE (60). The cause of pancreatitis is unclear but it is hypothesized that it may be due to prolonged mechanical stress due to repeated stretching by the endoscope or an increase in intraluminal duodenal pressure, leading to reflux of duodenal content into the pancreatic duct (6, 61).

TREATMENT

Medical Management

Either intravenous or oral Iron supplementation may be used in occult GI bleeding to maintain hemoglobin levels (48, 62). In more acute or overt bleeding, red cell transfusion should be used where necessary. Early consultation with a hematology service is advised, particularly in patients on anticoagulants or in whom massive blood loss is anticipated or suspected.

GI bleeding will occur in 1–3% of patients taking anticoagulant therapy (63). Risk factors for patients on anticoagulation for bleeding include age, comorbidity, use of NSAIDs or antiplatelets and previous GI bleeding (64). While cessation of anticoagulant or antiplatelet therapy either temporarily or indefinitely is routinely performed and seems like logical decision-making, holding these agents does not appear to lower the risk of recurrent bleeding, interestingly (65, 66).

Hormonal therapy with exogenous estrogens and progestogens has been utilized previously to treat small bowel GI bleeding but have generally been shown to have no role in its treatment (67). Somatostatin analogs, such as octreotide and lanreotide have also been used for small bowel bleeding as they inhibit angiogenesis, decrease splanchnic flow and improved platelet aggregation. Studies have demonstrated a reduction in transfusion rates following use of these agents (68, 69). Similarly, a meta-analysis from 2014 shows benefit from the use of somatostatin analogs in patients with angiodysplasia but not hormonal therapy (70).

Despite a harrowing past in obstetric medicine, Thalidomide has been used successfully to treat patients with refractory GI bleeding. It is an angiogenesis inhibitor and is therefore most effective in treating patients with vascular etiology, such as angiodysplasia and AVMs. In a randomized controlled trial by Ge et al. (71), 55 patients with recurrent GI bleeding secondary to angiodysplasia either received thalidomide 100 mg once daily or iron 400 mg once daily for 4 months. The primary endpoint was a reduction in bleeding episodes by ≥50% in 1 year. The response rate was 71.4% in the thalidomide group compared with 3.7% in the iron group.

Tranexamic acid has been shown to reduce mortality in bleeding trauma patients (72). A systematic review has found that it can reduce the probability of receiving a blood transfusion in up to 33% of acute GI bleed patients (73). The HALT-IT study is an ongoing multi-center randomized controlled trial assessing patient outcomes following early tranexamic acid administration compared to placebo in acute GI bleeding (74). Certainly, due to its widespread adoption and evidence basis in the trauma setting, the results of this trial are highly anticipated.

Interventional Radiology and Endoscopy

The principals of IR management with embolization have been discussed previously in the diagnostic section. To recapitulate, the likelihood of having a positive angiogram is increased in cases of overt bleeding, a positive CTA or early phase Red Cell Scan. If a bleeding lesion is noted on angiography, success rates have been reported in 60–90% of cases. The advent of newer techniques and superselective embolization has further improved success rates and decreased the risk of bowel infarction (75, 76).

Endoscopic therapy depends on the etiology of the bleeding. As the most frequently encountered pathology, angiodysplastic lesions are treated typically with Argon Plasma Coagulation to good initial effect but rebleeding rates are high. A meta-analysis of 623 patients with a mean follow-up of 22 ± 13 months demonstrated recurrence i.e., rebleeding in 45% of treated small bowel angiodysplastic lesions (70).

Surgery

Diagnostic laparoscopy or laparotomy may be considered in small bowel GI bleeding where no other modality has demonstrated a source. Furthermore, it may be utilized when a bleeding point has been identified but is not amenable to endoscopic/radiological therapy or mandates resection e.g., Meckel's diverticulum or mass lesion.

Intraoperative endoscopy (IOE) may be undertaken simultaneously via a small bowel enterotomy. Localization of a bleeding point at IOE can be made in 58–99% of cases according to published data with a therapeutic yield of 48–94% (77). In a study by Hartmann et al. (78), 47 patients with suspected small bowel bleeding and negative capsule endoscopy studies underwent IOE. The diagnostic yield was 73% overall; ranging from 100% in patient with ongoing overt bleeding, 70% in previous overt bleeding, and 50% in occult bleeding.

Occasionally, a combination of IR and surgery may be successful in the management of GI bleeding. Concerning angiodysplasia and AVMs of the GI tract, recurrent hemorrhage is common and bleeding may persist following initial hemostatic measures. In the case of recurrent bleeding, a small bowel vascular lesion may be palpable at surgery if an embolization coil has been placed pre-operatively, aiding accurate localization and resection (79).

Future Considerations

It is discouraging that despite the evolution of radiological and endoscopic investigations in recent years, localization of a bleeding point remains such a challenge. Newer technology, such as biosensor placement may prove promising in this regard. Thompson et al. (80) have experimented in Harvard regarding sensor placement in a porcine model. This detects acute bleeding and notifies the treating physician immediately of same. This may aid diagnosis considering that imaging and endoscopic modalities have improved positive yield when performed closer to the time of active bleed. Applying this to clinical practice, future interventions may include endoscopic probe placement in the distal duodenum and terminal ileum to narrow down the site of bleeding and thus guide further management.

CONCLUSION

With the advent of novel endoscopic and radiological techniques, the diagnosis and treatment of small bowel bleeding has evolved, however it nevertheless continues to pose a challenge for the treating clinician. The unabating lack of one unifying diagnostic modality with a desirably high sensitivity and specificity is integral to this challenge.

When approaching cases of small bowel hemorrhage, consideration should be made for differentiating between overt and occult bleeding as this will influence diagnostic yield and help guide appropriate management. Hemodynamic status must also be factored into decision making as a transfusion-dependent unstable patient is significantly more likely to have a positive angiogram ± embolization than a stable patient with chronic occult bleeding. A thorough patient history can also aid ascertainment of the etiology in addition to basic demographics including age.

It is imperative to remain continually mindful that small bowel bleeds are relatively infrequent and will only represent an estimated 5% of GI bleeding overall. Consideration should therefore always be given to repeat upper ± lower GI endoscopy if an identifiable source is not found at first look.

Medications, such as somatostatin analogs and thalidomide may be considered in the absence of contraindication to decrease the risk of rebleeding as adjuncts to interventional therapies.

We propose treatment algorithms for overt and occult suspected small bowel bleeding (Figures 1, 2). These are guides to a treatment approach supported by the best available evidence albeit often level III. We acknowledge that this is subject to both availability and accessibility of the relevant diagnostic interventions at the treating clinician's institution.
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FIGURE 1. Proposed algorithm for occult GI bleeding.
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FIGURE 2. Proposed algorithm for Overt GI bleeding.



AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

BM authored main text. DW provided editorial advice. DK co-authored main text and provided editorial advice.

REFERENCES

 1. Gerson LB, Fidler JL, Cave DR, Leighton JA. ACG clinical guideline: diagnosis and management of small bowel bleeding. Am J Gastroenterol. (2015) 110:1265. doi: 10.1038/ajg.2015.246

 2. Pasha SF, Leighton JA, Das A, Harrison ME, Decker GA, Fleischer DE, et al. Double-balloon enteroscopy and capsule endoscopy have comparable diagnostic yield in small-bowel disease: a meta-analysis. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. (2008) 6:671–6. doi: 10.1016/j.cgh.2008.01.005

 3. Hadithi M, Heine GD, Jacobs MA, van Bodegraven AA, Mulder CJ. A prospective study comparing video capsule endoscopy with double-balloon enteroscopy in patients with obscure gastrointestinal bleeding. Am J Gastroenterol. (2006) 101:52–7. doi: 10.1111/j.1572-0241.2005.00346.x

 4. Ell C, Remke S, May A, Helou L, Henrich RG. Mayer. The first prospective controlled trial comparing wireless capsule endoscopy with push enteroscopy in chronic gastrointestinal bleeding. Endoscopy. (2002) 34:685–9. doi: 10.1055/s-2002-33446

 5. Xin L, Liao Z, Jiang YP, Li ZS. Indications, detectability, positive findings, total enteroscopy, and complications of diagnostic double-balloon endoscopy: a systematic review of data over the first decade of use. Gastrointestinal Endosc. (2011) 74:563–70. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2011.03.1239

 6. Heine GD, Hadithi M, Groenen MJ, Kuipers EJ, Jacobs MA, Mulder CJ. Double-balloon enteroscopy: indications, diagnostic yield, and complications in a series of 275 patients with suspected small-bowel disease. Endoscopy. (2006) 38:42–8. doi: 10.1055/s-2005-921188

 7. Zaman A, Sheppard B, Katon RM. Total peroral intraoperative enteroscopy for obscure GI bleeding using a dedicated push enteroscope: diagnostic yield and patient outcome. Gastrointestinal Endosc. (1999) 50:506–10. doi: 10.1016/S0016-5107(99)70073-8

 8. Pasha SF, Hara AK, Leighton JA. Diagnostic evaluation and management of obscure gastrointestinal bleeding: a changing paradigm. Gastroenterol Hepatol. (2009) 5:839–50. 

 9. Zuckerman GR, Prakash C, Askin MP, Lewis BS. AGA technical review on the evaluation and management of occult and obscure gastrointestinal bleeding. Gastroenterology. (2000) 118:201–21. doi: 10.1016/S0016-5085(00)70430-6

 10. Chak A, Cooper GS, Canto MI, Pollack BJ, Sivak MV Jr. Enteroscopy for the initial evaluation of iron deficiency. Gastrointest Endosc. (1998) 47:144–8. doi: 10.1016/S0016-5107(98)70347-5

 11. Zaman A, Katon RM. Push enteroscopy for obscure gastrointestinal bleeding yields a high incidence of proximal lesions within reach of a standard endoscope. Gastrointest Endosc. (1998) 47:372–6. doi: 10.1016/S0016-5107(98)70221-4

 12. Raju GS, Gerson L, Das A, Lewis B. American gastroenterological association (AGA) institute technical review on obscure gastrointestinal bleeding. Gastroenterology. (2007) 133:1697–717. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2007.06.007

 13. Wang Z, Chen JQ, Liu JL, Qin XQ, Huang Y. CT enterography in obscure gastrointestinal bleeding: A systematic review and meta-analysis. J Med Imaging Radiat Oncol. (2013) 57:263–73. doi: 10.1111/1754-9485.12035

 14. Lee SS, Oh TS, Kim HJ, Chung JW, Park SH, Kim AY, et al. Obscure gastrointestinal bleeding: diagnostic performance of multidetector CT enterography. Radiology. (2011) 259:739–48. doi: 10.1148/radiol.11101936

 15. Hara AK, Leighton JA, Sharma VK, Heigh RI, Fleischer DE. Imaging of small bowel disease: comparison of capsule endoscopy, standard endoscopy, barium examination, and CT. Radiographics. (2005) 25:697–711. doi: 10.1148/rg.253045134

 16. Sami SS, Al-Araji SA, Ragunath K. gastrointestinal angiodysplasia-pathogenesis, diagnosis and management. Aliment Pharmacol Ther. (2014) 39:15–34. doi: 10.1111/apt.12527

 17. Lee SS, Park SH. Computed tomography evaluation of gastrointestinal bleeding and acute mesenteric ischemia. Radiol Clin. (2013) 51:29–43. doi: 10.1016/j.rcl.2012.09.003

 18. Wu LM, Xu JR, Yin Y, Qu XH. Usefulness of CT angiography in diagnosing acute gastrointestinal bleeding: a meta-analysis. World J Gastroenterol. (2010) 16:3957. doi: 10.3748/wjg.v16.i31.3957

 19. Kennedy DW, Laing CJ, Tseng LH, Rosenblum DI, Tamarkin SW. Detection of active gastrointestinal hemorrhage with CT angiography: a 4½-year retrospective review. J Vasc Int Radiol. (2010) 21:848–55. doi: 10.1016/j.jvir.2010.01.039

 20. Brünnler T, Klebl F, Mundorff S, Eilles C, Reng M, von Korn H, et al. Significance of scintigraphy for the localization of obscure gastrointestinal bleedings. World J Gastroenterol. (2008) 14:5015. doi: 10.3748/wjg.14.5015

 21. Grady E. Gastrointestinal bleeding scintigraphy in the early 21st century. J Nuclear Med. (2016) 57:252–9. doi: 10.2967/jnumed.115.157289

 22. Thorne DA, Datz RL, Remley K, Christian PE. Bleeding rates necessary for detecting acute gastrointestinal bleeding with technetium-99m-labeled red blood cells in an experimental model. J Nucl Med. (1987) 28:514–20. doi: 10.1097/00003072-198609001-00003

 23. Howarth Douglas M. The role of nuclear medicine in the detection of acute gastrointestinal bleeding. Sem Nuclear Med. (2006) 36:133–46. doi: 10.1053/j.semnuclmed.2005.11.001

 24. Gafton AR, Caride VJ. Fibroid uterus confounding the correct localization of active gastrointestinal bleeding during Tc-99m RBC scan. Clin Nuclear Med. (2006) 31:508–10. doi: 10.1097/01.rlu.0000227490.63768.d1

 25. Zink SI, Ohki SK, Stein B, Zambuto DA, Rosenberg RJ, Choi JJ, et al. Noninvasive evaluation of active lower gastrointestinal bleeding: comparison between contrast-enhanced MDCT and 99mTc-labeled RBC scintigraphy. Am J Roentgenol. (2008) 191:1107–14. doi: 10.2214/AJR.07.3642

 26. Mehta AS, Amin A, Masse N, Lorenz J, Navuluri R, Zangan S, et al. Predicting positive angiograms by 99mTc-red blood cell (RBC) scintigraphy in patients with lower GI hemorrhage: time to positivity. J Vasc Int Radiol. (2015) 2:S102. doi: 10.1016/j.jvir.2014.12.275

 27. Suzman MS, Talmor M, Jennis R, Binkert B, Barie PS. Accurate localization and surgical management of active lower gastrointestinal hemorrhage with technetium-labeled erythrocyte scintigraphy. Ann Surg. (1996) 224:29. doi: 10.1097/00000658-199607000-00005

 28. Ng DA, Opelka FG, Beck DE, Milburn JM, Witherspoon LR, Hicks TC, et al. Predictive value of technetium Tc 99m-labeled red blood cell scintigraphy for positive angiogram in massive lower gastrointestinal hemorrhage. Dis Colon Rectum. (1997) 40:471–7. doi: 10.1007/BF02258395

 29. Beck DE, Margolin DA, Whitlow CB, Hammond KL. Evaluation management of gastrointestinal bleeding. Ochsner J. (2007) 7:107–13. 

 30. Koh FH, Soong J, Lieske B, Cheong WK, Tan KK. Does the timing of an invasive mesenteric angiography following a positive CT mesenteric angiography make a difference? Int J Colorectal Dis. (2015) 30:57–61. doi: 10.1007/s00384-014-2055-z

 31. Strate LL, Syngal S. Predictors of utilization of early colonoscopy vs. radiography for severe lower intestinal bleeding. Gastrointestinal Endosc. (2005) 61:46–52. doi: 10.1016/S0016-5107(04)02227-8

 32. Hongsakul K, Pakdeejit S, Tanutit P. Outcome and predictive factors of successful transarterial embolization for the treatment of acute gastrointestinal hemorrhage. Acta Radiologica. (2014) 55:186–94. doi: 10.1177/0284185113494985

 33. Tan KK, Wong D, Sim R. Superselective embolization for lower gastrointestinal hemorrhage: an institutional review over 7 years. World J Surg. (2008) 32:2707–15. doi: 10.1007/s00268-008-9759-6

 34. Ingle SB, Alexander JA. Recurrent obscure gastrointestinal bleeding: time for provocative thinking? Gastroenterol Hepatol. (2007) 3:571–3. 

 35. Ryan MJ, Key SM, Dumbleton SA, Smith TP. Nonlocalized lower gastrointestinal bleeding: provocative bleeding studies with intraarterial tPA, heparin, and tolazoline. J Vasc Int Radiol. (2001) 12:1273–7. doi: 10.1016/S1051-0443(07)61551-6

 36. Bloomfeld RS, Smith TP, Schneider AM, Rockey DC. Provocative angiography in patients with gastrointestinal hemorrhage of obscure origin. Am J Gastroenterol. (2000) 95:2807–12. doi: 10.1111/j.1572-0241.2000.03191.x

 37. Koval G, Benner KG, Rösch J, Kozak BE. Aggressive angiographic diagnosis in acute lower gastrointestinal hemorrhage. Digest Dis Sci. (1987) 32:248–53. doi: 10.1007/BF01297049

 38. Desa LA, Ohri SK, Hutton KAR, Lee H, Spencer J. Role of intraoperative enteroscopy in obscure gastrointestinal bleeding of small bowel origin. Br J Surgery. (1991) 78:192–5. doi: 10.1002/bjs.1800780219

 39. Triester SL, Leighton JA, Leontiadis GI, Fleischer DE, Hara AK, Heigh RI, et al. A meta-analysis of the yield of capsule endoscopy compared to other diagnostic modalities in patients with obscure gastrointestinal bleeding. Am J Gastroenterol. (2005) 100:2407. doi: 10.1111/j.1572-0241.2005.00274.x

 40. Lewis BS, Eisen GM, Friedman S. A pooled analysis to evaluate results of capsule endoscopy trials. Endoscopy. (2007) 39:303–8. doi: 10.1055/s-2007-966437

 41. Goenka MK, Majumder S, Kumar S, Sethy PK, Goenka U. Single center experience of capsule endoscopy in patients with obscure gastrointestinal bleeding. World J Gastroenterol. (2011) 17:774. doi: 10.3748/wjg.v17.i6.774

 42. Liao Z, Gao R, Xu C, Li ZS. Indications and detection, completion, and retention rates of small-bowel capsule endoscopy: a systematic review. Gastrointest Endosc. (2010) 71:280–6. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2009.09.031

 43. Teshima CW, Kuipers EJ, van Zanten SV, Mensink PB. Double balloon enteroscopy and capsule endoscopy for obscure gastrointestinal bleeding: an updated meta-analysis. J Gastroenterol Hepatol. (2011) 26:796–801. doi: 10.1111/j.1440-1746.2010.06530.x

 44. Huprich JE, Fletcher JG, Fidler JL, Alexander JA, Guimarães LS, Siddiki HA, et al. Prospective blinded comparison of wireless capsule endoscopy and multiphase CT enterography in obscure gastrointestinal bleeding. Radiology. (2011) 260:744–51. doi: 10.1148/radiol.11110143

 45. Saurin JC, Delvaux M, Vahedi K, Gaudin JL, Villarejo J, Florent C, et al. Clinical impact of capsule endoscopy compared to push enteroscopy: 1-year follow-up study. Endoscopy. (2005) 37:318–23. doi: 10.1055/s-2005-861114

 46. Koulaouzidis A, Rondonotti E, Karargyris A. Small-bowel capsule endoscopy: a ten-point contemporary review. World J Gastroenterol. (2013) 28:19:3726. doi: 10.3748/wjg.v19.i24.3726

 47. Selby WS, Prakoso E. The inability to visualize the ampulla of Vater is an inherent limitation of capsule endoscopy. Euro J Gastroenterol Hepatol. (2011) 23:101–3. doi: 10.1097/MEG.0b013e3283410210

 48. Karagiannis S, Dücker C, Dautel P, Strubenhoff J, Faiss S. Identification of the duodenal papilla by colon capsule endoscope. Zeitschrift für Gastroenterologie. (2010) 48:753–5. doi: 10.1055/s-0028-1109970

 49. Lo SK. How should we do capsule reading? Tech Gastrointest Endosc. (2006) 8:146–8. doi: 10.1016/j.tgie.2006.11.001

 50. Koulaouzidis A, Smirnidis A, Douglas S, Plevris JN. QuickView in small-bowel capsule endoscopy is useful in certain clinical settings, but QuickView with blue mode is of no additional benefit. Euro J Gastroenterol Hepatol. (2012) 24:1099–104. doi: 10.1097/MEG.0b013e32835563ab

 51. Health Quality Ontario. Capsule endoscopy in the assessment of obscure gastrointestinal bleeding: an evidence-based analysis. Ontario Health Tech Assess Series. (2015) 15:1–55.

 52. Cook C, Hatton C, Hendy P, Makins R. National guidelines for capsule endoscopy: cost implications of non-compliance. Gut. (2011) 60(Suppl 1):A193–4. doi: 10.1136/gut.2011.239301.409

 53. Singh V, Alexander JA. The evaluation and management of obscure and occult gastrointestinal bleeding. Abdominal Imaging. (2009) 34:311. doi: 10.1007/s00261-008-9423-5

 54. Yamamoto H, Sekine Y, Sato Y, Higashizawa T, Miyata T, Iino S, et al. Total enteroscopy with a nonsurgical steerable double-balloon method. Gastrointest Endosc. (2001) 53:216–20. doi: 10.1067/mge.2001.112181

 55. Yamamoto H, Kita H, Sunada K, Hayashi Y, Sato H, Yano T, et al. Clinical outcomes of double-balloon endoscopy for the diagnosis and treatment of small-intestinal diseases. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. (2004) 2:1010–6. doi: 10.1016/S1542-3565(04)00453-7

 56. Mehdizadeh S, Ross A, Gerson L, Leighton J, Chen A, Schembre D, et al. What is the learning curve associated with double-balloon enteroscopy? technical details and early experience in 6 US tertiary care centers. Gastrointest Endosc. (2006) 64:740–50. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2006.05.022

 57. Mehdizadeh S, Han NJ, Cheng DW, Chen GC, Lo SK. Success rate of retrograde double-balloon enteroscopy. Gastrointest Endosc. (2007) 65:633–9. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2006.12.038

 58. Gross SA, Stark ME. Initial experience with double-balloon enteroscopy at a US center. Gastrointest Endosc. (2008) 67:890–7. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2007.07.047

 59. May A. Current status of double balloon enteroscopy with focus on the Wiesbaden results. Gastrointest Endosc. (2007) 66:S12–4. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2007.03.1037

 60. Ohmiya N, Yano T, Yamamoto H, Arakawa D, Nakamura M, Honda W, et al. Diagnosis and treatment of obscure GI bleeding at double balloon endoscopy. Gastrointest Endosc. (2007) 66:S72–7. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2007.05.041

 61. Groenen MJ, Moreels TG, Orlent H, Haringsma J, Kuipers EJ. Acute pancreatitis after double-balloon enteroscopy: an old pathogenetic theory revisited as a result of using a new endoscopic tool. Endoscopy. (2006) 38:82–5. doi: 10.1055/s-2005-921179

 62. Goddard AF, James MW, McIntyre AS, Scott BB. Guidelines for the management of iron deficiency anaemia. Gut. (2011) 60:1309–16. doi: 10.1136/gut.2010.228874

 63. Guerrouij M, Uppal CS, Alklabi A, Douketis JD. The clinical impact of bleeding during oral anticoagulant therapy. J Thromb Thromb. (2011) 31:419–23. doi: 10.1007/s11239-010-0536-7

 64. Witt DM, Delate T, Garcia DA, Clark NP, Hylek EM, Ageno W, et al. Risk of thromboembolism, recurrent hemorrhage, and death after warfarin therapy interruption for gastrointestinal tract bleeding. Arch Int Med. (2012) 172:1484–91. doi: 10.1001/archinternmed.2012.4261

 65. Koh SJ, Im JP, Kim JW, Kim BG, Lee KL, Kim SG, et al. Long-term outcome in patients with obscure gastrointestinal bleeding after negative capsule endoscopy. World J Gastroenterol. (2013) 19:1632. doi: 10.3748/wjg.v19.i10.1632

 66. Arakawa D, Ohmiya N, Nakamura M, Honda W, Shirai O, Itoh A, et al. Outcome after enteroscopy for patients with obscure GI bleeding: diagnostic comparison between double-balloon endoscopy and videocapsule endoscopy. Gastrointest Endosc. (2009) 69:866–74. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2008.06.008

 67. Nardone G, Rocco A, Balzano TG. Budillon. The efficacy of octreotide therapy in chronic bleeding due to vascular abnormalities of the gastrointestinal tract. Aliment Pharmacol Ther. (1999) 13:1429–36. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2036.1999.00647.x

 68. Nardone G, Compare D, Scarpignato C, Rocco A. Long acting release-octreotide as rescue therapy to control angiodysplasia bleeding: a retrospective study of 98 cases. Digest Liver Dis. (2014) 46:688–94. doi: 10.1016/j.dld.2014.04.011

 69. Junquera F, Saperas E, Videla S, Feu F, Vilaseca J, Armengol JR, et al. Long-term efficacy of octreotide in the prevention of recurrent bleeding from gastrointestinal angiodysplasia. Am J Gastroenterol. (2007) 102:254. doi: 10.1111/j.1572-0241.2007.01053.x

 70. Jackson CS, Gerson LB. Management of gastrointestinal angiodysplastic lesions (GIADs): a systematic review and meta-analysis. Am J Gastroenterol. (2014) 109:474. doi: 10.1038/ajg.2014.19

 71. Ge ZZ, Chen HM, Gao YJ, Liu WZ, Xu CH, Tan HH, et al. Efficacy of thalidomide for refractory gastrointestinal bleeding from vascular malformation. Gastroenterology. (2011) 141:1629–37. doi: 10.1053/j.gastro.2011.07.018

 72. Crash-2 Collaborators. The importance of early treatment with tranexamic acid in bleeding trauma patients: an exploratory analysis of the CRASH-2 randomised controlled trial. Lancet. (2011) 377:1096–101. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(11)60278-X

 73. Roberts I, Perel P, Prieto-Merino D, Shakur H, Coats T, Hunt BJ, et al. Effect of tranexamic acid on mortality in patients with traumatic bleeding: prespecified analysis of data from randomised controlled trial. BMJ. (2012) 345:e5839. doi: 10.1136/bmj.e5839

 74. Roberts I, Coats T, Edwards P, Gilmore P, Jairath V, Ker K, et al. HALT-IT-tranexamic acid for the treatment of gastrointestinal bleeding: study protocol for a randomised controlled trial. Trials. (2014) 15:450. doi: 10.1186/1745-6215-15-450

 75. Patel TH, Cordts PR, Abcarian P, Sawyer MA. Will transcatheter embolotherapy replace surgery in the treatment of gastrointestinal bleeding? 22. Curr Surg. (2001) 58:323–7. doi: 10.1016/S0149-7944(01)00417-2

 76. Schenker MP, Duszak R Jr, Soulen MC, Smith KP, Baum RA, Cope C, et al. Shlansky-goldberg. upper gastrointestinal hemorrhage and transcatheter embolotherapy: clinical and technical factors impacting success and survival. J Vasc Int Radiol. (2001) 12:1263–71. doi: 10.1016/S1051-0443(07)61549-8

 77. Bonnet S, Douard R, Malamut G, Cellier C, Wind P. Intraoperative enteroscopy in the management of obscure gastrointestinal bleeding. Digest Liver Dis. (2013) 45:277–84. doi: 10.1016/j.dld.2012.07.003

 78. Hartmann D, Schmidt H, Bolz G, Schilling D, Kinzel F, Eickhoff A, et al. A prospective two-center study comparing wireless capsule endoscopy with intraoperative enteroscopy in patients with obscure GI bleeding. Gastrointest Endosc. (2005) 61:826–32. doi: 10.1016/S0016-5107(05)00372-X

 79. Schmidt SP, Boskind JF, Smith DC, Catalano RD. Angiographic localization of small bowel angiodysplasia with use of platinum coils. J Vasc Int Radiol. (1993) 4:737–9. doi: 10.1016/S1051-0443(93)71962-4

 80. Ryou M, Nemiroski A, Azagury D, Shaikh SN, Ryan MB, Westervelt RM, et al. An implantable wireless biosensor for the immediate detection of upper GI bleeding: a new fluorescein-based tool for diagnosis and surveillance (with video). Gastrointest Endoscopy. (2011) 74:189–94. doi: 10.1016/j.gie.2011.03.1182 

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Murphy, Winter and Kavanagh. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fsurg-06-00025-t001.jpg
Vascular

Angiodysplasia

Dieulafoy lesions

Arteriovenous malformation
(AN

Inflammatory

Crohn's Disease

Intestinal tuberculosis

Behcet's disease

latrogenic

Medications i.e., Non-steroidal
anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDS)
Radiation

Surgical/Procedure refated

Diverticular

Meckel

Small bowel diverticula

Tumor
Gastrointestinal stromal tumor (GIST)

Lymphoma
Adenocarcinoma
Polyps

Lipoma





OPS/images/fsurg-06-00025-g001.gif





OPS/images/fsurg-06-00025-g002.gif





OPS/images/cover.jpg
, frontiers
in Surgery

Small Bowel Gastrointestinal
Bleeding Diagnosis and
Management—A Narrative Review









OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/logo.jpg
, frontiers
in Surgery





