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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The narrative review proposed by Gadelkareem et al is potentially interesting, focusing
on a relevant topic. However, it lacks of supporting data and gives the feeling of a text
book chapter for medical students. I would strongly suggest to include proper citations
with larger amount of data and some comparative tables summarizing pros and cons of
PCN vs JJ stenting. Also, I find some lexical choices rather questionable for a scientific

journal.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this review article, the authors discuss treatment options for obstructive uropathy
related to malignancy which is an important topic. Over all article is written well. I
would recommend abbreviating and streamlining the manuscript with more focus on
available treatment modalities. It will be good to provide a table comparing the pros and

cons of nephrostomy vs ureteral stent.




