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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The current paper is a case report that described an ureteral metastasis after a eight years 

that she had a breast cancer. The paper has a certain clinical implication, and well 

written. Below some few issues that may improve the manuscript prior to publication.  

• The title is short and unclear. Should be little bit more descriptive.  • The 
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Introduction section is poorly referenced.  • The Introduction section  should include 

the aim of the case report. • Please report the date and number of the ethical committee 

approval. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

      Article „Ureteral breast cancer metastasis: A case report“ by  Zhong-Han Zhou et 

al. is according to my opinion, acceptable for publication but after revision. The 

operative treatment of the patient must be better explained. The authors stated: „Then a 

laparoscopic radical ureterotomy was performed, and the patient was discharged six 
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days after surgery in good condition“.  But the term ureterotomy mean opening of the 

ureter. Next in the text authors mentioned that pathologist examined kidney and ureter. 

So, the authors probably performed laparoscopic nephroureterectomy? Please explain 

the performed procedure.  
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