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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript presents a rare case of right ventricular metastasis from urothelial carcinoma, a condition with limited representation in the existing literature. The case is notable for its unusual presentation with multifocal stroke and massive pulmonary embolism, highlighting the diagnostic challenges and potential for aggressive complications. The findings contribute to a better understanding of the varied clinical manifestations of cardiac metastases in cancer patients and underscore the importance of considering cardiac involvement in patients with unexplained embolic events."
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. No changes are suggested."
	

	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.


	The abstract provides a concise summary of the case and its significance. It effectively highlights the rarity of the condition, the clinical presentation, and the key takeaway message regarding the consideration of intracardiac tumor masses in cancer patients with embolic events. No additions or deletions are suggested.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The case is clearly presented, and the interpretation of findings is consistent with the clinical course and available evidence. The authors adequately discuss the relevant differential diagnoses and support their conclusions with appropriate references."
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant. They include both classic and recent publications on cardiac metastases and related topics. No additional references are suggested at this time."
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-written and easy to understand."
	

	Optional/General comments


	The case is interesting and well-documented. The authors could consider adding a brief discussion on the potential mechanisms of tumor embolization in this case, if supported by the literature."
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