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Well written manuscript which would add value to the current established knowledge 

and evidence. The authors report that "In 22 cases of recurrence, ctDNA positivity was 

detected 22 times (22/22, 100%) compared to 16 positives (16/22, 73%) by imaging 

methods and 15 cases (15/22, 68%) of elevated tumor markers. Based on this they 

conclude that "ctDNA detection in patients with mCRC is a viable tool for early 

detection of disease recurrence". They should state the adequacy of the sample size to 

reach the stated conclusion.  
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The study is very interesting, and it is very important to analyze the correlation between 

ctDNA, resection margin status, recurrence, metastases. The methodology is well 

explained.   I have some minor remarks:  - Introduction: may you focus more on the 

topic? The first part of the introduction is very generic, the paragraph starting with 

“other common sites..” is not so useful. I think you should shorten the Introduction 

eliminating most of the first part. - Methods: may you mention the costs of the ctDNA 

extraction?  - Is the test reliable, did you test several times the same samples to assess 

the reproducibility of the test? - Did you compare the efficacy of ctDNA versus MRI in 

patients with liver metastases? - Did the detection of ctDNA change patients’ 

management? 
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