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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors of the manuscript »Circulating tumor DNA dynamics analysis in a

xenograft mouse model« have performed a very interesting study which provides an

important additional scientific background for the concept of liquid biopsy. In the short

introduction section, they explain the potential clinical benefits as well as current

scientific shortcomings of ctDNA based liquid biopsy. In the methods section they

provide all the available relevant information regarding their human esophageal

squamous cell carcinoma cell line TE11 based mouse model of cancer. All real life

scenarios of different stages of cancers as well as consequences of tumor resection are

well simulated as well as clearly and methodologically correctly presented. ctDNA

based liquid biopsy tumor assessment method is nicely described. All the results are

thoroughly and clearly presented. The discussion is objective and fair. The most

clinically relevant findings of the study are pointed out and possible limitations of the

study are also fairy stressed at the end of the section. The conclusions are straight and

sound. The references are relevant; the sources seem reliable.


