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	I suggest improving the title of the article. 
After all, liquid biopsy, as a venipuncture method, cannot be a prognostic biomarker. That is why I suggest such a title: 

Clinical Utility of Circulating Tumor DNA (ctDNA) in the bloodstream as Predictive and Prognostic Biomarkers in Breast Cancer Management
There is no reference to literary sources in the text of the article, although the list of references includes 65 publications.

Some publications are very old (1992) and do not address breast cancer (see #28 and 65).
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The article can be accepted for publication after correction of the comments.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Igor Galaychuk, Ternopil National Medical University, Ukraine


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


