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	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 study contributes valuable regional data on lung metastasis patterns among newly diagnosed colorectal cancer patients. It addresses an ongoing debate about whether pre-operative chest CT should be performed universally or selectively based on risk factors. By analyzing over 500 patients, it adds statistically grounded evidence from the Gulf region, where similar studies are limited. The findings help refine staging strategies and guide rational imaging use, which has both ethical and economic implications for colorectal cancer care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes – the title accurately reflects the content. 
	

	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 summarizes objectives, methods and results clearly.

It could be improved by stating the clinical implication in the conclusion, such as emphasizing how KRAS status could guide individualized imaging. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The design, data analysis and interpretation are well done. The sample size is adequate and statistical tests are properly applied. 
The only concern is the generalization of the conclusion – recommending CT scans for all patients might overextend the data, since KRAS testing limitations are logistical rather than scientific. A slightly more cautious tone would strengthen credibility.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is clear, but it would benefit from grammatical and stylistic editing to improve flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is well structured and clinically relevant. 
The results support the growing evidence that KRAS mutation status plays an important role in metastatic patterns. 

The strengths lie in its real-world dataset and detailed subgroup analysis. 
	


	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? 


	NO. Ethical approval was received from the Ministry of Health 

	


Reviewer details:

Daniel Aillaud De Uriarte, Harvard Medical School, United States of America

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


