Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Cancer and Tumor International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JCTI_154056

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Maintenance Therapy with capecitabine vs Observation after standard treatment for Patients with Triple-Negative Breast Cancer, Mansoura experience.

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses an important clinical question regarding the role of maintenance capecitabine therapy in triple-negative breast cancer (TNBC), which is a biologically aggressive subtype of breast cancer with limited therapeutic options. While several randomized trials have evaluated capecitabine in the adjuvant setting, real-world data focusing specifically on maintenance therapy in TNBC remain limited. The study contributes additional evidence supporting potential survival benefits, particularly in early nodal disease and patients achieving a pathological complete response. These findings may help guide clinical decision-making and stimulate further prospective research in this high-risk population.
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	The abstract would benefit from minor revisions to improve scientific balance and precision
Avoid overgeneralized statements such as “improves OS and DFS” without specifying that significance was limited to certain subgroups. Briefly mention the median follow-up duration within the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The study addresses a clinically relevant topic and provides valuable real-world data. However, revisions might be required in statistical interpretation and refinement of conclusions before acceptance.
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