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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.


	The importance of this manuscript for the Scientific Community is definitely present .As it shows  Low dose capecitabine therapy improves OS and DFS in cases with TNBC. The improvement is significant in early nodal disease cases and cases who achieved PCR.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable, but other title may be Impact of maintenance Capecitabine Vs Observation in triple negative breast cancer. 
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes References are sufficient and recent.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is scientifically sound, truly innovative. I found article to be novel and its contribution to TNBC is highly significant. As Low dose capecitabine therapy improves OS and DFS in early nodal disease and who achieved PCR as compare to observation with no remarkable toxicities. Since the study is retrospective, it needs more prospective study to confirm the results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No there are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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