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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	· Such a manuscript contains academic significance with valuable findings on the psychosocial impacts of traumatic childbirth among women and midwives- areas of new interest in maternal healthcare. The multidimensionality of childbirth trauma has also been highlighted and its very far-reaching effects on a woman's mental health, midwifery practice, and on the delivery of healthcare. Hence, through the systematic review of relevant literature, this manuscript also brings forth evidence-based recommendations on prevention, coping, and therapeutic interventions such as EMDR and the "magical hour." Such findings go a long way in enhancing maternal mental health visibility and increasing the capacity of midwifery support systems and that makes this achievement quite significant for both academic and clinical contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is conveying the study finding but it also elaborates about Midwifes. I Suggest Traumatic Childbirth And Its Psychosocial Impact On Women And Women.
	

	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 is well constructed, but lack sub-headings for each section like objectives, methods, findings and it totally lack conclusion and its implication for practice.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound as it uses systematic literature review with clear methodology, including PRISMA guidelines and SALSA framework. The findings align with other reports on traumatic deliveries and PTSD; however, the following could be improved: 

Present a little more in how quality was critically appraised in the studies included. 

Explains how bias was limited during data synthesis. 

In the discussion section could connect its findings to proposed interventions more effectively.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, however a few researches are old (e.g., Khan et al., 2003; Olde et al., 2006). Better to change these references with most recent literatures.
	

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


	Well - written but have some grammatical errors and lack clarity and readability especially in the discussion section. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths:

The research is well structured and methodologically sound.

It addresses a critical as well as under-researched problem in maternal health.

Uses systematic literature reviews in a clear framework (PRISMA, SALSA).

References are mostly recent and relevant.

It provides actionable recommendations for practice and policy.

Possible Improvements:
A couple of grammatical and structural improvements need to be done.

Abstract may also be slightly refined in terms of clarity and completeness.

The above would add to the credibility of the study.

Discussion should be more concise and structured. Having clear subheadings as findings, implications and recommendations would improve the discussion section. 

Add in a limitations section that covers the possible biases or voids present in the literature. There could have been a more explicit reference to figures and tables within the text.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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