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	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 is important for the scientific community because it explores fear of childbirth (FOC) in nulliparous women in Sikkim, India—a region where limited evidence exists on maternal psychological health. The findings highlight that FOC is nearly universal among this population and is strongly associated with depression and maternal psychosocial factors, despite good social support. By addressing both psychological and obstetric determinants, the study provides insights that can guide culturally sensitive antenatal interventions, counselling programs, and policy development. This contribution adds valuable regional data to the global body of literature on maternal mental health and supports the integration of psychological screening into routine antenatal care.
	 

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the study population, design, and key focus on obstetric and psycho-social risk factors related to fear of childbirth. It gives readers a precise idea of the scope and setting of the research. If a shorter alternative is preferred, one possible suggestion could be:
“Fear of Childbirth and Its Psychosocial Correlates Among Nulliparous Women in Sikkim: A Cross-Sectional Study.”
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, covering the background, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, I recommend a few improvements:

· Emphasize the cross-sectional design more clearly in the methodology.

· Mention explicitly that no participants experienced severe or very intense fear, as this is an important and novel finding.

· Simplify the statistical details by avoiding too many technical figures (such as exact correlation coefficients) in the abstract.

· The conclusion could be made stronger by highlighting the implications for antenatal counselling and mental health interventions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study design is appropriate for the research question, the sampling strategy and sample size calculation are clearly explained, and validated tools (W-DEQ A, EPDS, MSPSS) have been used, ensuring methodological rigor. Statistical analyses, including chi-square tests, Pearson’s correlation, and descriptive measures, are relevant and correctly applied to the dataset. The results are logically presented and adequately discussed in relation to existing literature. Minor improvements can be made by reporting confidence intervals for key outcomes and further clarifying the interpretation of the unusually high prevalence of depression (99%), which appears striking. Overall, the manuscript maintains scientific soundness and credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and cover both international and Indian studies on fear of childbirth and related psychosocial factors. However, some cited works are relatively dated (early 2000s), and a few references lack complete details or DOI links, which should be corrected for consistency. To strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider adding more recent systematic reviews and meta-analyses published within the last 5 years on fear of childbirth, antenatal anxiety, and maternal mental health. Examples include studies on the global prevalence of FOC and its psychological correlates, as well as recent WHO guidelines on integrating mental health screening into antenatal care. Incorporating these would enhance the relevance and currency of the literature base.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The paper is understandable, and key ideas are conveyed clearly. However, there are occasional grammatical errors, long sentences, and repetitions in the Introduction and Discussion that could be polished for better readability and flow. Minor language editing or professional proofreading is recommended to improve clarity, conciseness, and overall scholarly tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and underexplored area of maternal health in India, particularly in the northeastern region. The large sample size and use of validated tools add strength to the study. Tables are well-presented, but figure legends could be more descriptive for clarity. The Results section is quite detailed and could be made more concise by summarizing some data and moving lengthy descriptions to supplementary materials. The Discussion would benefit from clearer subheadings (e.g., Key Findings, Comparison with Literature, Strengths and Limitations, Implications for Practice), which would improve readability. Overall, the study has strong potential for publication after minor revisions in presentation and language.
Overall, this is a scientifically sound and relevant manuscript that makes an important contribution to the literature on maternal mental health and fear of childbirth in an under-researched population. 
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