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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 makes an important contribution to the scientific community by providing robust, large-scale empirical evidence on the magnitude, forms, and psychological consequences of disrespect and abuse during facility-based childbirth in a historically under-researched region of Ghana. By documenting extremely high prevalence across multiple domains of mistreatment and linking these experiences to significant emotional and mental health impacts, the study strengthens the global evidence base on respectful maternity care as a core dimension of quality health systems. The findings have clear implications for policy, clinical practice, and health system accountability, particularly in low- and middle-income settings facing structural constraints. Overall, the study offers timely, context-specific evidence that can inform interventions aimed at improving maternal health outcomes, protecting women’s rights, and restoring trust in facility-based childbirth services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable because it clearly states the topic (disrespect and abuse), the context (facility-based childbirth), the location (Northern Ghana), and the study design (cross-sectional), all of which are important for transparency and discoverability.

However, it could be slightly strengthened by emphasizing the scale of the study or the inclusion of psychological impacts. (“Disrespect, Abuse, and Psychological Consequences of Facility-Based Childbirth in Northern Ghana”)
	

	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.


	Overall, no major deletions are required, but tightening the background and strengthening the results and implications with specific data points would make the abstract more impactful and publication-ready.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate, and the conclusions are generally supported by the data presented. a few points could improve scientific rigor and clarity:
Kausalitas: Sebagai studi lintas-seksional, manuskrip harus secara konsisten menghindari bahasa kausal, terutama ketika membahas hasil psikologis. Asosiasi yang diamati harus dibingkai dengan jelas sebagai korelasi daripada hubungan sebab-akibat.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the information available, the references in the manuscript appear to cover key foundational and regional studies on disrespect and abuse during childbirth,
	

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


	The overall English language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to meet the standards of international academic journals. Specific issues include: Grammatical and syntactic errors (e.g., subject–verb agreement, article use, tense inconsistency).
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important and sensitive public health issue and provides valuable, large-scale empirical evidence on disrespect and abuse during facility-based childbirth in Northern Ghana. To further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider tightening the narrative to reduce repetition, particularly in the Introduction and Discussion, and ensuring consistent use of terminology throughout the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Overall, no major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The study appears to have been conducted in line with standard ethical requirements for research involving human participants.
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