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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important yet underexplored dimension of maternal health in low- and middle-income countries—women’s lived experiences and perceived effectiveness of labour pain management in primary healthcare settings. Given the persistent inequities in access to effective analgesia in Nigeria and similar contexts, this study provides valuable patient-reported evidence that can inform clinical protocols, health workforce training, and policy reforms. The findings are particularly relevant for strengthening woman-centred intrapartum care in resource-constrained settings.
This manuscript examines labour pain perception and management experiences in Nigerian primary healthcare settings, addressing an important gap in woman-centred intrapartum care. The study design, sample size, and statistical analyses are appropriate, and the manuscript is generally well organized and supported by relevant literature.

Minor revisions are recommended to ensure internal consistency in describing the study setting, clarify the operational definition of “effectiveness,” and provide complete reporting of regression analyses. A brief limitations section and clarification of consent procedures for participants under 18 years would further strengthen the manuscript.

With these refinements, the study is suitable for publication.

 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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 (Background, Methods, Results, Conclusion).

Minor suggestions:
a) Clarify the setting consistency:

a. The abstract mentions primary healthcare centres, while parts of the introduction reference a tertiary hospital. Ensure consistency throughout.

b) Include the total sample size (n=393) clearly in the Results section for quick visibility.

c) Briefly mention one key statistical association (e.g., marital status or education) numerically to strengthen scientific depth.

Overall, the abstract is strong but can be tightened for clarity and consistency.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for a cross-sectional descriptive study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and largely recent (2017–2025).
	

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


	Correct minor grammatical inconsistencies (e.g., “The balanced in parity (51.9% primigravida) we observed…” should be rephrased).
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