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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a critical yet under-prioritised aspect of maternal health care—labour pain perception and management in primary healthcare settings in a low- and middle-income country context. By focusing on postpartum women lived experiences, perceived effectiveness, and satisfaction with pharmacological and non-pharmacological pain relief methods, the study provides valuable patient-centred evidence to inform respectful maternity care. The large sample size and robust statistical analysis strengthen its relevance for clinicians, midwives, nurse educators, and health policymakers. The findings have clear implications for improving intrapartum pain management practices, training, and policy implementation in similar resource-constrained settings.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, precise, and accurately reflects the study design, population, setting, and key variables.


No change is required.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, clearly presenting the background, methods, results, and conclusion. It adequately reflects the content of the manuscript.

Minor suggestions:
· Consider briefly stating the study design (cross-sectional survey) explicitly in the first line of the methods.

· The results section could briefly mention key statistically significant associations to strengthen clarity.

These are minor refinements and not mandatory.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The cross-sectional design is appropriate for the stated objectives. Sampling procedures, sample size determination using the Taro Yamane formula, and data analysis methods (chi-square tests and binary logistic regression) are clearly described and correctly applied. Ethical approval and informed consent are adequately addressed. The discussion demonstrates strong integration with existing literature and provides logical interpretation of findings.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date, including recent studies (2022–2025) and authoritative sources such as WHO and Cochrane reviews. The reference list appropriately supports the background, discussion, and conclusions.

No additional references are required.

	

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


	The manuscript is written in high-quality academic English, suitable for scholarly publication. The narrative is clear, coherent, and professional. Only very minor editorial edits (e.g., sentence length reduction in a few sections) may enhance readability but are not essential.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· The large sample size (n = 393) is a major strength.

· The distinction between perceived effectiveness, satisfaction, and provider support is well articulated.

· The study provides strong evidence to support the integration of multimodal labour pain management strategies.

· Inclusion of practical recommendations enhances the manuscript’s translational value.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified. Ethical approval, participant consent, confidentiality, and voluntary participation are clearly documented and appropriate.
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