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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 study highlights the importance of maternal anxiety in influencing childbirth method planning among third-trimester pregnant women. 
The findings show that higher anxiety levels are associated with a greater preference for cesarean section delivery. 
 The study provides useful information for healthcare workers to improve antenatal education and psychological support for pregnant women. 
 The results may help reduce unnecessary cesarean section procedures through better anxiety management during pregnancy. 
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Yes, the title is clear and appropriate for the study. The title could be improved slightly for better academic flow and grammar that is,  “The Relationship Between Anxiety Levels in Third-Trimester Pregnant Women and Childbirth Method Planning in Denpasar, Bali.” (4)
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The abstract provides sufficient information about the study, including the purpose, methodology, results and conclusion. It gives readers a good overview of the research and its findings. Some minor revisions in language and organization would further improve clarity and readability. (4)
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The keywords are appropriate and related to the main topic of the study. (5)
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The background is well organized and explains the topic clearly. It gives relevant information about cesarean section rates and anxiety in pregnancy. (5)
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The research objective is clearly stated, which is to determine the relationship between anxiety levels in third trimester pregnant women and delivery method planning. (5)
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The literature review is relevant and supports the study well. However, some references are older than five years, so updating with more recent studies would improve it. (4)
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The methodology is appropriate for the study. The tools and statistical test used are suitable for the research. (5)
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Ethical approval and informed consent were properly obtained. However, more details on confidentiality could improve this section. (4)
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The results are clearly presented with tables and explanations. Some small errors in percentages (spelling) and formatting could be improved. (4)
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	The tables are clear and relevant. They help explain the results well. Some small formatting issues should be improved. (4)
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The discussion relates the findings to previous studies. It is clear. (5)
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The conclusions are supported by the study data and reflect the main findings on the relationship between anxiety and delivery method planning. (5)
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	The study does not clearly explain its limitations. It should include them more clearly. (3)
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	The references are relevant and adequate in number. Some could be updated with newer studies. (4)
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	The manuscript is clear and easy to understand. Some minor grammar and repetition issues should be improved. (4)

	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the title is suitable. It could be slightly improved for clarity and academic flow:
“The Relationship Between Anxiety Levels in Third-Trimester Pregnant Women and Childbirth Method Planning in Denpasar, Bali.”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. It includes all key parts of the study. It could be improved by making it shorter and fixing small grammar errors.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It could be improved by correcting minor inconsistencies in percentages.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	Yes, the references are sufficient. Some references are not recent. It should include more studies from the last 5 years.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	No ethical issues.
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