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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Pregnancy itself is ASA 2, so how can ASA 1 patients be included in this
study.
2. References 1, 10 are not as per Vancouver style

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

1. Ithink patients with previous caesarean section can also be included as they can
give better feedback if VBAC is possible in them.

2. Overall nice topic for study as there is very less information and more anxiousness
among Indian females regarding labour analgesia
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