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Abstract 
 objectives were to examine 
perceived self-efficacy in coping with labor pain, and to investigate factors affecting 
perceived self-efficacy on 
Participants consisted of  multiparous pregnant women who attended antenatal care 

Data were collected by researcher’s record form and participants’ self-  
Data were anal  
 Study resulted that multiparous pregnant women had perceived self-efficacy in 
coping with labor pain at a high level , Range = 1-10
standard multiple regression analysis; parity, satisfaction with previous childbirth experience, 
attitude toward pregnancy, anxiety during pregnancy, and social support during pregnancy 
accounted for  of the variance in perceived self-efficacy of coping with labor pain 

 , F  However, only two factors significantly affected perceived 
self-efficacy in coping with labor pain:  = , 

001) and  = - , t = -  
 Findings suggest that ANC nurses would assess pregnant women about their social 

nurses encourage women to have social support 
and help them decrease their anxiety in order to increase their perceived self-efficacy of 
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 Standard multiple regression analysis  
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intercept = 142.62, R2 = .279, F5,122 = 9.46, p < .001 
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