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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is important for the scientific community because it advances maternal health research beyond mean-based and binary utilisation analyses by introducing a distribution-appropriate framework that jointly examines coverage levels and stability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable, especially for a methods-oriented public health or health systems journal. It accurately reflects the core concepts (inequality, volatility, stability), the outcome (early postnatal care coverage), and the methodological approach (multilevel beta regression).
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive, well-structured, and appropriate for a scientific audience. It clearly communicates the background, methodological innovation, key findings, and policy relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The research question is clearly defined, the analytical framework is consistent with the nature of the data, and the interpretations are largely supported by the results. The study applies established statistical principles (beta regression, multilevel modelling, hierarchical inference) in a novel and coherent way to address an important gap in maternal health research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current reference list is adequate in scope and covers the foundational and methodological literature, especially regarding beta regression and health coverage measurement. Many of the key statistical and health systems works are included, and the manuscript demonstrates a solid engagement with relevant scholarly conversations.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing demonstrates a strong academic tone, appropriate technical vocabulary, and clear familiarity with the conventions of public health and quantitative research literature. Most sections are understandable to an international academic audience, and the arguments are logically structured.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a timely and methodologically innovative contribution to maternal health research by moving beyond conventional mean-based coverage analysis to incorporate the dimension of stability in early postnatal care. The integration of multilevel beta regression with an explicit instability model is a notable strength and provides a valuable analytical framework that can be extended to other health coverage indicators within the SDG monitoring agenda. The use of harmonised, multi-country data and appropriate hierarchical modelling enhances the robustness and credibility of the findings.
The manuscript demonstrates strong scientific rigor, methodological innovation, and high relevance to maternal health equity and SDG monitoring. The analytical framework is appropriate, the results are coherent, and the conclusions are well supported by the data. Only minor revisions are required, mainly related to language polishing, clearer justification of the instability measure, and brief clarification of methodological assumptions. These refinements do not affect the core validity or contribution of the study, which is suitable for publication after minor revision.
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