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	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 is a well-researched and methodologically. It makes a strong contribution by highlighting how social determinants migration, age, poverty, and health system organization shape maternal mortality in France and across the EU. With a more concise abstract, streamlined results presentation, and sharper recommendations, it will read as a polished, impactful piece suitable for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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

Abstract: Too descriptive; could be tightened to emphasize the main findings and policy implications. Currently, it reads more like a mini-introduction.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Optional/General comments


	- Introduction: Well-grounded, but could better highlight why France was chosen as a case study (e.g., enhanced surveillance, persistent disparities).

- Results section: The figures (study types, countries, years) are informative but presented in a fragmented way. Consider summarizing trends in prose rather than listing raw counts.

- Discussion: Strong but somewhat repetitive. For example, migration/ethnicity disparities are mentioned multiple times. Streamlining would improve flow.

- Recommendations: Needs sharper, actionable points (e.g., “Implement targeted outreach programs for migrant women,” “Strengthen surveillance of late maternal deaths,” “Expand culturally competent care models”).

- Language and style: Occasional grammatical slips and redundancies (e.g., “Policies protecting marginalised or women with socioeconomic disparties” → should be “Policies protecting marginalized women facing socioeconomic disparities”).
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