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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 addresses a critical and persistent challenge in global public health: improving maternal and child health(MCH) by exploring the role of male involvement in Nigeria, one of the countries with the highest maternal and child mortality rates globally. The focus on male involvement is highly relevant, as engaging men is a recognized but underexploited strategy for achieving better health outcomes. It  provides a valuable synthesis of the complex socio-cultural barriers that hinder male participation and offers a practical overview of evidence-based intervention strategies. This work is important for researchers, policymakers, and healthcare practitioners designing and implementing programs to promote gender-equitable involvement in MCH in Nigeria and similar contexts.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, accurate, and comprehensive. It clearly reflects the manuscript's content, scope  and key themes
	

	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.


	The abstract is well-structured and provides a good summary. However, it could be slightly strengthened. The Results section mentions "socio-cultural factors" but could briefly list the key ones identified (e.g., patriarchal norms, low health literacy) to give a more immediate impact. Also, 1-2 sentences indicating the main types of intervention strategies identified, as well as a more precise statement of the review’s qualitative approach.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It is based on a comprehensive literature review, and the arguments are well-supported by citations from relevant and recent studies. The presentation of factors (socio-cultural, socio-demographic) and interventions is logical and evidence-based. 
         However, the review would benefit from a clear statement on limitations related to publication bias and the absence of primary fieldwork, both of which are partially acknowledged but could be elaborated in the discussion. In the introduction part explicit aim/ objective could be included. Also the qualitative nature of the study is mentioned in a single line. The type of qualitative approach could be defined clearly.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and recent, including several sources from 2023-2025. However, the authors might consider referencing recent WHO policy briefs or additional multi-country reviews on male engagement in maternal health.  Also additional articles could be cited which would provide a stronger theoretical foundation for the intervention strategies, qualitative papers on men's experiences and perspectives ( Article list added.)
	

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


	 Suitable. But a meticulous proofread is essential to correct minor grammatical errors. Section 3.2.4 (Place of antenatal care): This section seems to mix two concepts: the type of provider (trained vs. untrained) and the experience at the facility (overcrowding, staff attitudes). Consider splitting this into two short sub-sections for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 The recommendations are practical and align well with the evidence presented.Minor revision and grammatical corrections required.
Additional citations that may be added
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"We are the heads and so we should be the ones to decide": A mixed-methods study of men's involvement in maternal health in a patriarchal setting, Southeast Nigeria. PLOS Global Public Health, 3(7), e0002145.
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