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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 manuscript provides critical insights into the financial dynamics and sustainability challenges of PMTCT programs in Benue State, Nigeria, a region with a high HIV burden. It highlights the overwhelming reliance on donor funding (95%) and its implications, offering evidence-based recommendations for improving domestic resource mobilization and health system integration. By addressing both the benefits and negative externalities of donor-driven programs, the study contributes to the global discourse on sustainable HIV/AIDS interventions in resource-limited settings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive, effectively summarizing the study’s objectives, methods, key findings, and implications. It covers the financial structure, stakeholder perspectives, and the dual impact (positive and negative) of donor funding on PMTCT programs.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	The references are sufficient.
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	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript’s mixed-method approach, combining quantitative funding analysis with qualitative stakeholder insights, is a significant strength. The use of statistical analysis (e.g., R², Pearson correlations) adds rigor, while the focus on sustainability aligns with global health priorities.

The discussion could be more concise and structured, with clearer subheadings to guide readers through key themes (e.g., "Donor Dependency," "Health System Impacts," "Policy Recommendations"). Additionally, addressing potential data limitations (e.g., reliance on APIN reports) would enhance transparency.
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