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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 paper is important for the scientific community because it shows the effectiveness of health education interventions in improving maternal knowledge and behavior related to feeding, child care, and hygiene and sanitation in malnutrition-prone communities. The results of this study confirm that a two-month counseling-based educational approach can have a significant impact on improving knowledge that plays a role in the prevention of malnutrition and infection in children. These findings provide a scientific basis for the development of public health programs focused on high-risk communities and support the need to integrate health education into maternal and child empowerment program policies. In addition, the study adds to the literature on the importance of accelerating community-based interventions to improve child well-being and public health sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Effect of Intensive Education Intervention on mother's Knowledge on Infant and Young Child Feeding, Child care and Hygiene", is quite relevant and reflects the main focus of the study, namely the effect of intensive education intervention on maternal knowledge related to infant and toddler feeding, child care, and hygiene and sanitation. This title appropriately describes the substance of the study and the objectives of the research.

	

	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 of the article is generally quite comprehensive because it includes the background, objectives, methods, main results, and conclusions of the research. This abstract is effective in providing a complete picture of the study, including the context of the problem, the approach to the intervention, and the implications of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, this manuscript shows good scientific standards. Some of the points that support the scientific validity of this manuscript include:
1. Methodology mentioned: The study was conducted with a two-month educational intervention approach in a specific community, using educational methods such as lectures, demonstrations, and group discussions, which are appropriate for behavioral and knowledge change research.
2. Use of pre- and post-intervention measurements: The manuscript presents pre- and post-intervention data, as well as statistical analyses that demonstrate the significance of outcomes (e.g., P<0.000), indicating a valid and measurable evaluation process.
3. References to previous research: The manuscript includes a variety of relevant references and supports the study's findings, suggesting that the report is based on a well-established scientific foundation.
4. Results consistent with the literature: Findings on improved maternal knowledge and practice after intervention are consistent with results from previous studies, which reinforces the validity of the results.
However, there are some aspects that need to be taken into account in order to be completely scientifically correct:
5. Study design: It is not explained in detail whether there are control groups, sampling methods, and control of confounding variables. This is important to ensure that the change is indeed caused by the intervention and not by other factors.
6. Complete data: In certain sections, numerical and statistical data are presented concisely. For scientificity, it is best to provide full details about the statistical analysis used, for example, the type of statistical test, the size of the effect, and the level of significance.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references used are quite relevant and show an adequate scientific basis for this research. However, as this study focuses on health education interventions and maternal knowledge enhancement in the context of malnutrition-prone communities, it is important to ensure that the references also include up-to-date and relevant resources specifically to the field.
Where possible, the addition of more recent references (e.g., those published in the last five years) and international or national studies relevant to educational interventions and children's health outcomes will strengthen the theoretical foundation and show that the study is up to date with the latest developments in the field. 
As many as 0% of the references in the list are from 2020 and above. Most of the sources still date from the 2000s to the early 2010s.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of the English language used shows a fairly good level and is suitable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, this article makes an important contribution in the field of public health and nutrition, particularly related to educational interventions to improve maternal knowledge and behavior in child care, hygiene, and sanitation. This article is supported by comprehensive data and clear methodologies, including the use of various educational techniques and tools to change the behavior of the target audience.
The main strength of this article lies in its interventional approach focused on education and knowledge enhancement, which has been shown to be effective in improving maternal good habits and knowledge, thereby potentially improving children's nutritional status and lowering rates of related diseases.
However, the article also has some drawbacks, such as a lack of detail regarding the sustainability of the intervention and measuring its long-term impact. In addition, optimization in data presentation and statistical analysis can increase the strength of findings.
Overall, this article is important and relevant, offering useful insights for the development of community-based health programs and affirming the importance of continuous education as a key strategy in combating malnutrition and improving child health in vulnerable communities.
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