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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.


	It can contribute to community-based nutrition program to increase maternal knowledge on child feeding. 
It will improve the practice of feeding pattern through breaking cultural barriers associated with children nutrition. 

The manuscript possibly advocates for national nutrition policy 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The main content of the manuscript to improve breasting feeding knowledge. Thus, I suggest the title to be Promotion of breast-feeding contribution to prevention of stunting and wasting case study of Jeneponto, Indonesia
	

	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.


	It is not comprehensive. It lacks the following the points that should be included 

Statistical figure of national prevalence of stunting and year of prevalence 

Method of analysis 

Recommendation 

Statistical result (correlation) 

the outcomes of study participants should be compared against standard national nutrition document of Indonesia 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No, because of the following major deficiencies 
Introduction 

The introduction part could not describe global, regional and local or national prevalence of stunting, wasting such as Marasmus and Kwashiorkor 

Current efforts made to prevent stunting and wasting and gap identified in the current efforts 

Reference should be in APA style and available references are not adequate 

Universal documents such as WHO, UNICEF, National MOH 

Method 

The method only describes implementation of program method and skips study method, study design, source of data and methods of data collection, analysis method used 

Brief description of study area 

Some unclear terms like nutritional disorders which need a clear definition and examples under introduction 

Sample size determination and sampling technique 

Quality assurance of study (reliability and validity) 

Cross sectional study design appropriate for this study with mixed approach which consist of both quantitative and qualitative methods. 

Analysis 

Analysis is not clear. For example, quantitative methods used analysis and qualitative used for qualitative data analysis) 

D. Results 
1. Correlation was used which was not indicated under methodology part (descriptive statistics such as correlation, frequency, mean used described in the methods and if used in the analysis 

2.Result also mention quantitative was not explained under method section 

3. It mentions qualitative such as “various positive testimonials from participating mothers” which was not mentioned under method. If testimony and other quantitative data were used thematic analysis must be used and planned in the methods section. 

4. the last paragraph concludes the findings which confirms what has been already indicated under evaluation of the program 

5. The result lacks descriptive statistics such as frequency, central tendency (mean etc) 

6. Lacks normality test of data distribution to determine it skewed, normal, kurtosis and strong analytical component such as logistic regression analysis 

E. Discussion 

1. It does not pose strong argument of study results with the existing knowledge. 

2. referenced used were not in APA style 

3. used be discussed against UNICEF nutrition framework 

4. Last paragraph has the sense of recommendation, but the document has no recommendation. 

F. conclusion 

1. Describes intake of weight and height without indicating the baseline and current status of improvement in figures or statistics 

2. It must be Concluded against UNICEF nutrition framework 

3. Format education was not indicated. Oral, SBCC, electronics (TV broadcast of key messages) 

H. recommendation: 
1. It was not indicated. What the policy makers can do to improve the nutrition policy and stakeholders operating on nutrition intervention and etc. 

2. Importantly recommendation should have been made to areas such as agricultural practice, infant, young children feeding, multisectoral coordination for nutrition, maternal knowledge, community health services, 
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	1. No, at least 20 documents should have been referred 

2. Documents such as WHO, UNICEF, FAO and national nutritional (MOH) must be referred 
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