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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The context of this manuscript is relevant in the scientific community as it explains which psychosocial issues are the most significant predictors of household participation in stunting-reduction interventions in At-Risk Families ( Keluarga Berisiko Stunting; KRS ) in Yogyakarta, Indonesia. Stating that the attitudes of women are the strongest indicator of the performance of programs, the study narrows down behavioral theories, offering empirically supported information on the role of reinforcing behavioral change elements into nutrition programs. Its emphasis on household-level program performance as an intermediate outcome of implementation further develops implementation science by providing an association with the real-world effectiveness of public health programs with individual determinants.
	

	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.


	The abstract is usually well organized and contains the necessary elements (aim, design, setting, sample, analysis, key results, as well as conclusion).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure of the paper, the question of the research, and the application of multiple linear regression are scientifically good, and the analytical steps are mostly suitable. Nonetheless, methodological improvements are required, mainly better descriptions of the methods' accuracy and consistency, greater adherence to avoid using causal remarks due to the cross-sectional design, and greater recognition of the limitations of omitted variables. All in all, the research method is scientifically acceptable, but could use some more rigorous statistical and reporting forms to make it more scientifically acceptable.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	-References are probably adequate but can be reinforced with a number of recent and high-impact publications, particularly on the outcome of implementation and determinants of behavior in managerial responses to nutrition programs.

-The writer ought to incorporate the latest empirical data (within 3-5 years) to make the literature base reflect the current scientific conversation.
	

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


	It will not require a lot of rewriting of the paper, but professional language editing would have a substantial impact to make the paper more understandable and easier to read.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is good, and the text presents a serious health concern in society, but it needs a methodological jump (this is particularly needed to refer to measurement validity and the ability to control confounding variables), narrow the cross-sectional nature of the study, and soften the text. In any of these, it would be publication-worthy
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	The writer should check that
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5
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