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Abstract
Background
Many organizations seek to alleviate poverty in the developing world, often focusing their interventions on women. The role, status, and education of women are fundamentally important facets of development. Thus, understanding the interaction of women’s educational level and the response to interventions is important. Therefore, we examined the impact of educational level of household adults on responses to a livestock-based community intervention.

Methods
Six pair-matched communities in 3 districts of Nepal (Chitwan/Nawalparasi/Nuwakot), were randomly assigned to receive community development activities via women’s self-help groups at baseline or 1 year later. At 6 intervals over 48 months, a 125- item questionnaire addressing family demographics and child health/nutrition was completed in each household, plus child growth monitoring. Results were analyzed in relation to the highest education attained by any woman in the household, the child’s mother, men, or any other adult in the household.

Results
Outcomes (wealth, water/toilet availability, child diet diversity and growth) all significantly related to adult education. However, notable differences were found comparing the impact of men’s and women’s education. Percent change in wealth score was significant only in households where women had primary or secondary education (respectively, p = .0009 and p < .0001). Increased soap use related only to women’s education (p < .0001). When adjusted for group assignment, baseline income, wealth, and animal scores, higher women’s education was significantly associated with increased household wealth (p < .0001), better child height-for-age z scores (HAZ, p = .005), and improved child diet diversity (p = .01). Higher mother’s education predicted better child HAZ (primary, p = .01, secondary, p = .03) and diet diversity (primary, p = .05, secondary, p < .0001). Higher men’s education was significantly associated with household wealth (p = .02) and child diet diversity (p = .04), but not HAZ; higher education of any household member was associated only with household wealth (p < .0001). Moreover, households where the mother’s education was better than the best-educated man also were significantly more likely to have children with better HAZ and dietary diversity (p = .03, p < .0001). Thus, the educational level of women and mothers had the broadest impact on child outcome variables.

Conclusions
Household characteristics vary among participants in most community development projects. Of these, adult education likely mediates response to the inputs provided by the intervention. Particularly in interventions directed towards women, better education may enhance the ability of households to put interventions into practice, thus improving wealth, hygiene, and child diet and growth indices.


Background
Integrated, multi-sectoral approaches to poverty in the developing world, although more complicated to implement, are more likely to result in sustained improvement in household and individual economic status than programs with a single focus. Such strategies have been the basis for many programs which seek to link agriculture-based interventions, household wealth, and child nutrition outcomes [1–4]. Although some successes have been reported, the links between household wealth and child growth status are not automatic [5]. At a national level, marked differences exist between the prevalence of stunting and GDP [6]; at the household level, a complex relationship exists between income and child nutritional outcomes [7, 8]. Although improved socioeconomic status could improve nutritional status by creating a healthier environment (with more access to medical care, clean water, and sanitation [2, 6, 9–11]) or more diverse diet [12], increased household income may not always be directed toward child health needs or providing optimal foods for children [3]. Some of these differences may be explained by gender empowerment, behavior change (at the community and household level), and control over household resources.
Previously, we evaluated the impact of a livestock-based livelihoods intervention on child growth and diet outcomes [13–15]. The intervention, conducted by Heifer International Nepa
                        l, consisted of a strong social capital development program, but without a specific nutrition or health focus or any emphasis on child-specific outcomes. In the initial analysis of this dataset, duration of exposure to the Heifer intervention was associated with improved household wealth, child growth, and child diet . However, more detailed analysis at the household level revealed a range of different outcomes: some families benefitted greatly while the conditions of other families did not improve, or even worsened. This finding prompted our search for an explanation. Recent findings highlight that the effectiveness of interventions depends a great deal on household-level exposure to and uptake of the goods and services on offer to them [16]. The degree of uptake is mediated by a wide range of household and individual characteristics, including baseline wealth, sources of income, demographics, and extent of participation, among others [2, 17, 18]. We sought a reasonable explanation for the discrepant outcomes by examining the impact of the wide range of educational achievements of women in our project area.
A key element much discussed in the existing literature is the role of gender empowerment. While level of household income matters, how and by whom it is used can matter more. While technologies may offer enhanced productivity in agriculture, if they cannot be used by women who are heavily engaged in agriculture, then adoption of these practices may be limited. In any case, the impact on children’s well-being may be less if women are not involved. In other words, the role, status, knowledge and education of women in the household are fundamentally important facets of development, and often a deciding factor in the success or failure of programs supporting improved diets and nutrition for children [6, 19]. In addition, many programs focus their intervention efforts on women. Thus, understanding the interaction of women’s educational level and the response to the intervention is important. The relative lack of attention to women’s educational level and intervention outcomes is surprising, given the growing international focus on the importance of female education [20, 21].
Maternal education affects the well-being of children in many ways, specifically in protecting against mortality [11, 22], improving child health [23], development [24], and growth (height) [6, 10, 25]. However, little is known about how women’s educational attainments – or that of other members of the family - may influence household responses to community-level interventions over time. We hypothesized that the level of educational attainment by adults in the household, particularly of women, predicted longitudinal changes in specific household variables (wealth and income, household amenities and hygiene practices) and important child outcomes (health, growth, and dietary diversity). The goal was to identify characteristics of women and their households (including the educational attainments of other family members) conducive to successful program outcomes.

Methods
Ethics, consent and permissions
This study was approved by the Nepal Health Research Council (Reference Numbers 845 and 901) and Tufts University. Consent was obtained from participants at each visit in accordance with practices approved by these human investigation review boards.

Setting and study design
This 48 month longitudinal randomized controlled trial was conducted in 3 districts of Nepal --Chitwan and Nawalparasi [Terai], Nuwakot [hills]. The intervention was implemented by Heifer International, an international non-governmental organization (NGO) which seeks to eliminate poverty via livestock-based community development programs. Services and inputs are provided to targeted communities at the request of local NGOs, which interact with Village Development Committees (VDCs). For purposes of this study, 3 pairs of communities were identified in each district, matched based on geographic location (including altitude), size of population, type of natural resources, local employment opportunities, health care facilities, type of agriculture, and other socioeconomic features such as caste, income and education level. Known local health risks (e.g. lead exposure, iodine deficiency) were also taken into account in the matching process. In each community, local leaders served on an advisory panel and as liaisons to the population about the project activities. Families within each community were invited to participate. Heifer International attempts to include all households for participation in the intervention: participation rates exceeded 90% of households in each study site.
A staggered intervention design was used (previously described in detail [13–15]. The paired communities were randomly assigned to receive Heifer development activities either immediately (Group 1) or 12 months later (Group 2). Data collection was conducted at baseline, every six months through 24 months, and again at 48 months. Thus, Heifer activities began in Group 1 communities after the baseline survey; these activities continued through the entire 48 months. Heifer activities began in Group 2 communities 12 months later, continuing through to 48 months. Group 1 and Group 2 communities were non-adjacent to minimize “spill-over” effects.
Data collection was performed by a local field research NGO (Nepal Technical Assistance Group) not connected to Heifer. Field supervisors monitored the performance and activities of the Field Enumerators, and conducted daily reviews of the data collection to allow rapid identification and correction of errors and omissions. Enumerators were trained at the beginning of the project with 1 week of orientation to the project, followed by field pilot testing in 3 villages not included in the project sites, and ongoing quality control and refresher training activities to monitor and maintain inter-observer reliability. Enumerators were blinded to the assignment at baseline of Groups 1 and 2. At each field visit, enumerators completed a 116-item questionnaire with the female head of household (or her designee, in <3% of 2115 household interviews conducted). The questionnaire was based on standardized tools used in the Demographic and Health Survey conducted by the Government of Nepal (2007) [26]. At all 6 time points, data collection also included anthropometric measurements and health information on all enrolled children (described below).

Intervention
The intervention consisted of an intensive 12 month program of participatory community development led by Heifer staff, focusing on tools for poverty alleviation (particularly via optimization of livestock management), citizen empowerment, and community development [27] These activities are based in women’s Self-Help groups, which meet weekly or biweekly with a trained facilitator to discuss local and personal issues in the context of values training, gender and family issues, social mobilization, group strengthening, microcredit, and enterprise development. At the conclusion of the 12 month curriculum, each participating household receives 2 meat-type goats. Notably, the Heifer training curriculum is not specifically individualized for participants with different educational backgrounds, and neither child diet nor household hygiene practices are specifically addressed.

Participants
All members of each participating family were enrolled in the study. Children between ages 6 months and 8 years who resided in participating families were evaluated in more detail, with anthropometry, diet recall, and health survey. Child age was verified by inspection of the birth certificate or vaccine card. Children who “aged in” to the entry criteria were enrolled in the study at the first visit at which they were eligible. Children who “aged out” of the study were followed for the duration of the study. The targeted age for this study was children 6–60 months. Children with physical disabilities including blindness, deafness, inability to crawl or walk as appropriate for age, inability to communicate in an age-appropriate manner, obvious birth defects, or neurologic handicaps that prevented ingestion of a normal diet for age were excluded from enrollment. In addition, children with severe inter-current illnesses at the time of survey (e.g., high fever, severe diarrhea, or other symptoms which parents considered would make the child’s participation too difficult) were excluded from that round of data collection.

Educational level of adults in households
At each visit, the educational attainments of all adult household members (over 15 years of age) were reviewed, and categorized as (1) none, (2) literacy classes/non-formal education only, (3) some primary school, (4) completed primary school, (5) some secondary school, (6) completed secondary school, or beyond. These were then compressed to three categories: (1) none or basic, (2) some or completed primary school, and (3) some or completed secondary school (or beyond). Outcome measures were analyzed in several ways: (1) in relation to the highest educational level attained by any woman in the household. In these conjoint households, this was justified by the assumption that women within the same household worked together to share their knowledge and expertise, and that more educated women were likely to influence less educated women [28]. Similar analyses addressed the impact of the highest educational level attained by the (2) child’s mother, (3) any man in the household, and also by (4) any individual in the household (either male or female). For some analyses, we also considered the relative educational attainments of household men and women (or mothers).

Women’s education
In this population, the number of adult women per household ranged from 1 to 13 (mean ± SD 2.84 ± 1.92, median 2). Their educational achievements varied widely. Of the 1011 women over age 15 years for which this information was available, 311 had no education, 161 had only had non-formal literacy classes, 154 had some primary school, 170 had completed primary school, 135 had some secondary school, and 80 had completed secondary school. Accordingly, of the 431 households, 26% were categorized as “no education”, 44% as “some or completed primary education”, and 30% as “some or completed secondary education”. For the mothers of the children, 47% were categorized as “no education”, 36% as “some or completed primary education”, and 17% as “some or completed secondary education”. There was no significant difference in the distribution of women’s or mother’s education between Group 1 and Group 2. Women with primary or secondary education were significantly younger than women with minimal or no education (respectively, 32.51 years ±.84, 31.83 years ±.72 vs. 39.09 ± 1.32, p < .0001).

Men’s education
Men’s educational level was also determined in the same manner. Of the 1007 men over 15 years of age, 67 had no education, 14 had only had non-formal literacy classes, 153 had some primary school, 237 had completed primary school, 264 had some secondary school, and 272 had completed secondary school. Based on the educational achievements of the men, 13% of the 431 households were categorized as “no education”, 41% as “some or completed primary education”, and 46% as “some or completed secondary education”. Based on the highest educational achievement of anyone in the family, 5% of households were assigned as “no education”, 29% as “some or completed primary education”, and 56% as “some or completed secondary education”.

Relative educational achievement men and women
Women’s and men’s education within each household correlated strongly (Χ2 28.47, p < .0001). Highest educational level achieved was the same for men and women in 45% of households; in 38%, men were more educated than women, and in 16%, women were more educated than the men. Relative educational achievement of household adults was determined. Compared to the best educated woman in the household, educational attainment of the mothers was equal in 58%, better in 8% and worse in 35%. Compared to the best educated man in the household, educational attainment of the mothers was equal in 40%, better in 7% and worse in 53%. Compared to the best educated person in the household, educational attainment of the mothers was equal in 35%, better in 2% and worse in 63%.

Household characteristics
Demographic information was collected on each household, including wealth score and income. Wealth score was based on household possessions and quality of housing; these scores were calculated using DHS-Nepal guidelines [29]. Household amenities assessed included availability and type of water supply and toilet. Household hygiene practices assessed included practices related to defecation of children less than 5 years of age (e.g., feces disposed in a toilet or left in the yard) and the number of soap uses cited by the respondent.

Anthropometry
Growth measurements were obtained on all children between 6 months to 8 years of age at each study visit. Weight was measured with Seca 354 electronic scales (Hamburg, Germany) accurate to 10 g. Before each measurement, all scales were calibrated using standardized weights. Supine heights were obtained for children <3 years and standing heights for those >3 years. Standing barefoot height was measured with a portable Seca 213 stadiometer accurate to 1 mm, with the head in the auriculo-orbital plane. Supine height was measured with a Seca BabyMat 210. Head circumference was assessed with disposable paper tapes at the maximum occipito-frontal measurement. Each measurement was obtained twice, and results averaged. If results were >5% discrepant, then a third measurement was obtained, and the two closest were averaged. Results were converted to z scores and the prevalence of underweight, stunting, and wasting were determined according to World Health Organization standards [30].

Child health
Mothers were questioned about the occurrence of fever, diarrhea, or respiratory symptoms in each child within the past 2 weeks. A health score was devised which reflected the presence or absence of these symptoms during the previous 2 weeks for each child. Also, the total number of days of illness for each child within the previous 2 weeks was also recorded.

Child diet
Child diet quality assessment was based on the WHO 2010 criteria, adapted for use in Nepal [26, 31]. A 24-h recall of 17 food items was used to determine dietary diversity as well as consumption of animal source foods. Care was taken to avoid collecting this information during “special occasion” days (feast, fast, etc.). The 17 food items were aggregated into seven groups (starchy staples: grains and white potatoes); vitamin-A rich fruits and vegetables; other fruits and vegetables; organ meat, meat, and fish; eggs; legumes, nuts, and seeds; milk and dairy products) [31]. This recall was collected 6 times over 48 months; the results were incorporated into the “Dietary Diversity Score” as an outcome variable for regression analysis (described below). In addition, a binary indicator was constructed to reflect the child’s consumption of animal source foods (meat, fish, eggs, or dairy) in the previous 24 h [32, 33].

Statistical analysis
Data were entered and analyzed using JMP 11.1 (Cary, NC) and STATA version 12.0 (College Station, TX). Analysis was conducted at the community, household, and individual level, starting with a descriptive analysis of the variables, including t-tests and ANOVA with Bonferroni post hoc tests to correct for multiple comparisons, followed with a series of Chi Square tests and correlations to assess collinearity. Spearman’s rho was used to test non-parametric correlations. Dependent variables were evaluated with histograms to verify normal distributions.
Mixed-effect linear regression models (using Stata command ‘xtmixed’) were utilized to predict the outcomes of interest (household wealth, household income, hygiene practices, child anthropometric z scores (height-for-age, HAZ; weight-for-age, WAZ), child diet (diet diversity; animal source food consumption) and health. Women’s educational status, time period of exposure to the intervention, and baseline measures of household income, socio-economic status, and animal ownership were set as fixed effects, and data time point and household (or child) as random effects. A mixed effect model was constructed, with between-child variation as the random measure and the fixed effect as the variation between Group 1 (early introduction of intervention) and Group 2 (late introduction of intervention). Three models were initially constructed, based on findings in our previously published work [13–15]. As education can be highly correlated with socio-economic status especially in developing countries [8, 34], we adjusted for three different socio-economic measures which could have related to educational status, specifically: wealth score (household durable assets), animal score, and income. The first model was adjusted for baseline wealth and animal scores, the second was adjusted for baseline wealth only, while the third one was adjusted for baseline income, wealth, and animal scores. Income was not significantly associated with outcome variables so this was eliminated from the model. Group assignment was maintained in all models. Results were nearly identical with all three models; the findings with adjustments for group assignment, baseline wealth and animal scores are shown.
These models were also run with male education, mother’s education, and highest completed education in the household regardless of sex. All models were then adjusted for men’s education, mother’s education, women’s education, and highest household education. An interaction term of women’s education and household wealth quintile was also introduced to test the association of these variables in driving the observed outcomes. With some exceptions [8], considerable research has shown that education level is closely linked to income/wealth [35, 36]. This relationship is particularly strong in Nepal [34].


Results
Household income and wealth
At baseline, income and wealth scores were equivalent in Group 1 and Group 2. Neither women’s nor men’s educational status correlated with baseline household wealth score, income, and animal ownership. Over the 48 months of observation, income and wealth scores improved in all participating households as previously described [15]; by 48 months, these did not differ significantly between Group 1 and Group 2 [14]. Annual mean household income increased from 68,623 to 181,745 NPR; mean household wealth score also increased from 1.48 to 1.93. Increases in income did not relate to the educational level of either women or men. However, household wealth score related to adult educational levels at each time point (Fig. 1a).[image: A12939_2017_681_Fig1_HTML.gif]
Fig. 1
                                       a Change in household wealth score related to educational level of men and women. Educational levels are indicated by the following categories: None = none or basic, Primary = some or completed primary school, Secondary = some or completed secondary school (or beyond). The educational attainments of women in the household are indicated by solid lines; of men, by dashed lines. Wealth score differed significantly among the three educational groups of women at each time point (Baseline p = .005, 12 months p < .0001, 24 months p = .002, and 48 months p < .0001; indicators of p values shown above the line). Likewise, wealth score differed significantly among the three educational groups of men at each time point (all p < .0001; indicators of p values shown below the line). *p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001, ^p < .0001. b Percent change in household wealth score related to adult educational level, baseline to 48 months. Changes from baseline to 48 months were significant only in households where women had primary or secondary education (respectively, p = .0009 and p < .0001). Men’s educational level did not relate to changes in household wealth from baseline to 48 months




                        
These differences remained significant when adjusted for group, baseline wealth and animal scores (p < .0001). Notably, wealth score increased more rapidly and by a larger amount in households where there was a higher level (versus lower level) of women’s education. Only households with more educated women (primary or secondary education) had substantial increases in wealth (respectively 23% and 28%), while households with uneducated women only increased their wealth by 5% (Fig. 1b). In contrast, increases in wealth score by 48 months were not related to level of men’s educational achievements (21–23% for all 3 groups).

Household amenities and hygiene practices
Two household amenities (accessibility of water, location of toilet) and two household hygiene factors (child defecation practices and soap use) were targeted for analysis. At baseline, households with the highest women’s educational attainments were more likely to have water available on the premises (30%), compared with other households (13% and 14%) (p = .004) (Fig. 2a). This difference was accelerated in the households with better educated women: after 4 years, 47% of these households had water accessible on the premises, while in households with less educated women, this increase was less dramatic (primary education to 23%, no education to 19%, p < .0001). Similarly, water accessibility improved more in households where men had achieved at least some secondary education compared to households where men had less education (secondary education from 25% to 39%, primary education from 14% to 24%, no education from 12% to 15%, p < .0001). Water availability decreased in some households during the study period. As there is a fee to maintain water access, it is plausible that some households may have chosen to forgo this convenience due to cost. Availability of an improved toilet increased significantly in all households, regardless of the educational level of adults. Notably, households with the best educated women were more likely to have access to an improved toilet at each time point (baseline, p < .0001, 12 months p = .002, 24 months p = .002, 48 months p < .0001) (Fig. 2b). In contrast, access to an improved toilet was significantly greater for households with the best educated men only at baseline; at 12, 24, and 48 months availability did not differ related to level of men’s education.[image: A12939_2017_681_Fig2_HTML.gif]
Fig. 2
                                       a Availability of water in the household at 4 survey times: baseline, 12, 24, and 48 months. Educational levels are indicated by the following categories: None = none or basic, Primary = some or completed primary school, Secondary = some or completed secondary school (or beyond). Women’s educational level related to water availability at baseline (p = .004), and after 4 years (for the three educational levels: 47% vs. 23% and 19%, p < .0001). Likewise, water accessibility improved more in households where men had achieved at least some secondary education compared to households where men had less education (secondary education from 25% to 39%, primary education from 14% to 24%, no education from 12% to 15%, p < .0001). *p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001, ^p < .0001. b Toilet availability in the household at 4 survey times: baseline, 12, 24, and 48 months. Availability of an improved toilet increased in all three education groups for both women and men, but was highest in the best educated group at baseline (both, p < .0001). Households with the best educated women were more likely to have access to an improved toilet at each time point (baseline, p < .0001, 12 months p = .002, 24 months p = .002, 48 months p < .0001). In contrast, access men’s education only related to availability of improved toilets at baseline




                        
Throughout the study period, reported soap use differed according to the women’s educational level. Between baseline and 48 months, the number of households reporting 2 or more regular uses of soap increased in relation to the educational level achieved by household women (none +.35, primary +.58, secondary +.70, p < .0001). In contrast, men’s educational achievement did not predict the number of soap uses reported by the women in the household (none +.65, primary +.65, secondary +.46, NS) (Fig. 3). The second targeted household hygiene routine was child defecation practices. This related to women’s educational levels for the first 24 months of the intervention, but by 48 months, all households had improved to nearly equal status, regardless of women’s educational level. Thus, households with more highly educated women improved more rapidly in this measure.[image: A12939_2017_681_Fig3_HTML.gif]
Fig. 3Change in reported soap use by adult educational level, between baseline and 48 months. The number of households reporting 2 or more regular uses of soap increased in relation to the educational level achieved by household women (none +.35, primary +.58, secondary +.70, p < .0001). In contrast, men’s educational achievement did not predict soap use reported by the women in the household (none +.65, primary +.65, secondary +.46, NS)




                        
Regressions which included the educational attainment of household adults, with interaction terms for educational level and household wealth quintiles were not revealing, except as related to child defecation practices. For this outcome, a strong interaction was found between the three wealthiest quintiles (at baseline) and the best educated women in determining this practice (Fig. 4); men’s education level did not effect this practice.[image: A12939_2017_681_Fig4_HTML.gif]
Fig. 4Forest plot of multivariable adjusted odds of better child defecation practices, showing strong interaction between the three wealthiest quintiles (at baseline) and the best educated women in determining child defecation practices (all p < .05); there was no effect of men’s education level on this practice. The horizontal axis shows the odds of better child defecation practice in the household. Analyses for other variables were not significant




                        

Child diet quality
Child diet quality was assessed by enumerating the number of food groups and the number of ASFs consumed in the previous 24 h. Child diet diversity improved markedly in households where women’s, mother’s, or men’s educational levels were higher (Fig. 5). These differences were significant (all p < .01) after adjusting for group, baseline wealth and animal score. Strikingly, child diet diversity did not increase at all in households where no adult had received any formal education. Child consumption of ASFs increased only slightly during the study period (not shown).[image: A12939_2017_681_Fig5_HTML.gif]
Fig. 5Child diversity and adult educational level at 4 survey times: baseline, 12, 24, and 48 months. Educational levels are indicated by the following categories: None = none or basic, Primary = some or completed primary school, Secondary = some or completed secondary school (or beyond). Child diet diversity improved markedly in households where adult educational levels were higher (p < .01 for men and women). Notably, child diet diversity did not increase at all in households where no adult had received any formal education (None-All). (For simplicity, mother’s educational level is not shown but was essentially collinear with women’s education). *p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001, ^p < .0001




                        

Child growth
Next, anthropometry of children 6–60 months of age was assessed in relation to adult educational status. Changes in z scores were not linear. HAZ increased significantly only in households where men had secondary education (−1.44 to −1.20, p = .05) (Fig. 6a). Most of the change in WAZ occurred between 24 and 48 months of observation (Fig. 6b). WAZ increased significantly only in households where men had secondary education (−2.05 to −1.54, p < .0001) or women had primary (−2.01 to −1.74, p = .04) or secondary education (−1.89 to −1.41, p = .004). Results for weight-for-height z score (WHZ) were similar to those seen for WAZ (not shown). Other observed changes in mean Z scores were not significant.[image: A12939_2017_681_Fig6_HTML.gif]
Fig. 6Anthropometric z scores in children <60 months of age for height-for-age (HAZ) (a) and weight-for-age (WAZ) (b) related to educational level of adults. Changes in z scores were not linear. Educational levels are indicated by the following categories: None = none or basic, Primary = some or completed primary school, and Secondary = some or completed secondary school (or beyond). Results are shown for assessments at baseline, 12, 24, and 48 months. Only statistical comparisons between baseline and 48 months are shown for simplicity. Fig. 6a: HAZ increased significantly only in households where men had secondary education (−1.44 to −1.20, p = .05). (The decrease in HAZ for children in households where men had no education was not significant). Fig. 6b: Most of the change in WAZ occurred between 24 and 48 months of observation. WAZ increased significantly only in households where men had secondary education (−2.05 to −1.54, p < .0001) or women had primary (−2.01 to −1.74, p = .04) or secondary education (−1.89 to −1.41, p = .004). *p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001, ^p < .0001




                        
Overall, the percentage of stunted, underweight, and wasted children decreased significantly over the 4 years of observation (respectively, 33% to 22%, p = .004, 48% to 36%, p = .002, and 26% to 10%, p < .0001, not shown). These unadjusted results were analyzed by adult levels of education (Table 1). Significant decreases in stunting and underweight only occurred if any adult or a man in the household had secondary or greater education (respectively, for any adult: 29% to 19%, p = .03; 47% to 31%, p = .004; and for men: 29% to 17%, p = .01; 47 to 33%, p = .01). Significant decrease in wasting was found only in households where men or any adult had secondary education (respectively, 32% to 8%, p < .0001, 29% to 9%, p < .0001), or where women had primary or secondary education (no education 20% to 17%, NS; primary 24% to 9%, p = .0007; secondary 33% to 10%, p = .0001). Higher mother’s education did not relate to changes from baseline to 48 months.Table 1% of children stunted, underweight, and wasted in relation to educational level attained by adults in the household


	 	% Stunted
	% Underweight
	% Wasted

	Baseline
	48 months
	Baseline
	48 months
	Baseline
	48 months

	Any Adult in Household

	 None
	50
	50
	63
	83
	31
	16

	 Primary
	35
	25
	47
	39
	21
	13

	 Secondary
	29
	19*
	47
	31**
	29
	9^

	Men’s Education

	 None
	37
	26
	52
	56
	17
	34

	 Primary
	34
	28
	46
	36
	21
	13

	 Secondary
	29
	17**
	47
	33**
	32
	8^

	Women’s Education

	 None
	45
	32
	55
	35*
	20
	17

	 Primary
	30
	25
	46
	39
	24
	9***

	 Secondary
	24
	15
	43
	31
	33
	10^

	Mother’s Education

	 None
	38
	33
	53
	36
	23
	3**

	 Primary
	30
	18
	45
	23*
	27
	5**

	 Secondary
	22
	8
	38
	25
	31
	4**


*p < .05, **p < .01, ***p < .001, ^p < .0001 (for comparisons between baseline and 48 months)



                        

Other outcomes
We also evaluated the effect of women’s education level on outcomes generally assumed to be linked to women’s daily activities. However, women’s educational level did not predict the implementation or success of a kitchen garden, knowledge or possession of iodized salt, child health outcomes (incidence of diarrhea, respiratory symptoms, or fever, use of ORS, number of sick days, or frequency of deworming or vitamin A supplementation) (Table 2).Table 2Women’s educational level, child health, and household practices


	Women’s Education
	None or basic
	Some or completed primary
	Some or completed secondary
	None or basic
	Some or completed primary
	Some or completed secondary
	None or basic
	Some or completed primary
	Some or completed secondary

	Survey time
	Vitamin A (% of children receiving)
	Deworming for children (% of children receiving)
	Availability of iodized salt (% of households)

	Baseline
	98
	95
	94
	80
	78
	79
	74
	79
	69

	12 months
	93
	91
	90
	88
	87
	81
	93
	91
	88

	24 months
	93
	88
	95
	65
	66
	69
	97
	98
	94

	48 months
	97
	95
	94
	95
	96
	96
	97
	100
	99

	 	Reported use of ORS for child past 2 weeks
	% of children reported in good health in past 2 weeks
	Number of days of child illness (past 2 wks)

	Baseline
	6
	5
	6
	80
	81
	76
	2.7
	2.2
	2.4

	12 months
	5
	5
	6
	90
	88
	90
	1.4
	1.1
	1.3

	24 months
	7
	1
	6
	93
	93
	92
	1.2
	1.2
	1.4

	48 months
	2
	1
	1
	95
	93
	94
	.57
	.94
	.92

	 	Kitchen garden (% of households)
	 	% of children experiencing diarrhea episode past 2 weeks

	Baseline
	37
	43
	55
	 	 	 	10
	9
	9

	12 months
	82
	83
	89
	 	 	 	8
	10
	9

	24 months
	87
	86
	93
	 	 	 	7
	12
	6

	48 months
	81
	84
	96
	 	 	 	2
	5
	3




                        

Regression models
Next, various regression models explored the relationships between household characteristics and child and household outcomes (child: HAZ, WAZ, dietary diversity, number of days of illness, incidence of diarrhea, incidence of any illness [diarrhea, respiratory, fever]; household: wealth score, hygiene practice [related to child defecation]), adjusting for group assignment and varying combinations of baseline wealth score, animal score, and income. Results were nearly identical with all permutations of adjustments; the findings with adjustments for group assignment, baseline wealth and animal scores are shown. Separate regressions targeted the influence of educational level of women, mother’s, men, or the highest educational achiever in the household, regardless of gender. Higher women’s educational levels were significantly associated with higher child HAZ scores, household wealth scores, and child diet diversity (Table 3). Higher mother’s education was significantly associated with higher child HAZ and diet diversity. (As virtually all households had more than one mother, mother’s education was not assessed in relation to household wealth). Higher men’s educational levels were significantly associated with household wealth score and child diet diversity, but not child HAZ, and the highest educational attainment of any household member was associated only with household wealth score. Moreover, households where the mother’s education (but not that of other women) was better than the best-educated man also were significantly more likely to have children with better HAZ and dietary diversity (p = .03, p < .0001) (Table 4). Thus, the educational level of women, and especially of mothers, had the broadest impact on the child-focused outcome variables.Table 3Regressions for adult educational level adjusting for group assignment, and baseline wealth score, animal score, and income


	 	Women’s education
	Men’s education
	Education for any HH member
	Mother’s education

	 	 	 	 	95% CI
	 	 	 	 	95% CI
	 	 	 	 	95% CI
	 	 	 	 	 	 
	
                              Coeff
                            
	
                              SE
                            
	
                              z
                            
	
                                            P-value
	
                              Low
                            
	
                              Upper
                            
	
                              Coeff
                            
	
                              SE
                            
	
                              z
                            
	
                                            P-value
	
                              Low
                            
	
                              Upper
                            
	
                              Coeff
                            
	
                              SE
                            
	
                              z
                            
	
                                            P-value
	
                              Low
                            
	
                              Upper
                            
	
                              Coeff
                            
	
                              SE
                            
	
                              z
                            
	
                                            P-value
	
                              Low
                            
	
                              Upper
                            

	HAZ

	 Area
	0.02
	0.11
	0.14
	0.885
	−0.21
	0.24
	0.01
	0.12
	0.11
	0.910
	−0.22
	0.25
	−0.01
	0.12
	−0.11
	0.910
	−0.24
	0.22
	0.02
	0.11
	0.22
	0.83
	−0.2
	0.25

	Education

	 2
	0.05
	0.13
	0.36
	0.721
	−0.21
	0.31
	0.10
	0.17
	0.62
	0.540
	−0.23
	0.44
	0.28
	0.25
	1.15
	0.250
	−0.20
	0.76
	0.34
	0.12
	2.79
	
                              0.01
                            
	0.1
	0.58

	 3
	0.41
	0.15
	2.79
	
                              0.005
                            
	0.12
	0.71
	0.15
	0.18
	0.86
	0.390
	−0.19
	0.50
	0.46
	0.25
	1.88
	0.060
	−0.02
	0.95
	0.34
	0.15
	2.25
	
                              0.03
                            
	0.04
	0.64

	 Wealth score at baseline
	0.21
	0.11
	1.95
	0.051
	0.00
	0.42
	0.22
	0.11
	1.99
	
                              0.050
                            
	0.00
	0.43
	0.21
	0.11
	1.95
	
                              0.050
                            
	0.00
	0.42
	0.2
	0.11
	1.84
	0.07
	−0.01
	0.41

	 Animal score at baseline
	−0.05
	0.03
	−1.46
	0.143
	−0.12
	0.02
	−0.03
	0.03
	−1.00
	0.320
	−0.10
	0.03
	−0.04
	0.03
	−1.25
	0.210
	−0.11
	0.02
	−0.02
	0.03
	−0.71
	0.48
	−0.09
	0.04

	 Income at baseline
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	WAZ

	 Area
	−0.09
	0.11
	−0.80
	0.423
	−0.32
	0.13
	−0.05
	0.12
	−0.42
	0.670
	−0.29
	0.19
	−0.09
	0.12
	−0.77
	0.440
	−0.32
	0.14
	−0.09
	0.11
	−0.79
	0.43
	−0.31
	0.13

	Education

	 2
	0.00
	0.13
	−0.01
	0.995
	−0.26
	0.26
	0.08
	0.17
	0.47
	0.640
	−0.25
	0.41
	0.29
	0.25
	1.17
	0.240
	−0.20
	0.77
	0.2
	0.12
	1.64
	0.1
	−0.04
	0.44

	 3
	0.11
	0.15
	0.76
	0.448
	−0.18
	0.41
	−0.04
	0.18
	−0.24
	0.810
	−0.39
	0.30
	0.30
	0.25
	1.23
	0.220
	−0.18
	0.79
	0.24
	0.15
	1.56
	0.12
	−0.06
	0.54

	 Wealth score at baseline
	0.17
	0.11
	1.53
	0.126
	−0.05
	0.38
	0.17
	0.11
	1.58
	0.110
	−0.04
	0.39
	0.16
	0.11
	1.52
	0.130
	−0.05
	0.38
	0.15
	0.11
	1.35
	0.18
	−0.07
	0.36

	 Animal score at baseline
	−0.05
	0.03
	−1.36
	0.174
	−0.11
	0.02
	−0.03
	0.03
	−0.89
	0.370
	−0.10
	0.04
	−0.04
	0.03
	−1.26
	0.210
	−0.11
	0.02
	−0.04
	0.03
	−1.14
	0.25
	−0.1
	0.03

	 Income at baseline
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Household wealth score

	 Area
	0.01
	0.07
	0.15
	0.880
	−0.13
	0.15
	−0.06
	0.08
	−0.84
	0.400
	−0.21
	0.08
	−0.05
	0.07
	−0.67
	0.500
	−0.19
	0.09
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Education
	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	 2
	0.10
	0.08
	1.20
	0.231
	−0.06
	0.26
	−0.03
	0.11
	−0.24
	0.810
	−0.23
	0.18
	0.28
	0.15
	1.86
	0.060
	−0.01
	0.58
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	 3
	0.38
	0.09
	4.12
	
                              0.000
                            
	0.20
	0.56
	0.26
	0.11
	2.40
	
                              0.020
                            
	0.05
	0.47
	0.53
	0.15
	3.51
	
                              0.000
                            
	0.23
	0.83
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	 Wealth score at baseline
	0.78
	0.07
	11.96
	
                              0.000
                            
	0.65
	0.91
	0.78
	0.07
	11.74
	
                              0.000
                            
	0.65
	0.91
	0.77
	0.07
	11.81
	
                              0.000
                            
	0.64
	0.90
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	 Animal score at baseline
	0.01
	0.02
	0.67
	0.503
	−0.03
	0.06
	0.02
	0.02
	0.94
	0.350
	−0.02
	0.06
	0.01
	0.02
	0.54
	0.590
	−0.03
	0.05
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	 Income at baseline
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Dietary Diversity Score

	 Area
	0.12
	0.10
	1.29
	0.196
	−0.06
	0.31
	0.04
	0.10
	0.43
	0.660
	−0.15
	0.24
	0.07
	0.10
	0.69
	0.490
	−0.13
	0.26
	0.1
	0.09
	1.05
	0.29
	−0.09
	0.28

	Education

	 2
	0.12
	0.11
	1.03
	0.303
	−0.10
	0.34
	0.05
	0.14
	0.35
	0.730
	−0.23
	0.33
	0.12
	0.21
	0.58
	0.560
	−0.29
	0.54
	0.2
	0.1
	1.94
	
                              0.05
                            
	0
	0.4

	 3
	0.30
	0.13
	2.40
	
                              0.016
                            
	0.06
	0.55
	0.30
	0.15
	2.06
	
                              0.040
                            
	0.01
	0.59
	0.37
	0.21
	1.72
	0.090
	−0.05
	0.78
	0.57
	0.12
	4.64
	
                              0.00
                            
	0.33
	0.81

	 Wealth score at baseline
	0.17
	0.09
	1.93
	
                              0.054
                            
	0.00
	0.35
	0.17
	0.09
	1.84
	0.070
	−0.01
	0.35
	0.17
	0.09
	1.85
	0.060
	−0.01
	0.34
	0.13
	0.09
	1.4
	0.16
	−0.05
	0.3

	 Animal score at baseline
	0.02
	0.03
	0.64
	0.520
	−0.04
	0.08
	0.01
	0.03
	0.40
	0.690
	−0.05
	0.07
	0.01
	0.03
	0.39
	0.700
	−0.05
	0.07
	0.02
	0.03
	0.87
	0.38
	−0.03
	0.08

	 Income at baseline
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA


Significant p values are shown in bold italics



                           Table 4Regressions for relative educational level of the best educated man in the household and the mother, adjusting for group assignment, and baseline wealth score, animal score, and income


	 	Man and Mother Education

	 	 	 	 	95% CI

	
                              Coeff
                            
	
                              SE
                            
	
                              z
                            
	
                                            P-value
	
                              Low
                            
	
                              Upper
                            

	HAZ

	 Area
	0.04
	0.11
	0.31
	0.76
	−0.19
	0.26

	Comparison of man and woman education (man and mother have equal education)

	 Man has higher education
	0.07
	0.15
	0.49
	0.62
	−0.22
	0.37

	 Mother has higher education
	0.3
	0.14
	2.19
	
                              0.03
                            
	0.03
	0.58

	 Wealth score at baseline
	0.2
	0.11
	1.9
	0.06
	−0.01
	0.42

	 Animal score at baseline
	−0.02
	0.03
	−0.61
	0.54
	−0.09
	0.04

	 Income at baseline
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Dietary Diversity Score

	 Area
	0.13
	0.1
	1.35
	0.18
	−0.06
	0.32

	Comparison of man and woman education (man and mother have equal education)

	 Man has higher education
	0.02
	0.13
	0.19
	0.85
	−0.23
	0.28

	 Mother has higher education
	0.35
	0.12
	2.99
	
                              0.00
                            
	0.12
	0.58

	 Wealth score at baseline
	0.15
	0.09
	1.71
	0.09
	−0.02
	0.33

	 Animal score at baseline
	0.04
	0.03
	1.41
	0.16
	−0.02
	0.09

	 Income at baseline
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA
	NA


Significant p values are shown in bold italics. Results for household wealth score and child WAZ were not significant (not shown)



                        


Discussion
Interventions designed to alleviate poverty and improve child nutrition outcomes commonly consider women’s educational level as a possible confounder influencing results. However, this important household characteristic is usually treated as a variable to be controlled, and rarely examined directly. We hypothesized that adult educational level, particularly that of women, would be a key factor in determining child and household outcomes. In this community-level, livelihoods-based intervention implemented via women’s self-help groups, women’s educational level predicted household wealth score at 48 months as well as the magnitude of change in household wealth during the study period. Although men’s educational level also predicted the 48 month household wealth score, this impact appeared later in the course of the intervention and furthermore did not relate to the extent of change. In some households, most notably in households where men had the lowest level of education, a decrease in average wealth score between baseline and 12 months was observed. We speculate that these “more vulnerable” households may have experienced economic shocks during this time, causing the families to sell assets (for example to finance out-migration or to purchase consumable goods).
Household hygiene practices, particularly soap use, access to water, improved toilets, and child defecation practices, also related to women’s educational level, more than to men’s. Improvements in sanitation clearly have the potential to improve child linear growth (better HAZ, reduction in stunting) [9]. Soap use was not influenced by men’s educational level possibly because men’s educational level did not determine the women’s personal practices.
Women’s educational level, and more particularly the educational level of the child’s mother, also predicted two child-focused outcomes: HAZ and diet diversity. These child outcomes were of considerable interest, particularly as they were not the targets of the intervention. Only one of these outcomes, child diet diversity, was predicted by men’s education.
In this population, considerable improvement in growth was observed over the 48 months of observation, as described previously [14]. Stunting significantly decreased only in households where a man or any adult had secondary education. Wasting decreased only in households where a man or any adult had secondary education, or where women had primary or secondary education. While higher men’s educational level related to greater decreases in stunting overall, higher women’s or higher mother’s educational level specifically related to a significant better HAZ scores after adjusting for area, and baseline wealth, income, and animal ownership. Likewise, women’s or mother’s educational level predicted diet diversity, after controlling for these potential confounders. Furthermore, both child HAZ and child dietary diversity were better in households where mother’s education was higher than that of the most educated man, compared to households where the level of mother’s education and the most educated man were equal. Improvement in growth results from the complex interactions of multiple factors [8, 25, 37–42]. Our results support the premise that adult educational levels – especially of the mother - may influence these dynamics.
The relation of educational level, particularly of women, and other household or personal characteristics has been studied in many other contexts. Interestingly, the relationship between socio-economic status or income, and women’s education has been judged as “weak”: several meta-analyses and systematic reviews report r2 values ranging from .22–.50 for these variables [43–46]. However, in a comprehensive review of 915 censuses and nationally representative surveys [45],women’s educational attainments were linked to reductions in fertility and child mortality. The authors concluded that about half the global reduction in child mortality during the past four decades can be attributed to improvements in educational attainment in young women. Maternal education has also been correlated with various specific markers of child health, although researchers caution that a causal relationship is “far from established”, as in national surveys, education acts as a proxy for geographic area of residence and family socio-economic status (for example, more educated and wealthier individuals tend to live in cities) [37].
In a systematic survey of DHS surveys in 22 countries, controls for access to piped water and toilet (and husband’s education) attenuated the impact of maternal education on infant mortality and child height-for-age [12]. Maternal education remained significant only for child’s immunization status after controlling for individual and community-level factors; this relationship was found in only half of the countries studied.
Maternal (and to a lesser extent, paternal) education has been strongly linked to child height [6, 25, 42, 47, 48], and there have been recommendations to improve women’s educational status and empowerment as a means to reduce the burden of child stunting [10]. The causal links between parental education and child growth or other outcomes is not completely understood. Specific child feeding practices may be more optimal in women with more education, as has been shown in Bangladesh [39]. Additionally, longitudinal analysis of DHS data in Bangladesh demonstrates that the combined effects of wealth accumulation at the household level and improvements in parental education over time are linked to reductions in child undernutrition [49]. A study in Nepal suggests that women’s education, even in poor quality schools, may “provide women with credentials for higher status, liberation from traditional family constraints, and modern ideas and attitudes” [41]. Furthermore, behavior change communication may be more effective among more educated women [4], possibly related to their better ability to understand these messages, or to their status in influencing household behaviors.
Strengths and weaknesses
Our study had several strengths and weaknesses. We were able to follow 431 households over 4 years, collecting detailed household and other information. Dietary diversity was obtained using a single 24 h recall at each survey time; this may represent a limitation of the study. The assignment of educational attainment into three general categories was done to facilitate analysis, but it might have obscured some subtle relationships. We did not specifically search for a threshold effect for educational achievement and household outcomes, nor did we examine the quality of education. We recognize that counting the number of years of education is an imperfect indicator of true educational achievement. However, the data suggests a gradient effect of educational level, such as has been previously described between SES and health [43].
For purposes of this analysis we focused on the highest educational level achieved by any woman in the household, but also separately analyzed the impact of the mother’s education. In these conjoint families, an average of 2.84 ± 1.92 (mean ± SD) women lived together, sharing household and other chores and to a great extent, sharing child care duties [28]. We assumed that higher educated women might have an influential voice in making some of the necessary household decisions. However, we did not test this directly, nor did we measure women’s empowerment or the degree to which they participated in the intervention activities. We also were unable to directly measure participation in household decision making according to local community rules (for example, the differences between grandmothers and young mothers in making decisions related to the child). Regardless, the level of education of the child’s mother as well as of other women in the household predicted the child’s HAZ and dietary diversity (both p < .05). While household decision-making is complex in these conjoint families [38, 50, 51], it is clear that women’s education is strongly linked to these important child outcomes.
We also found that men’s educational level was important. This measure correlated strongly with women’s education, but notably did not relate to child HAZ scores, even after adjusting for group assignment, baseline wealth score, income, and baseline animal score. Men’s education also did not predict the change from baseline in household wealth score, whereas women’s educational level did. In our analysis, we focused on women’s and mother’s education as the intervention specifically targeted women and was implemented via women’s self-help groups.
We recognize that in these communities, educational achievement was not necessarily related to intelligence. Complex social factors determine the educational opportunities for women in these rural Nepali communities where boy’s education has historically been favored. Thus, the associations we observed could be related to other unmeasured factors, including personality or family characteristics that make a girl more likely to attend school, or on the other hand, such problems as social isolation or stress.


Conclusions
We found convincing evidence that women’s educational level related to changes over time in household wealth score, hygiene practices, child linear growth, and child diet diversity, even after adjusting for group assignment, baseline wealth score, income, and baseline animal score. The community-level intervention focused on livestock management. It is plausible that the better educated women may have been better able to put these interventions into practice, thus improving their household wealth. Wealth accumulation at the household level may have allowed more educated women to influence child-care practices, resulting in improved hygiene, child growth, and diet. The intervention did not specifically address these areas, but rather focused on wealth generation and community development. However, women’s influence over these health/nutrition related variables may suggest that as households improved their access to resources through the livestock project, more educated women were better able to influence their households to invest in changed behaviors. Specific assessment of household decision-making practices might provide further insight into this pathway. Alternately, women’s education may represent a proxy for some other household factor that allowed families to benefit from the intervention. Regardless, the educational level of mothers and women in the household was strongly linked to important child outcomes, specifically HAZ and diet diversity. While men’s educational was also important to child and household outcomes, the key role of women’s education was particularly notable. The relationships between educational achievements of individual household members and gender roles are complex, particularly within the context of specific family and cultural practices. The contributions of these factors to children’s feeding patterns and nutritional status merit examination in future studies. In addition, further investigation of the relationship between women’s educational level and response to agricultural and other interventions may enhance understanding of ways to assist households with lower educational attainments and the mechanisms by which these interventions are adopted by households.

Acknowledgements
We thank Meghan Kershaw, Robert Houser, and Sumanta Neupane for statistical support. We gratefully acknowledge the contributions of Deepak Thapa, Preeti Subbha, the Nepal Technical Assistance Group, and all participating families.
Funding
Support for this effort was provided by the Feed the Future Food Innovation Lab for Nutrition which is funded by the United States Agency for International Development (USAID) under grant ID AID-OAA-L-1-00006.

Availability of data and materials
Please contact author for data requests.


Authors’ contributions
LM co-conceived and designed the study, analyzed the data, and drafted the manuscript. NJ contributed to the study design and implemented the intervention. ML co-conceived and designed the study, and supervised the intervention. BR contributed to the study design and edited the manuscript. SM supervised the intervention and contributed to data analysis. SG contributed to statistical analysis. PW contributed to data analysis, helped draft and prepare the final version of the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
This study was approved by the Nepal Health Research Council (Reference Numbers 845 and 901) and Tufts University. Consent was obtained from participants at each visit in accordance with practices approved by these human investigation review boards.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
None of the authors have any competing interests to declare.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.


[image: Creative Commons]
                           Open AccessThis article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License (http://​creativecommons.​org/​licenses/​by/​4.​0/​), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://​creativecommons.​org/​publicdomain/​zero/​1.​0/​) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated.

References
1.
Haddad L. From nutrition plus to nutrition driven: how to realize the elusive potential of agriculture for nutrition? Food Nutrition Bulletin. 2013;34(1):39–44.CrossrefPubMed

2.
Masset E, Haddad L, Cornelius A, Isaza-Castro J. Effectiveness of agricultural interventions that aim to improve nutritional status of children: systematic review. BMJ. 2012;344:d8222.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

3.
Webb Girard A, Self JL, McAuliffe C, Olude O. The effects of household food production strategies on the health and nutrition outcomes of women and young children: a systematic review. Paediatr Perinat Epidemiol. 2012;26(suppl 1):205–22.Crossref

4.
Webb P, Kennedy E. Impacts of agriculture on nutrition: nature of the evidence and research gaps. Food Nutr Bull. 2014;35(1):126–32.CrossrefPubMed

5.
United Nations Development Programme. What do the human development indices reveal. In: Human Development Report. United Nations: Development Programme; 1999. p. 127–33.

6.
Ruel MT, Alderman H. Nutrition-sensitive interventions and programmes: how can they help to accelerate progress in improving maternal and child nutrition? Lancet. 2013;382(9891):536–51.CrossrefPubMed

7.
Berti PR, Krasevec J, FitzGerald S. A review of the effectiveness of agriculture interventions in improving nutrition outcomes. Public Health Nutr. 2004;7(5):599–609.CrossrefPubMed

8.
Boyle MH, Racine Y, Georgiades K, Snelling D, Hong S, Omariba W, Hurley P, Rao-Melacini P. The influence of economic development level, household wealth and maternal education on child health in the developing world. Soc Sci Med. 2006;63(8):2242–54.CrossrefPubMed

9.
Pickering AJ, Djebbari H, Lopez C, Coulibaly M, Alzua ML. Effect of a community-led sanitation intervention on child diarrhoea and child growth in rural Mali: a cluster-randomised controlled trial. Lancet Glob Health. 2015;3(11):e701–11.CrossrefPubMed

10.
Bhutta ZA, Ahmed T, Black RE, Cousens S, Dewey K, Giugliani E, Haider BA, Kirkwood B, Morris SS, Sachdev HP, et al. What works? Interventions for maternal and child undernutrition and survival. Lancet. 2008;371(9610):417–40.CrossrefPubMed

11.
Bhutta ZA, Das JK, Rizvi A, Gaffey MF, Walker N, Horton S, Webb P, Lartey A, Black RE. Evidence-based interventions for improvement of maternal and child nutrition: what can be done and at what cost? Lancet. 2013;382(9890):452–77.CrossrefPubMed

12.
Arimond M, Ruel MT. Dietary diversity is associated with child nutritional status: evidence from 11 demographic and health surveys. J Nutr. 2004;134(10):2579–85.PubMed

13.
Darrouzet-Nardi AF, Miller LC, Joshi N, Mahato S, Lohani M, Rogers BL. Child dietary quality in rural Nepal: effectiveness of a community-level development intervention. Food Policy. 2016;61:185–97.Crossref

14.
Miller LC, Joshi N, Lohani M, Rogers B, Kershaw M, Houser R, Ghosh S, Griffiths JK, Mahato S, Webb P. Duration of programme exposure is associated with improved outcomes in nutrition and health: the case for longer project cycles from intervention experience in rural Nepal. J Development Effectiveness. 2016;9(1):101–19.Crossref

15.
Miller LC, Joshi N, Lohani M, Rogers BL, Loraditch M, Houser R, Singh P, Mahato S. Community development and livestock promotion in rural Nepal: effect on child growth and health. Food Nutr Bull. 2014;35(3):312–26.CrossrefPubMed

16.
Nordhagen S, Klemm R, van Mourik T. If we train them, they will garden? Factors associated with intervention component uptake in a nutrition-sensitive agriculture intervention. In: 5th Annual Scientific Symposium Proceedings, Nutrition Innovation Lab. Kathmandu: Nutrition Innovation Lab; 2017.

17.
Leroy JL, Frongillo EA. Can interventions to promote animal production ameliorate undernutrition? J Nutrition. 2007;137:2311–6.

18.
Randolph TF, Schelling E, Grace D, Nicholson CF, Leroy JL, Cole DC, Demment MW, Omore A, Zinsstag J, Ruel M. Invited review: role of livestock in human nutrition and health for poverty reduction in developing countries123. J Anim Sci. 2007;85(11):2788–800.CrossrefPubMed

19.
Milman A, Frongillo EA, de Onis M, Hwang JY. Differential improvement among countries in child stunting is associated with long-term development and specific interventions. J Nutr. 2005;135(6):1415–22.PubMed

20.
United Nations Millennium Development Goals 2015. http://​www.​un.​org/​millenniumgoals/​.

21.
United Nations Sustainable Development Goals. www.​un.​org/​sustainabledevel​opment/​sustainable-development-goals/​.

22.
Bhutta ZA, Darmstadt GL, Hasan BS, Haws RA. Community-based interventions for improving perinatal and neonatal health outcomes in developing countries: a review of the evidence. Pediatrics. 2005;115(2 Suppl):519–617.CrossrefPubMed

23.
Wamani H, Tylleskar T, Astrom AN, Tumwine JK, Peterson S. Mothers' education but not fathers' education, household assets or land ownership is the best predictor of child health inequalities in rural Uganda. Int J Equity Health. 2004;3(1):9.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

24.
Grantham-McGregor S, Cheung YB, Cueto S, Glewwe P, Richter L, Strupp B. Developmental potential in the first 5 years for children in developing countries. Lancet. 2007;369(9555):60–70.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

25.
Semba RD, de Pee S, Sun K, Sari M, Akhter N, Bloem MW. Effect of parental formal education on risk of child stunting in Indonesia and Bangladesh: a cross-sectional study. Lancet. 2008;371(9609):322–8.CrossrefPubMed

26.
Ministry of Health and Population (MOHP) [Nepal], New ERA, Macro International Inc. Nepal: Demographic and Health Survey 2006. In; 2007.

27.
Aaker J. The heifer model: cornerstones values-based development. In. Heifer International: Little Rock, Arkansas; 1996.

28.
Bagchi D. Raju S (eds.): women and work in South Asia: regional patterns and perspectives. London: Routledge; 2006.

29.
Ministry of Health and Population Nepal, New ERA, Inc. II: Nepal Demographic and Health Survey 2011. In. Kathmandu, Nepal and Calverton, MD: Ministry of Health and Population, New ERA, ICF International; 2012.

30.
WHO Anthro and Anthro Plus. www.​who.​int/​childgrowth/​software/​.

31.
World Health Organization: Indicators for Assessing Infant and Young Child Feeding Practices. In. Geneva: World Health Organization; 2010.

32.
Ruel MT. Operationalizing dietary diversity: a review of measurement issues and research priorities. J Nutrition. 2003;133(11):3911S–26S.

33.
Steyn N, Nel J, Nantel G, Kennedy G, Labadarios D. Food variety and dietary diversity scores in children: are they good indicators of dietary adequacy? Public Health Nutr. 2007;9(5):644–50.

34.
Thapa SB. Relationship between education and poverty in Nepal. Econ J Dev Issues. 2013;15(16 Combined Issue):1–2.

35.
Kruss G, McGrath S, I-h P, Gastrow M. Higher education and economic development: the importance of building technological capabilities. Int J Educ Dev. 2015;43:22–31.Crossref

36.
Iqbal F. Sustaining gains in poverty reduction and human development in the Middle East and North Africa. Washington, D.C: World Bank; 2006.Crossref

37.
Desai S, Alva S. Maternal education and child health: is there a strong causal relationship? Demography. 1998;35(1):71–81.CrossrefPubMed

38.
Furuta M, Salway S. Women's position within the household as a determinant of maternal health care use in Nepal. Int Fam Plan Perspect. 2006;32(1):17–27.CrossrefPubMed

39.
Guldan GS, Zeitlin MF, Beiser AS, Super CM, Gershoff SN, Datta S. Maternal education and child feeding practices in rural Bangladesh. Soc Sci Med. 1993;36(7):925–35.CrossrefPubMed

40.
Imdad A, Yakoob MY, Bhutta ZA. Impact of maternal education about complementary feeding and provision of complementary foods on child growth in developing countries. BMC Public Health. 2011;11(Suppl 3):S25.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

41.
LeVine RA, LeVine SE, Rowe ML, Schnell-Anzola B. Maternal literacy and health behavior: a Nepalese case study. Soc Sci Med. 2004;58(4):863–77.CrossrefPubMed

42.
Subramanyam MA, Kawachi I, Berkman LF, Subramanian SV. Socioeconomic inequalities in childhood undernutrition in India: analyzing trends between 1992 and 2005. PLoS One. 2010;5(6):e11392.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

43.
Adler NE, Boyce T, Chesney MA, Cohen S, Folkman S, Kahn RL, Syme SL. Socioeconomic status and health. The challenge of the gradient. Am Psychol. 1994;49(1):15–24.CrossrefPubMed

44.
Braveman PA, Cubbin C, Egerter S, Chideya S, Marchi KS, Metzler M, Posner S. Socioeconomic status in health research: one size does not fit all. JAMA. 2005;294(22):2879–88.CrossrefPubMed

45.
Gakidou E, Cowling K, Lozano R, Murray CJ. Increased educational attainment and its effect on child mortality in 175 countries between 1970 and 2009: a systematic analysis. Lancet. 2010;376(9745):959–74.CrossrefPubMed

46.
White K. The relation between socioeconomic status and academic achievement. Psychol Bull. 1982;91(3):461–81.Crossref

47.
Fenske N, Burns J, Hothorn T, Rehfuess EA. Understanding child stunting in India: a comprehensive analysis of socio-economic, nutritional and environmental determinants using additive quantile regression. PLoS One. 2013;8(11):e78692.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

48.
Chou SY, Liu JT, Grossman M, Joyce T. Parental education and child health: evidence from a natural experiment in Taiwan. Am Econ J Appl Econ. 2010;2(1):63–91.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

49.
Headey D, Hoddinott J, Ali D, Tesfaye R, Dereje M. The other Asian enigma: explaining the rapid reduction of undernutrition in Bangladesh. World Dev. 2015;66:749–61.Crossref

50.
Acharya DR, Bell JS, Simkhada P, van Teijlingen ER, Regmi PR. Women's autonomy in household decision-making: a demographic study in Nepal. Reprod Health. 2010;7:15.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral

51.
Simkhada B, Porter MA, van Teijlingen ER. The role of mothers-in-law in antenatal care decision-making in Nepal: a qualitative study. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth. 2010;10:34.CrossrefPubMedPubMedCentral




OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A12939_2017_681_Fig2_HTML.gif
Water available

S——
. N
3 ey |
3 T

1 ]
3 bl }.....
. oo,

Baselne s2months 24 months 8 morths
Timeof survey

Toilet available "

baselne 12 monthe 2 months 48 months
Yo of Survey





OEBPS/cc-by.png
() _®





OEBPS/A12939_2017_681_Fig1_HTML.gif
% increase in household wealith score 1)

‘Household wealth score and aduit educational level

EpucAIONAL LEVEL

o one
women
—m—pimary [ e

i Secondary

5 None
= primar e
- primary st

o secondary

B

®

Baselne  12months  24months  48months
Time of Survey

% increase in household wealth score
related to adult educational level
Baseline to 48 months

posor

proo0s.

Women’s educational level Men's educational level
mNone DPrimary W Secondary






OEBPS/A12939_2017_681_Fig5_HTML.gif
Number o7 fo0d groups consumed by child

Baseline

Number of food groups consumed by child
by adult educational level

12months 24 months 48 months.
Time of survey





OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A12939_2017_681_Fig6_HTML.gif
B 12 24 48
Men's Education

B 12 24 48

Women's Education  Mother's Education

B 12 24 48

T

B 12 2 48
Men's Education

B 12 2 8
‘Women's Education

B 12 24 48
Mothes

HAZ

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
~o—None
~-primary

= Secondary

WAZ

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

- Primary
<t Secondary.





OEBPS/A12939_2017_681_Fig3_HTML.gif
H

Household hygiene:

increase in number of reported soap uses
Baseline to 48 months

p<o001

A

4

Increase in number of reported soap uses

\\

Men's educational level ‘Women's educational level
MNone HPrimary WSecondary





OEBPS/A12939_2017_681_Fig4_HTML.gif





