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Is childbirth location associated with higher rates 
of favourable early breastfeeding practices in 
Sub-Saharan Africa?

Background Favourable early breastfeeding practices have a beneficial im-
pact throughout an infants’ lifespan. Childbirth location is likely to affect these 
practices through support during the intrapartum and immediate postpar-
tum period. This study aimed to investigate the association between child-
birth location and favourable early breastfeeding practices in Sub-Saharan 
Africa (SSA).

Methods Demographic and Health Survey (2000–2013) data across 30 SSA 
countries were utilised. Childbirth location was categorised as home vs facil-
ity, and further into public vs private sector. Early breastfeeding practices in-
cluded: early initiation of breastfeeding (EIBF) (within 1 hour of birth), and 
no prelacteal feeding (fed only breast milk in the first 3 days). Multivariate 
logistic regression models adjusted for confounders were used to assess this 
association.

Results Overall, 50.0% (country range 32.6%-95.5%) of infants received 
EIBF and 61.0% had no prelacteal feeding. Compared with home births, 
facility deliveries had higher adjusted odds of EIBF (adjusted odds ratio, 
aOR = 1.39, 95% confidence interval (CI) = 1.30-1.48, P < 0.001) and no 
prelacteal feeding (aOR = 1.75, 95% CI = 1.63-1.89, P < 0.001). Private sec-
tor facilities had lower adjusted odds of no prelacteal feeding (aOR = 0.89, 
95% CI = 0.81-0.99, P = 0.036) when compared to public sector facilities. 
There was no evidence to suggest delivery sector was associated with EIBF 
(aOR = 0.93, 95% CI = 0.85-1.03, P = 0.212).

Conclusions This study showed early breastfeeding practices are suboptimal 
and are associated with delivery location in SSA. Further research is required 
to better understand how characteristics of care may explain these patterns 
in order to improve feeding practices.

Electronic supplementary material: 
The online version of this article contains supplementary material.
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The benefits of breastfeeding have an influence throughout the entire lifespan for 
the infant [1], and also provide many benefits for the mother – including birth 
spacing and reducing her risk of diabetes, breast and ovarian cancers [2,3]. Along-
side reduced infant mortality, breastfed infants also have improved nutritional 
status and lower risk of respiratory and diarrhoeal diseases – two major causes 
of infant mortality, especially in Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) [4-6]. In later life, hav-
ing been breastfed is protective against chronic diseases, including inflammatory 
bowel disease and diabetes [6]. Furthermore, optimal breastfeeding practices are 
paramount to achieving several of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), in-
cluding SDGs 2, 3 and 4 [7]. Better maternal and child health, reduced health care 
costs, increased cognitive development and an enhanced workforce all contribute 
to wider society, with positive impacts on a country’s economy [8].
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Current WHO and UNICEF guidelines recommend that breastfeeding is initiated within one hour of 
birth and continued with no other foods/liquids for the first 6 months (exclusive breastfeeding). They 
also recommend breastfeeding be continued until at least 24 months of age alongside other age-appro-
priate foods [9]. Delayed initiation of breastfeeding (>1 hour following birth) is correlated with a higher 
incidence of prelacteal feeding (any food/liquid other than breast milk given in the first 3 days of life), 
the discarding of colostrum (first nutrient and immune-dense breast-milk) and an increased risk of neo-
natal mortality [10-14]. No prelacteal feeding, defined as only breast milk given to the infant in the first 
3 days of life, has been found to prevent later detrimental breastfeeding practices [15,16]; all prelacteal 
substances are less nutritious and beneficial for the infant. Contaminants may be introduced through the 
food/liquid and likely hinder the establishment of breastfeeding [17].

The importance of childbirth location to early breastfeeding practices is through support and enablement 
around the intrapartum and immediate postpartum period. Previous research has looked at childbirth 
location as a determinant of early breastfeeding practices using mainly binary categorisation (home vs 
facility) [18-21]. These studies generally found more favourable breastfeeding outcomes in infants born 
within facilities, although classifications of health facilities varied across the studies. A descriptive analysis 
of sector of childbirth facility in 57 LMICs found that early breastfeeding outcomes were more favourable 
amongst public facility deliveries [22], but we have not identified any cross-country research adjusted 
for confounders assessing the effect of sector of delivery facility on early breastfeeding practices in SSA.

Recent data (2010-2015) found West and Central Africa overall prevalence of EIBF was lower than the 
WHO target of 50% by 2025 [23]. The objective of this study was to examine the association between 
childbirth location (home vs facility, within facility: private vs public sector) and favourable early breast-
feeding outcomes (EIBF and no prelacteal feeding) across 30 SSA countries. We focus on SSA because it 
is the region with the largest number of countries with a recent Demographic and Health Surveys (DHS) 
and there is substantial benefit to infant survival to be gained by improving early breastfeeding practices.

METHODS

Data and population

We used data from the most recent DHS, a nationally-representative household survey collected between 
2000 - 2013 for 30 countries in SSA, over 80% of the population in SSA is represented by these surveys, 
Appendix S1 in Online Supplementary Document [24]. The combined data set provided 103 611 ob-
servations relating to the most recent live birth (last child reported in case of multiples) in the two years 
preceding the survey for women aged 15-49 at the time of survey. Data collected on births and breast-feed-
ing practices were self-reported by women.

Observations were excluded if data on delivery location was missing or unclassified, if the child died 
within 1-month of birth or, if they were no longer alive at the time of the survey. Infants who died within 
1-month of birth were excluded on the basis that they might have been less likely to be breastfed due to 
poor health or prematurity. Facility deliveries are also more likely with these infants, due to complications 
during pregnancy or during labour that resulted in presentation to care facilities.

Definitions

The exposure – childbirth location was described by two variables; delivery location, and delivery sector. 
A delivery in any home environment was classified as a home birth, whereas a delivery within a public or 
private sector health facility was classified as a facility birth. For facility deliveries, observations were fur-
ther divided by ‘delivery sector’ – public or private. Women giving birth in a government hospital, health 
centre, health post or other public sector facilities were classified as a public-sector facility delivery. Any 
deliveries within a private hospital/clinic, including for profit and not-for-profit (NGOs and faith-based 
providers) were considered as private-sector facility births. Deliveries taking place at home were not further 
differentiated by sector and were excluded from analyses of sector within the subset of facility deliveries.

Both outcomes were derived from the data and previously used in a descriptive analysis. The first out-
come; infants put to the breast within one hour of birth, is a WHO recommended indicator for assessing 
Infant and Young Child Feeding (IYCF) [25]. The second outcome describes infants who only received 
breast milk in the first three days after birth (no prelacteal feeding).
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Analysis

Initially a univariate logistic regression analysis was conducted, tabulating all variables considered in our 
conceptual framework (Appendix Figure S1 in Online Supplementary Document), both exposures 
and both outcomes. Variables included maternal age group (5-year age groups), maternal education (no 
education, primary, secondary and higher), marital status (never married and ever married), household 
wealth quintile, sex of infant, parity (1, 2-3, 4-5, 6+), multiple births (yes, no), mode of delivery (vagi-
nal birth, c-section), wantedness of child (wanted then, wanted later, wanted no more), number of ANC 
visits (no visits, 1-3, 4+), and residence (urban and rural). Any variable that showed an association with 
childbirth location and/or outcome measures was viewed as a potential confounder and considered for 
inclusion in the final multivariate analysis model. A bivariate analysis, adjusted only for country (fixed-ef-
fect), was also conducted.

Multivariable analysis consisted of four logistic regression models (Table 1). A priori confounders (mater-
nal age group, wealth quintile and maternal education) were first added, followed by variables in order of 
proximity to the exposures and outcomes in the conceptual framework. Likelihood ratio tests were used 
to assess the improvement in model fit related to addition of each variable. All analyses were carried out 
using Stata 14 (Stata Corp, College Station, TX, USA).

In order to increase sample size for certain areas and subgroups and thus decrease sample variability, DHS 
samples are selected with unequal probability of selection. Women in each DHS survey have an individual 
sample weight that is used to calculate country-level representative summary statistics. In pooled analyses 
we applied weights that accounted for both country-specific survey design and each country’s population 
size relative to the combined population of all 30 countries included in analysis, to ensure that estimates 
are representative of the population residing in study countries.

For variables with >1% missingness, we assessed the association of the missingness with exposure and 
outcome. All missing data for any variable were excluded from the final analysis using the logistic regres-
sion model.

Educational level, marital status, mode of delivery and wantedness of child all had some missing data, the 
former two had <0.01% missing, whilst both latter variables had <1% missingness. Number of ANC vis-
its had 2.38% missingness, across all countries included in the data set. This was considered significant 
missingness and therefore was analysed for any association with the exposures and outcomes.

Ethics

The DHS received institutional review centrally (ICF International), and approval by every participating 
country. This study received ethical approval from the Research Ethics Committee of the London School 
of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, UK.

RESULTS

Overall in the 30 SSA countries included, 46.9% (95% CI = 45.9-47.9) of women delivered in a facility, of 
which 77.8% (95% CI = 76.7-78.9) delivered within the public sector (Table 2). Around half of women 
– 50.02% (95% CI = 49.2-50.8) initiated breastfeeding within 1 hour of birth and 61.0% (95% CI = 60.1-
61.8) of newborns had only breast milk in the first three days of life (no prelacteal feeding).

Gabon had the highest percentage of women delivering in a facility at 92.9%, and Ethiopia the lowest – 
11.4% (Appendix S1 in Online Supplementary Document). Among women who delivered in facilities, 
public sector deliveries were a large majority, ranging from 57.4% in Nigeria to 98.8% in Rwanda. Mala-

Table 1. Description of final logistic regression models

Model exposure outcoMe

Model 1
Facility delivery (reference: home delivery)

Initiation of breastfeeding within 1 hour

Model 2 No prelacteal feeding

Model 3 Among facility births only: Private sector delivery  

(reference: public sector delivery)

Initiation of breastfeeding within 1 hour

Model 4 No prelacteal feeding
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Table 2. Descriptive analysis of analysis sample n = 103 611, representing 30 sub-Saharan African countries

Variables categories Frequency (n) percentage (%)*
Delivery location (N = 103 611) Home 44 891 53.09

Facility 58 720 46.91

Delivery sector (Among facility  

deliveries only), (N = 58 720)

Public 50 174 77.82

Private 8546 22.18

Early breastfeeding (N = 103 611) Within 1 h 57 068 50.02

>1 h 46 543 49.98

No prelacteal feeding (N = 103 611) Yes 66 801 61.01

No 36 810 38.99

Maternal age group (N = 103 611) 15-19 11 239 9.78

20-24 27 007 25.69

25-29 27 561 27.27

30-34 18 993 18.62

35-39 12 388 12.28

40-44 5039 4.87

45-49 1384 1.50

Educational level (N = 103 611) No education 45 210 41.74

Primary 36 975 36.67

Secondary and higher 21 423 21.59

Missing 3 <0.01

Marital status (N = 103 611) Never married 6459 4.00

Ever married 97 149 95.99

Missing 3 <0.01

Household wealth quintile (N = 103 611) Poorest 24 906 22.76

Poorer 22 058 22.19

Middle 20 548 20.05

Richer 19 160 18.75

Richest 16 939 16.24

Sex of infant (N = 103 611) Male 52 138 50.53

Female 51 473 49.47

Parity(N = 103 611) 1 21 773 19.77

2-3 35 838 34.04

4-5 23 539 22.82

>5 22 461 23.37

Multiple births (N = 103 611) Yes 101 879 1.49

No 1732 98.51

Mode of delivery (N = 103, 611) Vaginal 99 431 96.62

C-section 3974 3.38

Missing 206 <1.00

Wantedness of child (N = 103 611) Wanted then 73 286 72.20

Wanted later 21 214 19.36

Wanted no more 8968 8.44

Missing 143 <1.00

Antenatal care (N = 103 611) No ANC 15 600 22.34

1-3 visits 37 883 32.51

4+ visits 47 659 41.90

Missing 2469 3.25

Residence (N = 103 611) Urban 29 076 25.29

Rural 74 535 74.71

ANC – antenatal care

*Weighted by within country survey weights and country population sizes.

wi had the highest percentage of women initiating breastfeeding within 1 hour – 95.5%; and the lowest 
was in Chad where only 32.6% of women met the definition of this practice. The cross-country range for 
no prelacteal feeding was from 2.7% in Chad to 96.8% in Malawi.

Univariate analysis found that maternal age, education, wealth, marital status, residence, parity, number 
of ANC visits, mode of delivery, wantedness of pregnancy and multiple births were all associated with 
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facility deliveries. With the exception of the latter two variables, all other variables were also associated 
with delivery sector.

Home vs facility deliveries

Bivariate associations, adjusted only for country (fixed effect) are displayed in Table 3, alongside adjusted 
odds ratios (full adjusted models are shown in Table S2 in Online Supplementary Document). Once ad-
justed for all other confounders the odds ratio for the association between facility delivery and EIBF was 
1.39 (Model 1, 95% CI = 1.30-1.48, P < 0.001). Of the 30 countries, this association was also positive and 
significant (P < 0.05) in 19 countries, negative and significant in two countries, and no association was 
seen in nine countries [Appendix S3 in Online Supplementary Document]. Model 2 (bivariate analysis 
of facility delivery and no prelacteal feeding) found women delivering within facilities had 2.00 times the 
odds of giving only breast milk within the first three days when compared to women delivering at home 
(95% CI = 1.88-2.10, P < 0.001). Once adjusting for confounders there was a change in OR resulting in 
an adjusted odds ratio of 1.75 (95% CI = 1.63-1.89, P < 0.001). Of the 30 countries, this association was 
positive and significant (P < 0.05) in 19 countries.

Public vs private sector deliveries

EIBF was higher amongst women delivering within the public sector - 56.9% vs 50.1% in the private 
sector. No prelacteal feeding was also higher for deliveries taking place in the public sector – 72.9% vs 
67.4% in the private sector. Model 3 looking at the bivariate analysis of delivery sector and EIBF did not 
find a significant association, after adjusting for confounders there continued to be no evidence of a signif-
icant association between delivery sector deliveries and EIBF (OR = 0.93, 95% CI = 0.85-1.03, P = 0.212). 
Across the 30 countries, there was no significant association (P<0.05) in 23 countries, three countries 
had a positive significant, three a negative significant association between EIBF and private facility de-
livery, and one country did not have a sufficiently large sample size of deliveries in the private sector to 
examine this association. Model 4 (bivariate analysis of private sector delivery and no prelacteal feeding) 
found women delivering in private facilities had 0.88 times the odds of no prelacteal feeding when com-
pared to women delivering in the public sector (95% CI = 0.79-0.97, P = 0.015). After adjusting for con-
founders this changed marginally to OR = 0.89 (95% CI = 0.81-0.99, P = 0.036). Of the 30 countries, this 
association was negative and significant in five countries, not significant in 24 and one country showed 
a positive significant association.

Table 3. Bivariate and adjusted odds ratios for logistic regression models 1-4

Model exposure outcoMe biVariate Model* adjusted Model†
1 Facility delivery Initiation of breastfeeding 

within 1 hour

OR 1.40 1.39

P-value <0.001 <0.001

95% CI 1.32-1.48 1.30-1.48

n 103 611 100 799

2 No prelacteal feeding OR 2.00 1.75

P-value <0.001 <0.001

95% CI 1.88-2.10 1.63-1.89

n 103 611 100 799

3 Private sector Initiation of breastfeeding 

within 1 hour

OR 0.91 0.93

P-value 0.062 0.212

95% CI 0.82-1.00 0.85-1.03

n 58 720 57 051

4 No prelacteal feeding OR 0.88 0.89

P-value 0.015 0.036

95% CI 0.79-0.97 0.81-0.99

n 58 720 57 051

OR – odds ration, P – value of Wald test
*Adjusted for country only.
†Adjusted for maternal age group, parity, maternal education, mode of delivery (model 3 and 4 only), number of ANC visits, sex 
of infant, multiple births, wantedness of child, wealth quintile, residence, marital category and country.



Bergamaschi et al.

June 2019  •  Vol. 9 No. 1 •  010417 6 www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.09.010417

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

PA
PE

RS

DISCUSSION

To our knowledge, this is the first analysis, comprising of recent DHS data looking at the independent as-
sociation between childbirth location and favourable early breastfeeding practices across multiple coun-
tries in SSA. Specifically, the inclusion of delivery sector as an explanatory variable is a unique feature of 
this analysis.

We found that EIBF and no prelacteal feeding vary widely across the 30 SSA countries included. Half of 
mothers in SSA initiate breastfeeding within one hour of birth and 61% of newborns receive only breast-
milk in the first three days post-partum; on the whole this reflects suboptimal practices and is in need of 
immediate improvement to achieve better health of children and mothers. Our study provides crucial ev-
idence that the odds of achieving these early breastfeeding practices are associated with delivery location.

After adjusting for multiple confounders, higher odds of EIBF (39% higher) and no prelacteal feeding 
(75% higher) were seen amongst facility deliveries when compared to home deliveries. Marginally lower 
odds of no prelacteal feeding were observed in the private sector (11% lower) in comparison to the pub-
lic sector, but no significant difference was seen between the sectors in terms of EIBF.

Higher odds of EIBF is seen in both facility deliveries and within the public sector – the consistency be-
tween both exposures highlights that EIBF is likely within control of delivery location as women remain 
there for the first hour post-partum. Not only do facility deliveries provide a point of contact with a health 
care professional who may provide advice about breastfeeding during the crucial time around birth [26], 
they could also mediate the effects of poorer, non-evidence based breastfeeding practices/advice received 
from within communities [27].

Potential reasons for lower odds of no prelacteal feeding within the private sector could include separation 
of the mother-infant dyad in the immediate post-partum period. This could be due to the increased avail-
ability of facilities, nurseries and health care professionals. Increased medical birth interventions within 
the private sector can also contribute to this separation [28]. Prelacteal feeding may then increase, spe-
cifically with formula, due to time spent away from the mother. Public sector facilities generally receive 
measured regulation and monitoring and may be more likely to implement evidence-based guidelines 
around breastfeeding, and adhere to WHO guidelines for quality of care [29] – this was seen in essen-
tial newborn care practices [30]. The Baby Friendly Hospital Initiative (BFHI) is an example of an initiative 
including informative courses, self-appraisal tools and external assessment tools that aim to encourage 
practices that protect, promote and support breastfeeding [31]. The outcome of no prelacteal feeding is 
more likely dependent on advice given within facilities (public or private) [32,33], rather than the facil-
ity themselves, as women tend to have left the facility by three days post-partum.

These findings highlight the window of opportunity that exists in the intrapartum and immediate post-
partum period in order to positively impact early breastfeeding practices.

Strengths and limitations

Strengths of this study include a large sample size of over 100 000 births, across 30 countries in SSA. Data 
was only included if births occurred within 24-month of the survey, following evidence that suggested 
short-term recall of breastfeeding is reliable, especially within a three-year period [34]. WHO IYCF indi-
cators are also only in place for children 0-23 months old [35].

DHS data are based on respondents self-reporting, which relies upon the respondents’ knowledge of pro-
viders and accurate recall. Challenges encountered when relying on this self-reporting process for data 
collection include; conflation of responses, the varying terminology used between countries to describe 
different health care providers and professionals with different levels of experience and expertise. These 
cross-country variations were considered for this analysis following research which categorized delivery 
location and sector [36].

In this study, the categorization of delivery sector did not consider the likely differences within each sec-
tor. Across SSA the quality and provision of care around the time of birth varies greatly between tertiary 
and lower level facilities, despite being grouped together as response options on DHS survey data - for 
example, “private hospital/clinic”. Women included in the survey may also find it difficult to differentiate 
between sector providers when self-reporting for the survey. Private sector provision is also likely to differ 
by country, alongside inconsistencies in user fees, which are likely to impact the choice of delivery loca-
tion. The concept of private and public sectors vary widely between countries. A better assessment of the 
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different sector providers may be achieved if response options allowed for further divided into private for 
profit, faith based organisations (FBOs) and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) [28].

Home births included in this study could also be further stratified into skilled birth attendant (SBA) and 
non-SBA, which would allow for a better differentiation of the effect a health care professional has on fa-
vourable early breastfeeding outcomes, as was detailed in the descriptive analysis [22]. SBAs vary both in 
their level of training and role in achieving favourable early breastfeeding outcomes. However, we chose not 
to further differentiate home births as only a very small proportion of births were attended by SBA in our 
sample (5.2%) and SBA qualification from women’s self report has been shown to have low validity [37,38].

It is also worth noting this analysis has provided generalized results from a combination of 30 differ-
ent countries, grouped together due to their geographical location. Country-specific results have shown 
some variability in the prevalence of the exposures and outcomes measured in this study, as well as the 
direction and significance of the four associations tested. Further research should allow for more detailed 
country-specific data in relation to favorable breastfeeding outcomes.

CONCLUSION

The results of this study suggest that within SSA, the prevalence of EIBF and no prelacteal feeding is sub-
optimal, favourable early breastfeeding practices are more common amongst facility deliveries, and within 
facility deliveries they are more common amongst public sectors. These results suggest that care provided 
in the intrapartum and immediate post-partum period is crucial to increase the prevalence of favourable 
early breastfeeding practices. However, interpretation and recommendations following this study need 
to be reinforced through country and context specific understanding. Further research is required to as-
certain which characteristics of care that may explain these observed trends, likely with country-specific 
data, improved data collection and better categorization of delivery sector.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank the DHS program for collecting and making available the data 
and to the women who participated on these surveys. The research in this manuscript was supported by funding 
from MSD through its MSD for Mothers programme. Funding was used for general financial support, including 
staff salaries, travel, and overheads. The content of this report is solely the responsibility of the authors and does 
not represent the official views of MSD. MSD for Mothers is an initiative of Merck & Co, Inc, Kenilworth, NJ, USA.

Disclaimer: The content of this article is solely the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent 
the official views of the institutions to which the authors are affiliated.

Funding: MSD, through its MSD for Mothers program.

Authorship contributions: LO and LB had the original idea for this analysis. All authors designed the analyses; 
LB prepared the data for analysis. NB conducted the data analysis and drafted tables and figures. NB, LO and LB 
participated in interpreting the results, drafting, and commenting on the paper.

Competing interests: LB reports receiving a research grant from Merck Sharp and Dohme [MSD] through its 
MSD for Mothers programme. The authors have completed the Unified Competing Interest form at www.icmje.
org/coi_disclosure.pdf (available on request from the corresponding author), and declare no conflicts of interest.

Additional material
Online Supplementary Document

  1  Victora CG, Bahl R, Barros AJD, França GVA, Horton S, Krasevec J, et al. Breastfeeding in the 21st century: Epidemiology, 
mechanisms, and lifelong effect. Lancet. 2016;387:475-90. Medline:26869575 doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(15)01024-7

  2  World Health Organization. Breastfeeding. 2011. Available: http://www.who.int/maternal_child_adolescent/topics/new-
born/nutrition/breastfeeding/en/. Accessed: 28 August 2017.

  3  Howie PW. Breastfeeding: a natural method for child spacing. Am J Obstet Gynecol. 1991;165:1990-1. Medline:1755455 
doi:10.1016/S0002-9378(11)90561-4

  4  Executive Director Anthony Lake UNICEF, Director-General Tedros Adhanom Ghebreyesus World Breastfeeding Week 
WHO. 2017 Message. Available: http://www.who.int/nutrition/topics/2017-world-breastfeeding-week-letter.pdf?ua=1. 
Accessed: 28 August 2017.

  5  World Health Organization. 10 facts on breastfeeding. 2017. Available: http://www.who.int/features/factfiles/breastfeed-
ing/en/. Accessed: 28 August 2017.

  6  Horta BL, Victora CG. Long-term effects of breastfeeding: A systematic review. World Health Organisation, 2013 Avail-
able: http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/79198/97892?sequence=1 Accessed: 15 August 2017.

R
E

FE
R

E
N

C
E

S

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26869575&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)01024-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1755455&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9378(11)90561-4


Bergamaschi et al.

June 2019  •  Vol. 9 No. 1 •  010417 8 www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.09.010417

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

PA
PE

RS

  7  United Nations. SDGs: Sustainable Development Knowledge Platform. Available: https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/
sdgs. Accessed: 28 August 2017.

  8  World Health Organization. Nurturing the Health and Wealth of Nations: The Investment Case for Breastfeeding. Avail-
able: http://www.who.int/nutrition/publications/infantfeeding/global-bf-collective-investmentcase.pdf?ua=1. Accessed: 
29 August 2017.

  9  World Health Organization. Exclusive breastfeeding. 2017. Available: http://www.who.int/nutrition/topics/exclusive_
breastfeeding/en/. Accessed: 29 August 2017.

10  Debes AK, Kohli A, Walker N, Edmond K, Mullany LC. Time to initiation of breastfeeding and neonatal mortality and 
morbidity: a systematic review. BMC Public Health. 2013;13 Suppl 3:S19. Medline:24564770 doi:10.1186/1471-2458-
13-S3-S19

11  Smith ER, Hurt L, Chowdhury R, Sinha B, Fawzi W, Edmond KM, et al. Delayed breastfeeding initiation and infant sur-
vival: A systematic review and meta-analysis. PLoS One. 2017;12:e0180722. Medline:28746353 doi:10.1371/journal.
pone.0180722

12  Legesse M, Demena M, Mesfin F, Haile D. Prelacteal feeding practices and associated factors among mothers of chil-
dren aged less than 24 months in Raya Kobo district, North Eastern Ethiopia: a cross-sectional study. Int Breastfeed J. 
2014;9:189. Medline:25648571 doi:10.1186/s13006-014-0025-2

13  Derso T, Biks GA, Tariku A, Tebeje NB, Gizaw Z, Muchie KF, et al. Correlates of early neonatal feeding practice in Da-
bat HDSS site, northwest Ethiopia. Int Breastfeed J. 2017;12:25. Medline:28592986 doi:10.1186/s13006-017-0116-y

14  Kavle JA, Lacroix E, Dau H, Engmann C. Review Article Addressing barriers to exclusive breast-feeding in low- and mid-
dle-income countries: a systematic review and programmatic implications. Public Health Nutr. 2017;20:3120-34. Med-
line:28965508 doi:10.1017/S1368980017002531

15  Patil CL, Turab A, Ambikapathi R, Nesamvuni C, Chandyo RK, Bose A, et al. Early interruption of exclusive breastfeed-
ing: results from the eight-country MAL-ED study. J Health Popul Nutr. 2015;34:10. Medline:26825923 doi:10.1186/
s41043-015-0004-2

16  Sundaram ME, Labrique AB, Mehra S, Ali H, Shamim AA, Klemm RDW, et al. early neonatal feeding is common and 
associated with subsequent breastfeeding behavior in rural Bangladesh. J Nutr. 2013;143:1161-7. Medline:23677862 
doi:10.3945/jn.112.170803

17  Coutsoudis A, Coovadia HM, Wilfert CM. Formula-feeding is not a sustainable solution. Bull World Health Organ. 
2009;87:B-C. doi:10.2471/BLT.09.069476

18  Ukegbu AU, Ebenebe EU, Ukegbu PO, Onyeonoro UU. Determinants of breastfeeding pattern among nursing mothers 
in Anambra State, Nigeria. East Afr J Public Health. 2011;8:226-31. Medline:23120962

19  Kimani-Murage EW, Madise NJ, Fotso J-C, Kyobutungi C, Mutua MK, Gitau TM, et al. Patterns and determinants of 
breastfeeding and complementary feeding practices in urban informal settlements, Nairobi Kenya. BMC Public Health. 
2011;11:396. Medline:21615957 doi:10.1186/1471-2458-11-396

20  Ogunlesi TA. Maternal socio-demographic factors influencing the initiation and exclusivity of breastfeeding in a Nige-
rian semi-urban setting. Matern Child Health J. 2010;14:459-65. Medline:19156508 doi:10.1007/s10995-008-0440-3

21  Senarath U, Siriwardena I, Godakandage SSP, Jayawickrama H, Fernando DN, Dibley MJ. Original Article Determinants 
of breastfeeding practices: An analysis of the Sri Lanka Demographic and Health Survey. Matern Child Nutr. 2012;8:315-
29. Medline:21507202 doi:10.1111/j.1740-8709.2011.00321.x

22  Oakley L, Benova L, Macleod D, Lynch CA, Campbell OMR. Early breastfeeding practices: Descriptive analysis of recent 
Demographic and Health Surveys. Matern Child Nutr. 2018;14:e12535. Medline:29034551 doi:10.1111/mcn.12535

23  Issaka AI, Agho KE, Renzaho AM. Prevalence of key breastfeeding indicators in 29 sub-Saharan African countries: 
a meta-analysis of demographic and health surveys [2010-2015]. BMJ Open. 2017;7:e014145. Medline:29070635 
doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2016-014145

24  The DHS Program - Demographic and Health Survey [DHS]. Available: http://www.dhsprogram.com/What-We-Do/Sur-
vey-Types/DHS.cfm.

25  World Health Organization. Indicators for assessing infant and young child feeding practices. Available: http://apps.who.
int/iris/bitstream/10665/43895/1/9789241596664_eng.pdf. Accessed: 17 July 2017.

26  Khan SM, Speizer IS, Singh K, Angeles G, Ay N, Danso T, et al. Does postnatal care have a role in improving newborn 
feeding? A study in 15 sub–Saharan African countries. J Glob Health. 2017;7:020506. Medline:29423183 doi:10.7189/
jogh.07.020506

27  Khanal V, Lee AH, Karkee R, Binns CW. Prevalence and factors associated with prelacteal feeding in Western Nepal. 
Women Birth. 2016;29:12-7. Medline:26252964 doi:10.1016/j.wombi.2015.07.006

28  Benova L, Macleod D, Footman K, Cavallaro F, Lynch CA, Campbell OMR. Role of the private sector in childbirth care: 
cross-sectional survey evidence from 57 low- and middle-income countries using Demographic and Health Surveys. 
Trop Med Int Health. 2015;20:1657-73. Medline:26412496 doi:10.1111/tmi.12598

29  Hallo De Wolf A, Toebes B. Assessing private sector involvement in health care and universal health coverage in light of 
the right to health. Health Hum Rights. 2016;18:79-92. Medline:28559678

30  Waiswa P, Akuze J, Peterson S, Kerber K, Tetui M, Forsberg BC, et al. Differences in essential newborn care at birth be-
tween private and public health facilities in eastern Uganda. Glob Health Action. 2015;8:24251. Medline:25843495 
doi:10.3402/gha.v8.24251

31  Baby-Friendly Hospital Initiative. Revised, Updated And Expanded For Integrated Care Section 1 Background and Infor-
mation 2009 Original BFHI Guidelines developed 1992 WHO Library Cataloguing-in-Publication Data. World Health 

R
E

FE
R

E
N

C
E

S

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24564770&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-S3-S19
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-S3-S19
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28746353&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180722
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0180722
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25648571&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13006-014-0025-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28592986&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13006-017-0116-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28965508&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28965508&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1368980017002531
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26825923&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41043-015-0004-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41043-015-0004-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23677862&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.112.170803
https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.09.069476
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23120962&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21615957&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-11-396
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19156508&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-008-0440-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21507202&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1740-8709.2011.00321.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29034551&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/mcn.12535
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29070635&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-014145
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29423183&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.07.020506
https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.07.020506
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26252964&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wombi.2015.07.006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26412496&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12598
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28559678&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25843495&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3402/gha.v8.24251


Childbirth location and breastfeeding practices in Sub-Saharan Africa

www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.09.010417 9 June 2019  •  Vol. 9 No. 1 •  010417

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

PA
PE

RS

Organisation. Available from: http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/43593/1/9789241594967_eng.pdf. Accessed 7 
September 2017.

32  Khanal V, Adhikari M, Sauer K, Zhao Y. Factors associated with the introduction of prelacteal feeds in Nepal: findings 
from the Nepal Demographic and Health Survey 2011. Int Breastfeed J. 2013;8:9. Medline:23924230 doi:10.1186/1746-
4358-8-9

33  Pries AM, Huffman SL, Adhikary I, Upreti SR, Dhungel S, Champeny M, et al. Promotion and prelacteal feeding of breast-
milk substitutes among mothers in Kathmandu Valley, Nepal. Matern Child Nutr. 2016;12:8-21. Medline:27061953 
doi:10.1111/mcn.12205

34  Li R, Scanlon KS, Serdula MK. The validity and reliability of maternal recall of breastfeeding practice. Nutr Rev. 
2005;63:103-10. Medline:15869124 doi:10.1111/j.1753-4887.2005.tb00128.x

35  World Health Organization. Indicators for assessing infant and young child feeding practices. Available: http://apps.who.
int/iris/bitstream/10665/43895/1/9789241596664_eng.pdf. Accessed: 15 August 2017.

36  Footman K, Benova L, Goodman C, Macleod D, Lynch CA, Penn-Kekana L, et al. Using multi-country household sur-
veys to understand who provides reproductive and maternal health services in low- and middle-income countries: A 
critical appraisal of the Demographic and Health Surveys. Trop Med Int Health. 2015;20:589-606. Medline:25641212 
doi:10.1111/tmi.12471

37  Blanc AK, Diaz C, McCarthy KJ, Berdichevsky K. Measuring progress in maternal and newborn health care in Mexi-
co: validating indicators of health system contact and quality of care. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth. 2016;16:255. Med-
line:27577266 doi:10.1186/s12884-016-1047-0

38  Blanc AK, Warren C, McCarthy KJ, Kimani J, Ndwiga C. RamaRao S. Assessing the validity of indicators of the qual-
ity of maternal and newborn health care in Kenya. J Glob Health. 2016;6:010405. Medline:27231541 doi:10.7189/
jogh.06.010405

R
E

FE
R

E
N

C
E

S

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23924230&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-4358-8-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-4358-8-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27061953&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/mcn.12205
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15869124&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1753-4887.2005.tb00128.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25641212&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/tmi.12471
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27577266&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27577266&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12884-016-1047-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27231541&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.06.010405
https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.06.010405

