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Abstract
Background: Despite high levels of breastfeeding initiation in Australia, only 47 percent of women
are breastfeeding (exclusively or partially) six months later, with marked differences between social
groups. It is important to identify women who are at increased risk of early cessation of
breastfeeding.

Methods: Data from the three arms of a randomised controlled trial were pooled and analysed as
a cohort using logistic regression to identify which factors predicted women continuing to feed any
breast milk at six months postpartum. The original trial included 981 primiparous women attending
a public, tertiary, women's hospital in Melbourne, Australia in 1999–2001. The trial evaluated the
effect of two mid-pregnancy educational interventions on breastfeeding initiation and duration. In
the 889 women with six month outcomes available, neither intervention increased breastfeeding
initiation nor duration compared to standard care. Independent variables were included in the
predictive model based on the literature and discussion with peers and were each tested
individually against the dependent variable (any breastfeeding at six months).

Results: Thirty-three independent variables of interest were identified, of which 25 qualified for
inclusion in the preliminary regression model; 764 observations had complete data available.
Factors remaining in the final model that were positively associated with breastfeeding any breast
milk at six months were: a very strong desire to breastfeed; having been breastfed oneself as a baby;
being born in an Asian country; and older maternal age. There was an increasing association with
increasing age. Factors negatively associated with feeding any breast milk at six months were: a
woman having no intention to breastfeed six months or more; smoking 20 or more cigarettes per
day pre-pregnancy; not attending childbirth education; maternal obesity; having self-reported
depression in the six months after birth; and the baby receiving infant formula while in hospital.

Conclusion: In addition to the factors commonly reported as being associated with breastfeeding
in previous work, this study found a negative association between breastfeeding outcomes and
giving babies infant formula in hospital, a high maternal body mass index, and self-reported maternal
depression or anxiety in the six months after the baby was born. Interventions that seek to increase
breastfeeding should consider focusing on women who wish to breastfeed but are at high risk of
early discontinuation.
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Background
There is strong evidence to support the World Health
Organization (WHO) recommendation for women to
breastfeed infants exclusively for the first six months of
life, with continued breastfeeding in combination with
the gradual introduction of other forms of nutrition
beyond that time and into the second year [1]. Most
infants in Australia, as in many high-income countries,
are not exclusively breastfed for the first six months.
Although 80–90% of Australian women initiate breast-
feeding, fewer than half are giving their infants any breast
milk by six months [2,3], with marked differences by
socio-economic group [2].

This paper focuses on the factors affecting breastfeeding
duration; those associated only with the initiation of breast-
feeding are not discussed. The literature regarding factors
associated with breastfeeding duration is extensive; those
summarised here were identified as part of a substantial
literature review [4] where papers were selected purpo-
sively based on study type. Priority was given to: studies
where data had been systematically collected prospec-
tively as part of cohort studies or randomised controlled
trials; recent significant articles of relevant subject areas,
for example where a substantial literature review had been
undertaken; and studies that considered confounding fac-
tors by conducting multivariate analysis to adjust for con-
founders or interactions.

Given the breadth of the literature, Table 1 has been devel-
oped to present a summary of the factors associated with
duration of breastfeeding, stratified by category. Major
categories considered are: maternal factors; hospital prac-
tices and obstetric factors; and other potential influences.
Factors which are consistently reported as being positively
associated with duration of breastfeeding are an intention
to breastfeed [5-15]; earlier timing of the decision to
breastfeed [7,9,16-18]; increasing maternal age [8,9,11-
13,15,18-23]; higher maternal education
[7,9,11,14,19,21,24-26]; not smoking [19,21,23,27-30],
or smoking less [25]; and being married [21] or not being
single [22].

Some factors were so inconsistent in their reported associ-
ation with breastfeeding that they were unable to be cate-
gorised for consistency of association. Ethnicity has had
an association with breastfeeding duration in some stud-
ies from multicultural communities, though the direction
of the association is inconsistent [19,22,31,32]. For exam-
ple, migrant women from some groups may be less likely
to breastfeed in a new country [31,33,34], whereas
women from other cultural backgrounds may have higher
rates of breastfeeding than non-migrant women [31,34].
With some factors such as maternal employment, it is dif-
ficult to compare the findings between studies, given that

different countries have differing maternity leave entitle-
ments and structures.

Whilst there are trends across countries and cultural
groups regarding the factors which influence or predict
breastfeeding outcomes, it seems clear from the literature
that there are many factors that influence breastfeeding,
and different factors will be in play depending on individ-
ual circumstances. There are however, certain groups for
whom the evidence is consistent, regardless of culture and
ethnicity, and for whom the risk of early breastfeeding ces-
sation (or non-initiation of breastfeeding) is higher, such
as younger women who have less education and who are
single.

The aim of this paper is to use combined data from a ran-
domised controlled trial to describe and present the fac-
tors which predicted or were associated with women
continuing to breastfeed any breast milk until at least the
time of a telephone interview six months postpartum. Fac-
tors that are associated with six month breastfeeding out-
comes and appear amenable to change could be used to
plan interventions aimed at increasing the proportion of
women breastfeeding to six months and beyond.

Ethics approval was obtained from The Royal Women's
Hospital and La Trobe University Human Research Ethics
Committees.

Methods
The current paper uses data collected in a randomised
controlled trial designed to test the effect of two different
educational interventions provided in mid-pregnancy on
the initiation and duration of breastfeeding (the ABFAB
trial) [35]. Participants were randomly allocated to a con-
trol group or one of two small-group interventions: a pre-
viously designed and tested tool to teach practical aspects
of breastfeeding [36] or an exploration of family attitudes
to breastfeeding. All eligible women booking to have a
baby at the Royal Women's Hospital (RWH) (Melbourne)
between May 1999 and August 2001 were approached to
participate. Inclusion criteria were: women booking as
public patients; having a first child; between 16 and 24
weeks pregnant at the time of recruitment; able to speak,
read and write in English. Exclusion criteria included
physical problems that prevented breastfeeding or choos-
ing birth centre or private obstetric care. In Australia,
women who book for either of these two models of preg-
nancy care are more likely to initiate and continue breast-
feeding.

Demographic data and information on women's breast-
feeding intentions were collected at recruitment by self-
administered questionnaire, prior to randomisation. Pri-
mary and secondary outcome data were collected by inter-
Page 2 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)



International Breastfeeding Journal 2006, 1:18 http://www.internationalbreastfeedingjournal.com/content/1/1/
Table 1: Factors associated with the duration of breastfeeding, stratified by consistency of reports

Factors Consistent associations reported in the literature Associations reported in the literature but not found 
consistently

Positive association
 – breastfeeding duration

Negative or no association 
– breastfeeding duration

Positive association
 – breastfeeding duration

Negative or no association 
– breastfeeding duration

Maternal & 
social factors

Intention to breastfeed [5, 6-15] Higher body mass index 
[27, 46, 47]

Having a previous child/
children [21, 23]

Previous infant feeding 
method (no association) [9]

Earlier timing of decision to 
breastfeed [7, 9, 16-18]

Having a previous baby 
increased planned duration 
[6]

Breastfeeding confidence (no 
association) [7]

Increasing age
 [8, 9, 11-13, 15, 18-23]

The better the previous 
breastfeeding experience, 
the more positive 
association with subsequent 
breastfeeding duration 
[14, 23]

Lower income [48]

Higher education 
[7, 9, 11, 14, 19, 21, 24-26]

Breastfeeding confidence 
[6, 8, 10, 14, 22, 32, 49]

A view that the feeding 
method makes no difference 
to the baby's health [42]

Not smoking [19, 21, 23, 27-30] 
or smoking less [25]

Higher social class [50, 51] More positive attitude to 
bottle feeding [11]

Being married [21] or not being 
single [22]

Higher income [20] Employment plans (no 
association) [9, 11, 12]

Higher socioeconomic 
status [2]

Returning to work [22]

Maternal attitude to infant 
feeding [24] or negative 
attitude to formula feeding 
[7]

Parity (no association) [20]

Having been breastfed 
oneself [42]

Perception of lack of support 
for breastfeeding [6]

Attendance at childbirth 
education classes [9]

Partner's perceived 
preference for breastfeeding 
[12, 22, 42, 52]

Breastfeeding knowledge 
[53]

Hospital 
practices & 
obstetric 
factors

Early postnatal discharge (no 
association) [5, 23, 55, 56]

Earlier breastfeeding 
initiation 
[7,10, 18, 32, 57, 58]

Caesarean section [9]

Early postnatal discharge [59] Rooming-in [12, 32, 60] Birth type (no association)
 [7, 61]

Commercial discharge packs 
(but effect more on exclusivity) 
[62]

Early skin-to-skin contact 
[63, 64]

Early infant to breast contact 
(no association) [12]
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view in hospital after the birth (or by telephone if the
woman was already discharged) and by telephone inter-
view at six months, using structured questionnaires. Med-
ical/obstetric hospital data were obtained electronically
from the hospital data system after each woman had her
baby.

The sample size for the original trial had the power to
identify an increase in breastfeeding at discharge for prim-
iparae who were public patients from 75 % (audit data
1998) to 85 % (estimated as the proportion in private
patients), with 95 % confidence and 80 % power. Two
hundred and seventy women per group were required for
this, and allowing for 20 % loss to follow-up, the required
numbers were 324 per group, or 972 in total [37]. This
sample size also had the power to identify an increase in
breastfeeding at six months from 38 % (estimated from
unpublished 1995 Victorian Maternal and Child Health
data as likely for RWH primiparae) to 52 % in either inter-
vention group compared with the control group. Of the
981 women recruited to the trial, outcome data were
available for 889 women at six months postpartum. Nei-
ther intervention increased breastfeeding initiation or
duration compared to standard care. Overall, 96% of
women were feeding at least some breast milk at two to

four days after the birth and 53% were continuing to feed
at least some breast milk at the time of the six month tel-
ephone interview [35]. With respect to the sample size for
this analysis we used the 'rule of ten'; that is, that at least
ten 'cases' are required for each variable in the model [38].

Given the strength and consistency of the association
between infant feeding intention and breastfeeding out-
comes, data on feeding intention were collected at several
time points. When asked at recruitment how they planned
to feed their baby, 26% of women responded that they
planned to breastfeed for six months or more. When
asked after the birth if, and how long they planned to
breastfeed, 63% of women said they planned to breast-
feed for six months or more. When asked at the six month
interview what their original intentions were, an even
higher proportion reported that they had originally
intended to breastfeed for six months or longer (73%). In
the regression model the first two variables were com-
bined to take into account the change of intention, to
become a single variable with four categories: 'Intended to
breastfeed six months or more at recruitment and in hos-
pital interview'; 'Did not intend to breastfeed six months
at recruitment but DID at in hospital interview'; 'Intended
to breastfeed six months at recruitment but NOT at in hos-

Breastfeeding 
encouragement from a 
health professional [22]

Use of formula during the 
postnatal hospital stay [26, 65] 
(but not associated in earlier 
meta-analysis [64])

Other 
potential 
influences

Introduction of solids with 
continued breastfeeding (no 
association) [66]

Mastitis [15] Breastfeeding problems such 
as sore and cracked nipples 
(no association) [7]

Introduction of formula 
[10, 15, 58, 66]

Early breastfeeding problems 
[22]

Inverted nipples [15]

Infant birth weight >2500 g 
[21]

Lower infant birth weight [23]

Infant birth weight (no 
association) [9]

Male infant [12]

Admission to special care 
nursery [12]

Use of dummies (pacifiers) 
[15, 25, 26]

Use of dummies (pacifiers) (no 
association) [67]

Table 1: Factors associated with the duration of breastfeeding, stratified by consistency of reports (Continued)
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pital interview'; and 'Never intended to breastfeed six
months or more'.

Outcome data were combined for use in a logistic regres-
sion model to explore which factors predicted women
continuing to breastfeed at six months postpartum. Any
breastfeeding at six months was the outcome of interest
(dependent variable). Independent variables were
included in the model based on the literature and discus-
sion with peers, and were each tested individually against
the dependent variable. Most of the data collected were
categorical, and are presented in those categories, for
example smoking pre-pregnancy, where women ticked
the response category which was correct for them. In some
cases responses were collected in more than one question,
but have been collapsed into one outcome variable to
reflect a continuum. An example is education, which was
collected separately as secondary and tertiary education
levels, but which was combined to become one variable
with three categories: did not complete secondary educa-
tion; completed secondary education (but not tertiary);
and completed tertiary education. Maternal body mass
index (BMI) was calculated as weight in kilograms divided
by height in metres squared, and the categories used were:
underweight (BMI < 20); normal weight (BMI 20–25);
overweight (BMI >25 and < 30); and obese (BMI ≥ 30).

Logistic regression was used for binary or categorical vari-
ables, t-tests for continuous variables that were normally
distributed and the Mann-Whitney test for continuous
variables which were not normally distributed. Variables
were included in the preliminary regression model if the
p-value of the Wald statistic was ≤ 0.2, or if there was an a
priori reason for their inclusion. Once the variables were
assigned to the preliminary model, a decision was made
regarding missing values. Where possible, all observations
were retained. Categorical variables in which the issue of
being missing may in itself have had some influence on
the outcome had a code added to categorise 'missing', so
all observations could be included in the model. In other
variables where there was no pattern to 'missingness',
observations that had missing data were dropped from
the dataset.

All variables chosen for inclusion in the preliminary
model were entered into the regression model, and varia-
bles were eliminated one at a time with subsequent regres-
sions. Only variables with a Wald statistic p-value of =
0.05 were retained in the model [38]. The likelihood ratio
test was used to test each subsequent model with the pre-
vious one, to ensure that the newer, simpler model did
not differ significantly from the previous model except for
the removal of the relevant variable. The process was
repeated until only significant variables remained.

A range of tests and checks were conducted prior to con-
sidering the model final: continuous variables were
checked to ensure that the relationship between the con-
tinuous variable and outcome was a linear association; all
covariates eliminated following the original univariate
analysis were added back into the model one at a time to
check that none had become significant given the reduced
model (any significant variables would have been
retained, but there were none in which this was the case);
and the model was tested for interactions and confound-
ers as well as goodness of fit. As a final step in the model-
ling process, individual covariate patterns were examined
to check for outliers which may have exerted extreme
influence or leverage on the model. STATA [39] was used
for data analysis.

Results
Some demographic data are presented in Table 2 to dem-
onstrate that the women who were available for data col-
lection at six months (n = 889) were very similar to those
who were originally recruited (n = 981). Table 3 shows the
characteristics of sample for each independent variable
included in the final model (n = 764).

Thirty-three covariates of interest were identified, and
tested initially at the univariate level. Of these, 25 had a p-
value of ≤ 0.2 and were included in the preliminary
model. Three variables in the preliminary model, smok-
ing, income and BMI had missing values recoded as 'miss-
ing'. Observations were dropped from the dataset where
values were missing for a further 15 variables, where
'missingness' was not considered to be an issue and where
there was no pattern to 'missingness', leaving data from
86% (764/889) of the original sample of women availa-
ble for inclusion in the model.

Variables that were identified as potentially associated
with continuing to feed any breast milk by six months but
were not significant at the univariate level were gender of
the baby; weight of the baby; marital status; type of birth;
having at least one episode of mastitis; self-reported

Table 2: Comparison of demographic data at recruitment
 (n = 981) and those remaining in sample at six months (n = 889)

Demographic characteristics n %
(of 981)

n %
(of 889)

Lives with husband/partner 864 88.0 788 88.6
Completed secondary school 734 74.9 670 75.4
Pension/benefit main family 
income

122 12.4 101 11.4

Smoked prior to pregnancy 362 36.9 324 36.4
English first language 813 82.9 744 83.4
Age at recruitment, years (mean, 
sd)

28.3 (5.7) 28.3 (5.6)
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Table 3: Characteristics of sample for each independent variable (n = 764)

Factor No %

Had antenatal intention to breastfeed 6 months or more 203 26.6
Had postnatal intention to breastfeed 6 months or more 511 66.9
Desire to breastfeed

Very strong desire to breastfeed 595 77.9
Desire to breastfeed goes up and down 120 15.7
Sometimes think bottle (formula) feeding preferable 46 6.0
I think bottle (formula) feeding is preferable 3 0.4

Confidence in breastfeeding ability
Feel confident in ability to breastfeed baby 360 47.1
Breastfeeding difficult now but hope will get easier 368 48.1
Not feeling confident in ability to breastfeed baby 36 4.7

Partner's view of breastfeeding
My partner would prefer me to breastfeed 498 65.2
My partner does not mind how I feed the baby 22 2.9
My partner is supportive either way 232 30.4
My partner would prefer me to formula feed 8 1.2
Not sure 4 0.5

Family's view of breastfeeding
My family would prefer me to breastfeed 396 51.8
My family would prefer me to formula feed 30 3.9
My family is supportive either way 311 40.7
Not sure 27 3.5

Was breastfed as a baby
Breastfed as a baby 538 70.4
Not breastfed as baby 190 24.9
Own breastfeeding history not known 36 4.7

Smoking pre-pregnancy (number per day)
None 487 63.7
1–9 110 14.4
10–19 100 13.1
20–29 57 7.5
30–39 4 0.5
> 40 2 0.3
Did not answer question 4 0.5

Maternal body mass index
Underweight (< 20) 105 13.7
Normal weight (20–25) 477 62.4
Overweight (> 25 and < 30) 104 13.6
Obese (>= 30) 78 10.2

Baby admitted to special care 81 10.6
Gestation 702 91.9
Breastfed within 1 hour of birth 426 55.8
Received formula in hospital 217 28.4
Completed secondary education 589 77.1
Tertiary education

Not comp degree/diploma 343 44.9
Completing degree/diploma 58 7.6
Completed degree/diploma 363 47.5

Family income (AUD)
<$20,000 102 13.4
$20–30,000 87 11.4
$30–40,000 116 15.2
$40–50,000 84 11.0
> $50,000 331 43.3
Income category not completed 44 5.8

Region of birth
Australia 535 70.0
Asia 85 11.1
Other 144 18.9
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Employed/studying at 6 months postpartum 229 30.0
Attended childbirth education 619 81.0
Reported breastfeeding problems by day 2–4 455 59.6
Rated midwife home visit* extremely helpful for breastfeeding issues

Extremely helpful 140 18.3
Very helpful 301 39.4
A little helpful 129 16.9
Not helpful 53 6.9
Did not discuss/did not have home visit 141 18.5

Attended breastfeeding clinic breastfeeding clinic in first few weeks
Had breastfeeding problems but did not attend clinic 354 46.3
Had breastfeeding problems, did attend clinic 142 18.6
Had no breastfeeding problems 162 60.5

Anxiety or depression problem in first 6 months (self-report) 281 36.8
Relationship problems at all in first 6 months 101 13.2
Age at recruitment (mean, sd) 28.6 (5.57)

* In Victoria, Australia, all women receiving public maternity care are offered at least one midwife home visit postpartum, in the first few days after 
discharge from hospital.

Table 3: Characteristics of sample for each independent variable (n = 764) (Continued)
maternal physical health problems since the birth; rating
of nipple pain; and blood loss. When added back into the
final model one at a time, none of these variables became
significant. These variables are not included in a table. All
other variables tested at the univariate level were included
in the preliminary model.

The final model is presented in Table 4, with both unad-
justed and adjusted odds ratios and confidence intervals.
All covariates that were initially entered into the prelimi-
nary model are included in the table. Only those that
remained in the final model have adjusted odds ratios
presented. Numbers and proportions presented refer to
the numbers included in the final regression model (n =
764); the numbers are the number of women still breast-
feeding in any category and the denominator for the pro-
portion is the total number of women in that category. For
example, 404 women replied they were not confident
about breastfeeding, and of those 202 (50%) were breast-
feeding at six months. The odds ratio for age (and the cor-
responding confidence interval) has been adjusted to
make more sense clinically, expressing the association
with breastfeeding for each five year increase in age. This
was done by multiplying the coefficient for age by five,
prior to exponentiating it to obtain the odds ratio.

The factors that remained in the final model that were pos-
itively associated with breastfeeding any breast milk at six
months were: a very strong desire to breastfeed (AdjOR
2.18, 95%CI 1.45, 3.29); having been breastfed oneself as
a baby (AdjOR 1.73, 95% CI 1.19, 2.54); the woman
being born in an Asian country (AdjOR 1.57, 95%CI 1.57,
5.36); and older maternal age (AdjOR per 5 year increase
in age 1.58, 95% CI 1.35, 1.86). There was an increasing
association with increasing age. Factors that were nega-
tively associated with feeding any breast milk at six
months were: a woman having no intention to breastfeed

for six months or more (AdjOR 0.41, 95%CI 0.25, 0.67);
the baby receiving formula while in hospital (AdjOR 0.43,
95%CI 0.30, 0.62); the mother smoking 20 or more ciga-
rettes per day pre-pregnancy (AdjOR 0.47, 95%CI 0.26,
0.86); not attending childbirth education (AdjOR 0.46,
95%CI 0.29, 0.71); maternal obesity (AdjOR 0.49, 95%CI
0.28, 0.85); and self-reported anxiety or depression which
was a problem in the six months after birth (AdjOR 0.64,
95%CI 1.35, 1.86).

Discussion
The findings from this logistic regression analysis are sim-
ilar to associations reported in other studies. Breastfeed-
ing intentions/desire to breastfeed [5]; increasing
maternal age [9,15,18,20,22,23]; and a history of having
been breastfed oneself [40-42] were associated with
longer duration of breastfeeding. Smoking status
[19,21,23]; and non-attendance at childbirth education
classes [9] were associated with shorter duration. The find-
ings also add to the literature in other areas which have
been less reported on, such as the association between
breastfeeding outcomes and infants receiving formula in
hospital, maternal obesity, and having self-reported
depression or anxiety in the six months after the baby is
born. The association found here between being Asian-
born compared with Australian-born has not been
reported in other studies; there appears to be no consist-
ent pattern in breastfeeding outcomes based on ethnicity
[19,22,31,32]. Although education is a factor consistently
associated with breastfeeding outcomes
[7,9,11,14,19,21,24-26], it did not remain significant in
this analysis. For this group of women other factors had a
greater impact.

Given the complexity of factors that affect breastfeeding
outcomes, the question of 'where to from here?' is difficult
to answer. Empirical evidence points to very few areas
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Table 4: Regression analysis – associations with feeding any breast milk at six months

Factor N * % ** Odds
Ratio

(95% 
Confidence 
Interval)

Adj*** Odds
Ratio

(95% 
Confidence 
Interval)

Intention to breastfeed 6 months or more (asked at recruitment and 2–4 days after birth)
"Yes" at recruitment AND in hospital interview (ref) 107 68.6 1 1
"No" at recruitment but "Yes" at in hospital interview 205 57.8 0.63 (0.42, 0.93) 0.69 (0.44, 1.07)
"Yes" at recruitment but "No" at in hospital interview 27 57.5 0.62 (0.32, 1.21) 0.84 (0.39, 1.81)
Never intended to breastfeed 6 months or more 79 38.4 0.28 (0.18, 0.44) 0.41 (0.25, 0.67)

Desire to breastfeed
Other than very strong (ref) 54 32.0 1 1
Very strong 364 61.2 3.30 (2.34, 4.64) 2.18 (1.45, 3.29)

Confidence in breastfeeding ability
Other than confident (ref) 202 50.0 1 n/s
Feels confident 216 60.0 1.53 (1.15, 2.02) n/s

Partner's view of breastfeeding
Other than prefer breastfeed (ref) 132 50.8 1 n/s
Prefers me to breastfeed 283 56.8 1.52 (1.15, 2.02) n/s

Family's view of breastfeeding
Other than prefer breastfeed (ref) 180 48.9 1 n/s
Prefer me to breastfeed 238 60.1 1.95 (1.49, 2.55) n/s

Was breastfed as a baby
Not breastfed as baby (ref) 83 43.7 1 1
Breastfed as a baby 318 59.1 1.9 (1.33, 2.60) 1.73 (1.19, 2.54)
Breastfeeding history unknown 17 47.2 1.15 (0.56, 2.36) 1.72 (0.74, 4.03)

Smoked pre-pregnancy
No (ref) 291 59.8 1 1
1–19/day 101 48.1 0.62 (0.45, 0.86) 1.04 (0.70, 1.52)
20 or more/day 24 38.1 0.41 (0.24, 0.71) 0.47 (0.26, 0.86)
Did not answer question 2 50.0 0.67 (0.94, 4.82) 1.59 (0.19, 13.40)

Maternal body mass index
Normal weight (20–25) (ref) 272 57.0 1 1
Underweight (< 20) 63 60.0 1.16 (0.76, 1.76) 1.15 (0.70, 1.88)
Overweight (> 25 and < 30) 54 51.9 0.71 (0.47, 1.06) 0.70 (0.43, 1.12)
Obese (>= 30) 29 37.2 0.39 (0.25, 0.62) 0.49 (0.28, 0.85)

Baby admitted to special care
No (ref) 379 55.5 1 n/s
Yes 39 48.2 0.74 (0.47, 1.18) n/s

Gestation
< 37 weeks (ref) 31 50.0 1 n/s
37 weeks and over 387 55.1 1.12 (0.70, 1.79) n/s

Breastfed within 1 hour of birth
Yes (ref) 246 57.8 1 n/s
No 172 50.9 0.71 (0.54, 0.93) n/s

Received formula in hospital
No (ref) 328 60.0 1 1
Yes 90 41.5 0.39 (0.29, 0.53) 0.43 (0.30, 0.62)

Education
Completed tertiary (ref) 269 63.9 1 n/s
Completed secondary (but not tertiary) 96 48.5 0.53 (0.38, 0.75) n/s
Did not complete secondary 53 36.6 0.33 (0.22, 0.48) n/s

Family income (AUD)
<$20,000 (ref) 43 42.2 1 n/s
$20–50,000 149 52.0 1.43 (0.95, 2.12) n/s
>$50,000 206 62.2 2.06 (1.38, 3.09) n/s
Income missing 20 45.5 1.09 (0.59, 2.02) n/s

Region of birth
Australia (ref) 269 50.3 1 1
Asia 64 75.3 2.91 (1.84, 4.62) 2.90 (1.57, 5.36)
Other 85 59.0 1.58 (1.11, 2.24) 1.53 (0.99, 2.36)

Employed/studying at 6 months
No (ref) 306 57.2 1 n/s
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Yes 112 48.9 0.75 (0.56, 0.99) n/s
Attended childbirth education

Yes (ref) 364 58.8 1 1
No 54 37.2 0.45 (0.32, 0.63) 0.46 (0.29, 0.71)

Breastfeeding problems day 2–4
No (ref) 178 57.6 1 n/s
Yes 240 52.8 0.73 (0.55, 0.96) n/s

Rated midwife home visit extremely helpful for breastfeeding issues
No (ref) 321 53.3 1 n/s
Yes 85 60.7 1.36 (0.93, 1.97) n/s
Did not have home visit 12 54.6 1.05 (0.45, 2.47) n/s

Attended breastfeeding clinic
Had breastfeeding problems but did not attend clinic 
(ref)

177 50.0 1 n/s

Had breastfeeding problems, did attend clinic 79 55.6 1.25 (0.85, 1.85) n/s
Had no bf problems 162 60.5 1.53 (1.11, 2.12) n/s

Anxiety or depression problem in first 6 months (self-report)
No (ref) 280 58.0 1 1
Yes 138 49.1 0.78 (0.59, 1.03) 0.64 (0.46, 0.90)

Relationship problems at all in first 6 months
No (ref) 378 57.0 1 1
Yes 40 39.6 0.56 (0.38, 0.84) n/s

Age at recruitment (continuous variable used)# - - 0.48 # (0.35, 1.84) 1.58 # (1.35, 1.86)

* Number of women who gave that response who were continuing to breastfeed at 6 months
** Proportion of women who gave that response who were continuing to breastfeed at 6 months
***Adj: adjusted; bf: breastfeeding; n/s: not significant, not retained in model
# ORs for age are the odds per five year increase in age

Table 4: Regression analysis – associations with feeding any breast milk at six months (Continued)
where interventions have an effect in a population such as
the Australian one, which has relatively high breastfeed-
ing initiation. There is a number of more vulnerable
groups which have consistently been shown to be at
increased risk of ceasing breastfeeding early or not com-
mencing at all, such as younger mothers, those with less
education, women who smoke, women not planning to
breastfeed (or those who are unsure how they will feed
their baby) and women who come from families where
there has not been a culture of breastfeeding. One way of
addressing these issues might be to choose to work with
those groups, and test interventions that have been shown
to be successful elsewhere. Likewise, implementing and
evaluating interventions showing positive results, such as
volunteer peer support for breastfeeding, would be an
option. However, the context in which breastfeeding takes
place is complex and multidimensional, so it may be that
further work on the other aspects impacting on breast-
feeding (such as difficulties breastfeeding away from
home and/or in public places) should be explored concur-
rently with some of the measures mentioned here.

Antenatal breastfeeding intention is a strong indicator of
breastfeeding initiation and duration [5], and this seems
to be the case across almost all groups of women, such as
those with less formal education, younger women and
those with less social support. This an important area to
focus on in future interventions aimed at increasing
breastfeeding. Deciding to breastfeed prior to becoming

pregnant compared with making a later decision has been
associated with longer duration of breastfeeding
[17,42,43], so interventions that aim to increase women's
intention to breastfeed before pregnancy may also be of
benefit. In this study women who had either an antenatal
or postnatal intention to breastfeed six months or more
were just as likely to be breastfeeding at six months as
those who had this intention at both time points, suggest-
ing that interventions during pregnancy that aim to
increase women's intention to breastfeed may have an
effect. It is important to also keep in mind that some of
the variables that were included in the model may have
some relationship to each other, for example it may be
that some babies were not breastfed within one hour of
birth, or received formula in hospital because the mother
did not have such a strong intention to breastfeed. Some
cross-over such as this is perhaps inevitable, but should be
kept in mind, and associations checked prior to inclusion
in models such as this.

It is likely that women's opinions of optimal breastfeed-
ing duration, in Australia at least, may not match WHO
recommendations, even among those who do breastfeed,
and that health care providers' expectations of the opti-
mum length of breastfeeding differ from women's views
and expectations. Despite the recognised health benefits
of breastfeeding for at least six months, it may be that the
WHO goals, or the notion of maintaining breastfeeding to
at least six months (regardless of whether the existence of
Page 9 of 12
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the WHO goals is known), is viewed as neither desirable
nor feasible in some populations.

The results regarding the associations between smoking
and breastfeeding outcomes for the women who partici-
pated in ABFAB are consistent with the literature; how-
ever, this still needs to be interpreted in light of the fact
that smoking itself is strongly associated with having no
partner, having a lower income, being less educated,
being depressed and being more likely to be exposed to
violence [44]. Women who smoke may be less motivated
or have less intention to breastfeed, [28,45] but again this
may related to other contextual factors. In this study we
used self reported pre-pregnancy smoking to include in
our regression model, and the negative association found
between smoking and breastfeeding was confined to
women who reported smoking 20 or more cigarettes per
day pre-pregnancy. Of those who reported smoking 20 or
more per day pre-pregnancy, 68% (42/62) continued to
smoke in pregnancy, compared to 31% (62/203) of those
who reported smoking less than 20 pre-pregnancy.

Women were probably more likely to agree to participate
in the study if they had an interest in breastfeeding, and
only six women who participated in the trial responded at
recruitment that they intended to formula feed. In the
original trial context this applied equally to women in all
three trial arms, and is a common issue in any prospective
study. In terms of this analysis it could be viewed as posi-
tive. That is, the factors found to be associated with breast-
feeding duration in this analysis pertain to a group of
women who, on the whole, intended to breastfeed.

The study was limited to primiparous women who could
speak, read and write English. A further restriction on the
study population was that women choosing birth centre
or private obstetric care were excluded from the outset.
These factors may limit the generalisability of the study
findings. We did not seek the views of partners and family
directly.

Conclusion
Factors positively associated with breastfeeding any breast
milk at six months were: a very strong desire to breastfeed;
having been breastfed oneself as a baby; the mother being
born in an Asian country; and being older. Factors nega-
tively associated with feeding any breast milk at six
months were: a woman having no intention to breastfeed
for six months or more; baby receiving formula while in
hospital; smoking 20 or more cigarettes per day pre-preg-
nancy; not attending childbirth education; maternal obes-
ity; and having self-reported anxiety or depression which
was a problem in the six months after birth. Of these, the
factors that have been less reported in the literature
included: giving babies formula in hospital; maternal

obesity; and self-reported maternal depression or anxiety
in the six months after the baby is born. Interventions that
seek to increase breastfeeding should consider focusing
on women who are most at risk of early discontinuation
of breastfeeding.

Competing interests
The author(s) declare that they have no competing inter-
ests.

Authors' contributions
DF was involved in study coordination and implementa-
tion, questionnaire design and primary data analysis, and
drafted the manuscript. HM was involved in study coordi-
nation and implementation, questionnaire design and
data analysis. JL was involved in overseeing study imple-
mentation, coordination, questionnaire design, and data
analysis. All authors read and approved final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
Thank you to the women who participated in the study during a busy 
period in their lives, and also to Lisa Amir and Fiona Bruinsma for their 
input and advice with this analysis and paper.

Thank you also to the funding bodies. A National Health and Medical 
Research Council project grant funded the trial, with additional PhD schol-
arship funding from The Royal Women's Hospital (Melbourne) and The 
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation

References
1. World Health Organization: Expert consultation on the optimal

duration of exclusive breastfeeding. Conclusions and recom-
mendations.   [http://www.who.int/inf-pr-2001/en/note2001-
07.html].

2. Donath S, Amir LH: Rates of breastfeeding in Australia by State
and socio-economic status: Evidence from the 1995 National
Health Survey.  J Paediatr Child Health 2000, 36:164-168.

3. Maternal and Child Health 2002/03 Annual Data Summary.
Statewide Breastfeeding Details   [http://www.dhs.vic.gov.au/
mch]

4. Forster DA: Breastfeeding - making a difference: predictors,
women's views, and results from a randomised controlled
trial.  In PhD Thesis Melbourne, La Trobe; 2005:422. 

5. Donath SM, Amir LH, ALSPAC Study Team: Relationship between
prenatal infant feeding intention and initiation and duration
of breastfeeding: a cohort study.  Acta Paediatr 2003, 92:352-356.

6. O'Campo P, Faden RR, Gielien AC, Wanc MC: Prenatal factors
associated with breastfeeding duration: recommendations
for prenatal interventions.  Birth 1992, 19:195-201.

7. Lawson K, Tulloch MI: Breastfeeding duration: prenatal inten-
tions and postnatal practices.  J Adv Nurs 1995, 22:841-849.

8. Blyth RJ, Creedy DK, Dennis CL, Moyle W, Pratt J, De Vries SM,
Healy GN: Breastfeeding duration in an Australian popula-
tion: the influence of modifiable antenatal factors.  J Hum Lact
2004, 20:30-38.

9. Grossman LK, Fitzsimmons SM, Larsen-Alexander JB, Sachs L, Harter
C: The infant feeding decision in low and upper income
women.  Clin Pediatr 1990, 29:30-37.

10. Coreil J, Murphy JE: Maternal commitment, lactation practices,
and breastfeeding duration.  JOGNN 1988:273-278.

11. Avery M, Duckett L, Dodgson J, Savik K, Henly SJ: Factors associ-
ated with very early weaning among primiparas intending to
breastfeed.  Matern Child Health J 1998, 2:167-179.

12. Scott JA, Landers MCG, Hughes RM, Binns CW: Factors associated
with breastfeeding at discharge and duration of breastfeed-
ing.  J Paediatr Child Health 2001, 37:254-261.
Page 10 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.who.int/inf-pr-2001/en/note2001-07.html
http://www.who.int/inf-pr-2001/en/note2001-07.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10760016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10760016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10760016
http://www.dhs.vic.gov.au/mch
http://www.dhs.vic.gov.au/mch
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12725552
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12725552
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12725552
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1472267
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1472267
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1472267
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8568056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8568056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14974698
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14974698
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10728273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10728273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10728273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11468040
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11468040
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11468040


International Breastfeeding Journal 2006, 1:18 http://www.internationalbreastfeedingjournal.com/content/1/1/
13. Li L, Li S, Ali M, Ushijima H: Feeding practices of infants and their
correlates in urban areas of Beijing, China.  Pediatr Int 2003,
45:400-406.

14. Kronborg H, Vaeth M: The influence of pyschosocial factors on
the duration of breastfeeding.  Scand J Public Health 2004,
32:210-216.

15. Vogel A, Hutchison BL, Mitchell EA: Factors associated with the
duration of breastfeeding.  Acta Paediatr 1999, 88:1320-1326.

16. Jones DA, West DR: Effect of a lactation nurse on the success
of breast-feeding: a randomised controlled trial.  J Epidemiol
Community Health 1986, 40:45-49.

17. Gross SM, Caulfield LA, Bentley ME, Bronner Y, Kessler L, Jensen J,
Paige DM: Counseling and motivational videotapes increase
duration of breast-feeding in African-American WIC partic-
ipants who initiate breast-feeding.  J Am Diet Assoc 1998,
98:143-148.

18. Lynch SA, Koch AM, Hislop G, Coldman AJ: Evaluating the effect
of a breastfeeding consultant on the duration of breastfeed-
ing.  Can J Public Health 1986, 77:190-195.

19. Nolan L, Goel V: Sociodemographic factors related to breast-
feeding in Ontario: results from the Ontario Health Survey.
Can J Public Health 1995, 86:309-312.

20. Schwartz K, D'Arcy HJS, Gillespie B, Bobo J, Longeway M, Foxman B:
Factors associated with weaning in the first 3 months post-
partum.  J Fam Pract 2002, 51:439-444.

21. Lande B, Andersen LF, Baerug A, Trygg KU, Lund-Larsen K, Veierod
MB, Bjorneboe GEA: Infant feeding practices and associated
factors in the first six months of life: The Norwegian Infant
Nutrition Survey.  Acta Paediatr 2003, 92:152-161.

22. Taveras EM, Capra AM, Braveman PA, Jensvold NG, Escobar GJ, Lieu
TA: Clinician support and psychosocial risk factors associated
with breastfeeding discontinuation.  Pediatrics 2003,
112:108-115.

23. Waldenström U, Aarts C: Duration of breastfeeding and breast-
feeding problems in relation to length of stay: a longitudinal
cohort study of a national Swedish sample.  Acta Paediatr 2004,
93:669-676.

24. Scott JA, Shaker I, Reid M: Parental attitudes toward breast-
feeding: their association with feeding outcome at hospital
discharge.  Birth 2004, 31:125-131.

25. Clements MS, Mitchell EA, Wright SP, Esmail A, Jones DR, Ford RPK:
Influences on  breastfeeding in southeast England.  Acta Paedi-
atr 1997, 86:51-56.

26. Riva E, Banderali G, Agostoni C, Silano M, Radaelli G, Giovannini M:
Factors associated with initiation and duration of breastfeed-
ing in Italy.  Acta Paediatr 1999, 88:411-415.

27. Rutishauser IHE, Carlin JB: Body mass index and duration of
breast feeding: a survival analysis during the first six months
of life.  J Epidemiol Community Health 1992, 46:559-565.

28. Donath SM, Amir LH, Team ALSPACS: The relationship between
maternal smoking and breastfeeding duration after adjust-
ment for maternal infant feeding intention.  Acta Paediatr 2004,
93:1514-1518.

29. Horta BL, Kramer MS, Platt RW: Maternal smoking and the risk
of early weaning: a meta-analysis.  Am J Public Health 2001,
91:304-307.

30. Ratner PA, Johnson JL, Bottorff JL: Smoking relapse and early
weaning among postpartum women: is there an association?
Birth 1999, 26:76-82.

31. Homer CSE, Sheehan A, Cooke M: Initial infant feeding decisions
and duration of breastfeeding in women from English, Ara-
bic and Chinese-speaking backgrounds in Australia.  Breast-
feed Rev 2002, 10:27-32.

32. Buxton KE, Gielen AC, Faden RR, Brown CH, Paige DM, Chwalow AJ:
Women intending to breastfeed: predictors of early infant
feeding experiences.  Am J Prev Med 1991, 7:101-106.

33. Rossiter JC: The effect of a culture-specific education program
to promote breastfeeding among Vietnamese women in
Sydney.  Int J Nurs Stud 1994, 31:369-379.

34. Forster D, McLachlan H, Lumley J, Beanland C, Waldenström U, Amir
L, Harris H, Dyson K, Earl D: Two mid-pregnancy interventions
to increase the initiation and duration of breastfeeding: a
randomized controlled trial.  Birth 2004, 31:176-182.

35. Duffy EP, Percival P, Kershaw E: Positive effects of an antenatal
group teaching session on postnatal nipple pain, nipple
trauma and breastfeeding rates.  Midwifery 1997, 13:189-196.

36. Forster DA, McLachlan H, Lumley J, Beanland CJ, Waldenström U,
Harris H, Earl D, Dyson K: ABFAB. Attachment to the breast
and family attitudes to breastfeeding. The effect of breast-
feeding education in the middle of pregnancy on the initia-
tion and duration of breastfeeding: a randomised controlled
trial (ISRCTN21556494).  BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 2003, 3:5.

37. Lemeshow S: Logistic regression analysis: course manual:
April 2004; Hobart.  Volume 1. Lemeshow and Hosmer; 2004:214. 

38. Stata Corporation: STATA 8.0 Statistics/Data Analysis.  2003
[http://www.stata.com]. College Station, Texas, Stata Corporation

39. Noble S, ALSPAC Study Team: Maternal employment and the
initiation of breastfeeding.  Acta Paediatr 2001, 90:423-428.

40. Cox SG, Turnbull CJ: Choosing to breastfeed or bottle-feed: an
analysis of factors which influence choice.  Breastfeeding Review
1994, 2:459-464.

41. Jones DA, West RR, Newcombe RG: Maternal characteristics
associated with the duration of breast-feeding.  Midwifery 1986,
2:141-146.

42. Scott JA, Landers MCG, Hughes RM, Binns CW: Psychosocial Fac-
tors Associated With the Abandonment of Breastfeeding
Prior to Hospital Discharge.  Journal of Human Lactation 2001,
17:24-30.

43. Butterworth P: Lone mothers' experience of physical and sex-
ual violence: association with psychiatric disorders.  Br J Psych
2004, 184:21-27.

44. Amir LH, Donath SM: Does maternal smoking have a negative
physiological effect on breastfeeding? The epidemiological
evidence.  Birth 2002, 29:112-123.

45. Donath SM, Amir LH: Does maternal obesity adversely affect
breastfeeding initiation and duration?  J Paediatr Child Health
2000, 36:482-486.

46. Hilson JA, Rasmussen KM, Kjolhede CL: Maternal obesity and
breast-feeding success in a rural population of white women.
Am J Clin Nutr 1997, 66:1371-1378.

47. Martens PJ, Derksen S, Mayer T, Walld R: Being born in Manitoba.
Can J Public Health 2002, 93:s33-s38.

48. Papinczak TA, Turner CT: An analysis of personal and social fac-
tors influencing initiation and duration of breastfeeding in a
large Queensland maternity hospital.  Breastfeeding Review 2000,
8:25-33.

49. Jones DA, West RR: Lactation nurse increases duration of
breast feeding: a randomised controlled trial.  Arch Dis Child
1985, 60:772-774.

50. Hitchcock NE, Coy JF: Infant-feeding practices in Western Aus-
tralia and Tasmania: a joint survey, 1984-1985.  Med J Aust
1988, 148:114-117.

51. Scott JA, Binns CW, Aroni RA: The influence of reported pater-
nal attitudes on the decision to breast-feed.  J Paediatr Child
Health 1997, 33:305-307.

52. Susin LRO, Giugliani ERJ, Kummer SC, Maciel M, Simon C, Da Silveira
LC: Does parental breastfeeding knowledge increase breast-
feeding rates?  Birth 1999, 26:149-156.

53. Brown S, Small R, Faber B, Krastev A, Davis P: Early postnatal dis-
charge from hospital for healthy mothers and term infants
(Cochrane Review). Issue 1.  In The Cochrane Library John Wiley &
Sons, Ltd; 2004. 

54. Gunn TR, Thompson JM, Jackson H, McKnight S, Buckthought G,
Gunn AJ: Does early hospital discharge with home support of
families with preterm infants affect breastfeeding success? A
randomized trial.  Acta Paediatr 2000, 89:1358-1363.

55. Boulvain M, Perneger TV, Othenin-Girard V, Petrou S, Berner M,
Irion O: Home-based versus hospital-based postnatal care: a
randomised controlled trial.  BJOG 2004, 111:807-813.

56. Salariya EM, Easton PM, Cater JI: Duration of breastfeeding after
early initiation and frequent feeding.  Lancet 1978:1141-1143.

57. Berra S, Sabulsky J, Rajmil L, Passamonte R, Pronsanto J, Butinof M:
Correlates of breastfeeding duration in an urban cohort
from Argentina.  Acta Paediatr 2003, 92:952-957.

58. Heck KE, Schoendorf KC, Chavez GF, Braveman P: Does postpar-
tum length of stay affect breastfeeding duration? A popula-
tion-based study.  Birth 2003, 30:153-159.

59. Lindenberg CS, Artola RC, Jimenez V: The effect of early post-
partum mother-infant contact and breast-feeding promo-
tion on the incidence and continuation of breast-feeding.  Int
J Nurs Stud 1990, 27:179-186.
Page 11 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12911474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12911474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15204182
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15204182
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10626515
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10626515
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3519825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3519825
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12515413
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12515413
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12515413
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3742402
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3742402
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3742402
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8556676
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8556676
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12019051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12019051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12019051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12710639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12710639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12710639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12837875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12837875
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15174793
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15174793
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15174793
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15153132
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15153132
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15153132
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9116426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9116426
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10342540
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10342540
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10342540
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1494068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1494068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1494068
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15513582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15513582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15513582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11211645
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11211645
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10687570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10687570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12227561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12227561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12227561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1910883
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1910883
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1910883
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7928125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7928125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7928125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15330879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15330879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15330879
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9511686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9511686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9511686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12946279
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12946279
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12946279
http://www.stata.com
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11332935
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11332935
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3640995
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3640995
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11847848
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11847848
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11847848
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12000412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12000412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12000412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11036806
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11036806
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9394689
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9394689
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12580388
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10842578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10842578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10842578
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4037866
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4037866
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3340022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3340022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9323617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9323617
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10655814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10655814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11106050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11106050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11106050
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15270928
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15270928
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=82695
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=82695
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12948072
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12948072
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12948072
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12911797
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12911797
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12911797
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2379980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2379980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2379980


International Breastfeeding Journal 2006, 1:18 http://www.internationalbreastfeedingjournal.com/content/1/1/
Publish with BioMed Central   and  every 
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for 
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."

Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK

Your research papers will be:

available free of charge to the entire biomedical community

peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance

cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central 

yours — you keep the copyright

Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

BioMedcentral

60. Patel RR, Liebling RE, Murphy DJ: Effect of operative delivery in
the second stage of labour on breastfeeding success.  Birth
2003, 30:255-260.

61. Donnelly A, Snowden HM, Renfrew MJ, Woolridge MW: Commer-
cial hospital discharge packs for breastfeeding women
(Cochrane Review).  In The Cochrane Library John Wiley & Sons,
Ltd; 2000:Issue 1. 

62. Anderson GC, Moore E, Hepworth J, Bergman N: Early skin-to-
skin contact for mothers and their healthy newborn infants.
In The Cochrane Library John Wiley & Sons, Ltd; 2004:Issue 2. 

63. Bernard-Bonnin AC, Stachtchenko S, Girard G, Rousseau E: Hospi-
tal practices and breastfeeding duration: a meta-analysis of
controlled trials.  Birth 1989, 16:64-66.

64. Alikasifoglu M, Erginoz E, Gur ET, Baltas Z, Beker B, Arvas A: Factors
influencing the duration of exclusive breastfeeding in a group
of Turkish women.  J Hum Lact 2001, 17:220-226.

65. Hornell A, Hofvander Y, Kylberg E: Solids and formula: associa-
tion with pattern and duration of breastfeeding.  Pediatrics
2001, 107:e38.

66. Collins CT, Ryan P, Crowther CA, McPhee AJ, Paterson S, Hiller JE:
Effect of bottles, cups, and dummies on breast feeding in pre-
term infants: a randomised controlled trial.  BMJ 2004,
329:193-198.
Page 12 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14992156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14992156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2547392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2547392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2547392
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11847987
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11847987
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11847987
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11230619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11230619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15208209
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15208209
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15208209
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References

