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Background: Postpartum parental mental health problems pose a serious risk for child
development and often remain undetected in postpartum primary care. Within the frame-
work of the German Midwifes Prevention Study, the aim of this study was to investigate
the presence of postpartum emotional distress in mothers and fathers, and the detection
of distressed parents by midwives in a primary care setting. We also examined whether a
temporal extension of the postpartum midwife care period is associated with greater use
of midwife contacts and higher rates of referral to further professional support if needed.

Methods: Mothers, fathers, and midwives filled out questionnaires at 2weeks (t1) and
6months (t2) postpartum. Compared to standard care in the control group (CG), midwives
in an intervention group (IG) offered extended postpartum care of 6months postpartum.
Parental psychological distress was assessed using the Edinburgh postnatal depression
scale (EPDS). Midwives reported on parental psychological distress as well as the number
of postpartum contacts and referrals to additional social- and health-care providers.

Results: Based on their ratings, midwives identified half of mothers and around one-
quarter of fathers with elevated depressive symptoms according to the EPDS at t1 and
t2. IG mothers used significantly more midwife contacts than CG mothers. IG mothers
with high-postnatal psychological distress at t2 used significantly more contacts than
mothers with lower levels of distress. IG mothers with high-psychological distress at t2
were referred to additional support services more often than mothers with lower levels of
distress.

Keywords: postpartum emotional distress, midwives, postpartum support

Introduction

The birth of a child is a joyful event and a gain in resources formost families (1–3), but the transition
to parenthood also requires major adaptations and involves a set of challenges and demands that can
result in parental emotional distress. A significant number ofmothers and fathers experiencemental
health problems during the postpartum period. Themean prevalence rate of postpartum depression
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(PPD) in women is generally between 10 and 15% (4–6). In a
recent large scale studywith 10,000 postpartumAmericanwomen,
14% of new mothers tested positive for depressive symptoms
using the Edinburgh postnatal depression scale (EPDS) (7). In a
German community sample, Reck et al. (8) reported a somewhat
lower prevalence rate of 8.7% for elevated depressive symptoms
measured with the EPDS within the first 3months postpartum.
Although research has strongly focused on postnatal mental
health in mothers, the postpartum period is also challenging for
fathers (9). There is a growing body of research showing that men
can also be affected by postnatal mental health problems, includ-
ing depressive symptoms (10–14). A meta-analysis on paternal
pre- and postnatal depression found an overall prevalence rate
of 10.4%, with substantially higher rates postpartum than during
pregnancy (15). Gawlik et al. (16) recently reported a prevalence
of 7.8% for elevated depressive symptoms measured with the
EPDS in fathers 4–6weeks postpartum in a German community
sample.

Postpartum depressive symptoms have been associated with
a range of socio-demographic and psychosocial risks. Maternal
peri- and postnatal risk factors for depressive mood include pre-
natal depression and anxiety, low self-esteem, parenting stress,
life stress, lack of social support, marital relationship prob-
lems, lifetime history of depression, difficult infant temperament,
maternity blues, marital status, low socioeconomic status, and
unwanted/unplanned pregnancy (17–19). For fathers, Wee et al.
(20) found that having a partner with depression, low marital sat-
isfaction, and low social supportwere themost common correlates
of postnatal depressive symptoms reported in the literature.

There is ample evidence that postpartum parental mental
health problems present a serious risk to child development (21–
23). While the association between maternal PDD and infant
outcomes has been extensively studied, more recent studies also
investigated the negative effects of different forms of maternal
and paternal psychological distress, including parenting stress and
anxiety symptoms (24, 25).

Long-lasting negative effects of postnatal parental distress have
been attributed to impaired early parent–child interactions and
parenting behavior (26–28). During infancy, maternal and pater-
nal emotional distress is associated with impaired parent–child
bonding (29), impaired cognitive and motor development (30),
and infant regulatory problems [e.g., excessive crying, sleep-
ing, and feeding problems; (31–33)], which in turn adversely
affect the child’s later development (34, 35). Although rare,
parental mental health problems are also known to be associated
with a heightened risk for child maltreatment (36, 37). Beyond
infancy, parental postpartum emotional distress is longitudinally
linked to impaired cognitive and social–emotional development
in preschool (14, 38) and school-aged (39) children. Parental
perinatal psychological distress was even found to be a significant
risk factor for adult offspring psychopathology (40).

Because of the significant long-term effects of impaired post-
natal parental mental health and early parenting, a multitude
of early preventive interventions have been developed that use
different approaches to support parents and foster healthy living
conditions for children. Existing programs mostly target at-risk
families and many are home based to serve families that may

otherwise be difficult to engage in supportive services (41). There
is a meta-analytic evidence for the effectiveness of postnatal sup-
port programs provided to selected high-risk samples (i.e., low-
income families, teenage mothers) that enhance positive maternal
behavior, which in turn promotes positive child outcomes (41–
43). Home visitation programs were found to be more effective
when there was frequent contact (44). While the results on selec-
tive interventions to support high-risk families are promising,
no evidence was found for universal beneficial effects of early
preventive interventions in unselected low-risk samples (45).

In light of this research, it seems reasonable to include universal
screening procedures in primary care services to identify families
in need of more specialized interventions (46). This is highlighted
by the fact that, in spite of the increasing awareness of parental
postnatal mental health issues, maternal psychological distress
frequently remains undetected, even though childbearing women
are in regular, routine contact with health professionals (47–50).
Identification of distressed or at-risk parents can therefore be
considered as a substantial issue in postnatal care settings, as it
provides a necessary pre-condition for referral and intervention
(51). The systematic use of self-report screening questionnaires,
such as the EPDS, has been shown to increase the detection of
women at-risk for postnatal depression compared with routine
clinical assessment (52, 53).

Midwives play a key role in the German pre-, peri-, and
postnatal primary care system, as they have low-threshold and
non-stigmatizing access to their clients and their work is highly
accepted in most families (54). Especially in the early postpartum
period, parents are open to changes in behavior and attitudes, and
are willing to accept offers of support (55). Midwives are therefore
in a key position to support new families and arrange referrals to
specialist services if needed (56).

In standard care after delivery, the German compulsory health
insurance service catalog covers up to 36 midwife contacts within
the first 8 weeks postpartum. The first 20 contacts can be used
within the first 10 days, and the remaining 16 can be distributed
until the end of the eighth week of the postpartum period. Beyond
the end of the eighth week, the service catalog covers up to
four additional midwife contacts for breast-feeding problems. If
more midwife contacts are needed, the mother needs a doctor’s
certificate. No reliable nationwide data are available on how many
families in Germany actually use the maximum number of mid-
wife contacts covered by health insurance, but presumably only a
minority actually receive full care.

Within the framework of the German Midwife Prevention
Study [Hebammenpräventionsstudie; HPS; see Ref. (57)], the
postpartum care period was extended from 8weeks to 6months
to promote greater use of regular postnatal midwife support. The
assumption was that women would receive more regular midwife
visits they are entitled to if they could use this service over a longer
time period. Despite the rather sobering international findings
with respect to the effectiveness of universal early interventions
(45), the expansion of the postnatal care period within HPS was
not linked to the presence of specific risk factors in families. This
approach was chosen because of the possibility that more midwife
contacts would foster detection of risks and burdens in families in
a non-stigmatizing way, and thus, lead to higher referral rates to
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specialist service providers if necessary. In this way, a prolonged
care period could have a preventive effect.

The aims of the present study are to investigate

(1) the presence of elevated postnatal depressive symptoms in
mothers and fathers shortly after birth and at 6months post-
partum, and midwife detection of mothers and fathers with
elevated levels of psychological distress;

(2) whether extending the postnatal care period promotes greater
use of postpartum midwife contacts, and whether parents
with high-postnatal distress use more midwife contacts;

(3) the provision of information and referrals to other profes-
sional health- and social-care providers by midwives.

Materials and Methods

Study Design
A quasi-experimental design was used, since random assignment
of families to experimental conditions was not possible due to
administrative concerns. At first, participating midwives in com-
parable model and control regions in Bavaria and Rhineland-
Palatinate (Germany) were assigned to either the intervention
group (IG) offering prolonged postpartum midwifery care or to
the control group (CG) offering standard care, according to the
region that they were working. The IG postpartum care period
ranged from birth to the end of the sixth month postpartum
period. CG postpartum care also began with birth, but ended
at the end of the eighth week, reflecting the current standard of
care in Germany. Groups therefore only differed with respect to
the extended time interval of the IG, in which women could use
their standard midwife contacts, which are normally restricted till
the end of the eighth week postpartum. For comparative mea-
surement, an additional contact at the end of the sixth month
was made in the CG. Since participation of midwifes in the
CG was low, midwifes were later assigned in either to the IG
or CG according to study registration. While participating in
the study, mothers and fathers as well as their midwives filled
out questionnaires at two time points. The first-time point (t1)
was within the first 2 weeks after delivery and the second time
point (t2) was approximately 6months later. Data collection was
conducted from November 2010 to October 2012. Mothers and
fathers were recruited for study participation by their midwives,
who participated in the HPS and who provided oral as well as
written information about study participation. After providing
written informed consent, questionnaires were handed over to
the parents by their midwives, who returned them by mail to
the study administration at the Philipps-University of Marburg.
Midwives filled out online questionnaires. Since parents handed
over the completed questionnaires to their midwives in a closed
envelope, midwifes were blind to parent data. The study protocol
was approved by the ethics committee of the Psychology Faculty
of Philipps-University of Marburg, Germany.

Participants
Inclusion Criteria
According to the inclusion criteria for study participation, par-
ticipating midwives approached mothers who had delivered live

singleton infants if they were at least 18 years of age (full legal age)
and insured by the Allgemeine Ortskrankenkassen (AOK).

Sample
Out of the 240midwifes who originally registered for study partic-
ipation, only 104midwives (IG= 73; CG= 31) finally participated
in the study. Reasons for study drop out were investigated in a
sub-sample of 73 (IG= 54; CG= 19)midwifes via short telephone
interviews. The main reason for study drop out according to the
midwives was that not enough of their clients were insured with
the AOK, which was an inclusion criterion for study participation.
Another reason frequently mentioned was that they did not want
to burden families with the questionnaire battery shortly after
birth. At t1, questionnaires from 320mothers and 285 fathers were
sent back to the study administrators. Because recruitment was
conducted by midwives, the non-responder rate is not available,
since they did not assess this. Midwives themselves filled out
online questionnaires for 323 families. For the purpose of the cur-
rent analyses, data sets were only included if the t1 questionnaire
from themother was available. This led to the exclusion of 38mid-
wife questionnaires and 9 father questionnaires. Three mothers
were excluded because they were younger than 18 years of age,
leading to a final sample size of 317 mothers, 276 fathers, and 285
corresponding midwife questionnaires. As can be seen in Table 1,
sample size was unequally distributed between groups. At t2,
questionnaires from 225 mothers, 194 fathers, and 211 midwives
were available. For the purpose of t1–t2 comparisons, question-
naires were only included in the data analyses if the corresponding
questionnaire from both assessments were available, leading to
a final sample of 216 mothers, 185 fathers, and 198 midwives.
Compared to the t1 sample, the drop-out rate was 31.86% for
mothers (IG: 27.3%, CG: 48.53%), 32.97% for fathers (IG: 27.62%,
CG: 50%), and 30.53% for midwives (IG: 24.12%, CG: 56.14%).

Measures
Mothers, fathers, and midwives completed a battery of question-
naires at t1 and t2. Only those measures relevant to the purpose of
this study are described here; for details of the study, see Anding
et al. (57).

Socio-Demographic Information
The t1 questionnaires for mothers and fathers covered demo-
graphic questions regarding age, highest level of school education

TABLE 1 | Study sample (number of available questionnaires from parents
and midwives) at t1 and t2.

t1 t2

Total
sample

IG CG Total
sample

IG CG

Mothers 317 249 68 216 181 35
Fathers 276 210 66 185 152 33
Midwives 285 228 57 198a 173 25

t1 =within 2weeks postpartum; t2 =6months postpartum; IG, intervention group; CG,
control group.
aFor 28 t2 midwife questionnaires, the corresponding t2 mother questionnaire was not
available.
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(0= no school graduation, 4= high school graduation), country
of birth (as an indicator of immigration status), number of inhab-
itants of residence (1= <500 to 8=more than 1,000,000) and
mothers were asked about their number of children.

A basic questionnaire for midwifes covered demographic ques-
tions regarding age, immigration background, and work experi-
ence (years they have been actively working in their profession)
and was filled out by midwifes at the time of study registration.

Measures of Parental Emotional Distress
Edinburgh postnatal depression scale
The German version of the EPDS (58, 59) was used to assess
depressive symptoms in mothers and fathers at t1 and t2. The
EPDS is an internationally established and widely used 10-item
self-report screening questionnaire to identify PPD. However, the
EPDS is not a diagnostic instrument and can therefore not be used
for clinical diagnosis [see, e.g., Ref. (60)]. Originally designed to
screen for postnatal depression in newmothers, the EPDS has also
been validated for the use in fathers (13, 61). In this study, the
recommended cut-off scores of≥13 for mothers (58) and≥11 for
fathers (61) were used to detect cases of probablemajor depression
in parents.

Rating of parental emotional distress by midwives
At t1 and t2, midwives were asked if the mother/father was expe-
riencing a high level of psychological distress (binary item). The
question included no further definition of the term “psychological
distress,” but relied on the midwives’ expertise. Midwives were
blind to parental EPDS scores.

Number of Postpartum Midwife Contacts
At 6months postpartum, midwives reported on all postpartum
contacts with their clients, including the date of contact. Three
different time windows were considered in the analyses: the first-
time window (time 1) started at birth and covered the first 10 days
postpartum, the second time window (time 2) covered the period
from the 11th day to the end of the eighth week postpartum (the
end of the regular postnatal care period), and the last timewindow
(time 3) covered the remaining time from the beginning of the
ninth week until the end of the sixth month postpartum. Midwife
contacts were defined as the total number of contacts reported by
themidwives andno further differentiationwasmadewith respect
to the type of contact.

Information Brokering and Referrals by Midwives,
and Parental Use of Professional Support
At t2, midwives were asked if they had provided information
about further professional support services (e.g., medical services
or youth welfare services) to families, and if they had referred
the family to any kind of professional support service (binary
items). Independently of their referrals, midwives were also asked
whether the family was currently using further professional sup-
port (binary item).

At t2, mothers and fathers were asked whether they were
currently using professional mental health services (binary item).

Statistical Analyses
Preliminary analyses were performed to check for baseline group
differences in socio-demographic measures and parental EPDS
scores. To analyze group differences in metric variables, separate
multivariate ANOVAs were performed for mothers’ and fathers’
socio-demographic characteristics (age, education, and number
of children for mothers) and EPDS scores. Group differences
in the distribution of categorical variables were evaluated using
Pearson’s χ2 tests. The same analyses were performed to compare
mothers who dropped out of the survey and mothers for whom
data from both time points were available. Baseline group differ-
ences between IG and CG were then included as covariates in the
subsequent analyses of variance.

The number of midwife contacts was compared between
groups using a repeated-measures ANCOVA to analyze the tem-
poral distribution of contacts across the three postpartum time
intervals (with time as a within-subject factor and group as a
between-subject factor). To investigate midwives’ identification of
highly distressed parents, agreement between parental self-report
of postnatal distress (EPDS) and midwives’ ratings of psycho-
logical distress was calculated. Data about midwife information
brokering and referrals in the IG and CG were compared using
Pearson’s χ2 tests. Partial eta squared (η2

p) was used as an indicator
of effect size in all analyses of variance. A significance level of
p= 0.05 (two-tailed) was used for all analyses. All analyses were
performed with SPSS 20 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA).

Results

Preliminary Analyses
Baseline Sample Characteristics
Descriptive statistics are shown in Table 2. There was a small
but significant difference in socio-demographic characteristics

TABLE 2 | Descriptive statistics of parental socio-demographic character-
istics and EPDS scores at t1 and t2.

Total (N=317) IG (N= 249) CG (N=68)

M SD M SD M SD

Mothers Age 28.83 5.22 28.42 5.16 30.32 5.18
Education 2.89 0.83 2.84 0.84 3.08 0.77
Number of children 1.57 0.78 1.54 0.80 1.65 0.72
EPDS t1 7.22 5.06 7.14 5.04 7.52 5.14
EPDS t2

a 5.19 4.71 5.03 4.54 6.07 5.49
Number of inhabitantsc 3.76 1.82 3.74 1.79 3.85 1.95

Total (N=267) IG (N= 210) CG (N=66)

Fathers Age 32.18 6.21 31.62 6.28 33.96 5.66
Education 2.75 0.88 2.68 0.87 2.99 0.87
EPDS t1 4.27 3.57 4.20 3.41 4.51 4.06
EPDS t2

b 3.76 3.67 3.98 3.65 2.76 3.67

t1 =within 2weeks postpartum; t2 =6months postpartum; IG, intervention group; CG,
control group; total, total sample.
aTotal N=216; IG N=181; CG N=35.
bTotal N=185; IG N=152; CG N=33.
cNumber of inhabitants (1=<500, 2=500–1000, 3=1000–2000, 4=2000–5000,
5=5000–20,000, 6=20,000–100,000, 7=100,000–1,000,000, 8=more than
1,000,000).
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between IG and CG mothers [F(3,313)= 3.562, p= 0.015; Wilks’
Λ = 0.967; η2

p = 0.033], such that CG mothers were significantly
older [F(1,315)= 7.227, p= 0.008; η2

p = 0.022] and had a higher
level of education [F(1,315)= 4.348, p= 0.038; η2

p = 0.014]. The
number of children did not differ [F(1,315)= 1.047, p= 0.307;
η2

p = 0.003]. The same pattern was observed for fathers
[F(2,273)= 5.685, p= 0.004; Wilks’ Λ = 0.960; η2

p = 0.040] with
respect to age [F(1,274)= 7.296, p= 0.007; η2

p = 0.026] and
education level [F(1,274)= 6.162, p= 0.014; η2

p = 0.022].
ANOVAs revealed no group differences in EPDS scores for
mothers [F(1,315)= 0.278, p= 0.592; η2

p = 0.001] or fathers
[F(1,274)= 0.377, p= 0.540; η2

p = 0.001]. One hundred and
seventy-five (55.2%) mothers in the sample were primipara, and
174 (54.9%) of the newborn babies were male. The proportion of
first-time mothers [χ2(1)= 2.323, p= 0.133] and the distribution
of child gender [χ2(1)= 0.409, p= 0.583] did not differ between
groups. About 18% of mothers and 15% of fathers were born in
another country, with no differences between groups [mothers:
χ2(1)= 1.405, p= 0.288; fathers: χ2 = 2.915, p= 0.092]. Because
of the baseline group differences, maternal and paternal age and
education level were included as covariates in the analyses of
variance.

Socio-Demographic Characteristics and Qualification
of the Midwives
The mean age of the midwives was 40.33 (SD= 9.06) years and
theirmeanwork experience (years they have beenworking in their
profession) was 15.68 (SD= 8.73) years, with no significant differ-
ences between IG and CG [age: F(1,84)= 0.432, p= 0.513; η2

p =

0.005; work experience: F(1,75)= 0.009, p= 0.926; η2
p < 0.001].

A total of 23.1% of the midwives had an immigration back-
ground, again with no difference between groups [χ2(1)= 1.730,
p= 0.231].

Drop-Out Analyses
There were no significant differences in age, education, and
number of children between mothers who dropped out of the
survey (N = 101) and mothers who participated at both time
points (N = 216) [F(3,313)= 1.620, p= 0.060; Wilks’ Λ = 0.982;
η2

p = 0.014]. There was a significant difference in EDPS scores
[F(1,315)= 8.629, p= 0.004; η2

p = 0.027], such that mothers who
dropped out had higher EPDS scores (M= 8.43, SD= 5.34 versus
M= 6.66, SD= 4.83). There were no differences in the propor-
tion of primipara [χ2(1)= 2.683, p= 0.115], immigration back-
ground [χ2(1)= 0.653, p= 0.255], or child gender [χ2(1)= 2.527,
p= 0.117].

Parental Psychological Distress
Identification of Highly Distressed Parents at t1
Edinburgh postnatal depression scale cut-off scores of≥13 (moth-
ers) and ≥11 (fathers) were used to identify parents with high-
psychological distress. There was no difference in the percentage
of highly strained mothers and fathers between groups. Frequen-
cies and inferential statistics are shown in Table 3.

Midwives rated 25% of mothers and 10% of fathers as having
high-psychological distress (see Table 4). While there was no
difference in midwife ratings between groups for mothers, there
was a difference in ratings for fathers [χ2(1)= 5.35, p= 0.022],
because only one CG father was rated as heavily distressed.

Agreement between self-report of parental distress (EPDS)
and midwife ratings was inspected when both parental and mid-
wife ratings were available (Table 5). Midwives identified 47.83%

TABLE 3 | Number and proportion of mothers and fathers scoring above and below EPDS cut-offs at t1 and t2 and inferential statistics of between group
comparisons.

t1 t2

Total IG CG χ2 p Total IG CG χ2 p

N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)

Mothers EPDS≥13 51 (16.1) 41 (16.5) 10 (14.7) 0.123 0.853 20 (9.3) 16 (8.8) 4 (11.4) 0.234 0.629
EPDS≤12 266 (83.9) 208 (83.5) 58 (85.3) 196 (90.7) 165 (91.2) 31 (88.6)

Fathers EPDS≥11 15 (5.4) 11 (5.2) 4 (6.1) 0.066 0.761 11 (5.9) 9 (5.9) 2 (6.1) 0.001 0.975
EPDS≤10 261 (94.6) 199 (94.8) 62 (93.9) 174 (94.1) 143 (94.1) 31 (93.9)

N, number of mothers/fathers below or above EPDS cut-offs; IG, intervention group; CG, control group; total, total sample, t1 =within 2weeks postpartum, t2 =6months postpartum.

TABLE 4 | Numbers and percentages of psychological distressed parents at t1 and t2 according to midwifes’ judgments and inferential statistics.

t1 t2

Total IG CG χ2 p Total IG CG χ2 p

Mothersa N (%) 72 (25.3) 61 (26.8) 11 (19.3) 1.34 0.307 40 (20.2) 35 (20.2) 5 (20) 0.001 0.979

Fathersb N (%) 27 (9.9) 26 (12.0) 1 (1, 8) 5.35 0.022 17 (9.1) 14 (8.6) 3 (12.5) 0.387 0.534

aMidwives judgments of mothers’ psychological distress (t1: N=285; t2: N=198).
bMidwives’ judgments of fathers’ psychological distress (t1: N=273; t2: N=187).
Total, total sample; IG, intervention group; CG, control group; t1 =within 2weeks postpartum; t2 =6months postpartum.
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TABLE 5 | Number and percentages of highly distressed parents (EPDS>cut-off) identified as highly distressed by midwife ratings at t1 and t2.

t1 t2

Total IG CG Total IG CG

Mothers with EPDS≥13 identified as distresseda 22/46 (47.83%) 17/37 (45.94%) 5/9 (55.56%) 9/18 (50.00%) 7/15 (46.67%) 2/3 (66.67%)
Fathers with EPDS≥11 identified as distresseda 3/14 (21.43%) 3/11 (27.27%) 0/3 (–) 2/8 (25.00%) 2/8 (25%) –

aMidwife judgment on whether the mother/father is experiencing high levels of psychological distress (yes/no).
Total, total sample; IG, intervention group; CG, control group; t1 =within 2weeks postpartum; t2 =6months postpartum.

(22/46) of mothers and 21.43% (3/14) of fathers with high EPDS
scores. The rates within groups were 45.94% (17/37) and 27.27%
(3/11) for IG mothers and fathers, respectively, and 55.56% (5/9)
and 0% (0/3) for CG mothers and fathers, respectively.

Identification of Highly Distressed Parents at t2
Descriptive statistics of parental EPDS scores at t2 are shown in
Table 2. At 6months postpartum, 10% of mothers and 6% of
fathers had EPDS scores above the cut-off. Again, there was no
difference in the percentage of highly strained parents between
groups (see Table 3).

Midwives identified 20% of mothers and 9% of fathers as
highly distressed at 6months postpartum. There was no differ-
ence between groups regarding the proportion of emotionally
distressed mothers and fathers.

Agreement between parental distress according to EPDS scores
and midwife ratings was inspected when both parental and cor-
responding midwife ratings were available (Table 5). At 6months
postpartum, midwives identified 50% (9/18) of mothers and 25%
(2/8) of fathers with high EPDS scores. In the IG, 46.67% (7/15)
of mothers and 25% (2/8) of fathers with high EPDS scores were
judged as heavily distressed by midwives. In the CG, 66.67% (2/3)
of mothers with high EPDS scores were also judged as heavily
distressed by midwives. No CG fathers had high EPDS scores or
were judged as heavily distressed by midwives.

Number of Midwife Contacts
Data on postpartum midwife contact were not available in 21
cases, leading to a sample of N= 177 data sets for statistical
analyses. Descriptive statistics for the number of midwife contacts
are presented in Table 6. A repeated measure ANCOVA [with
time as a within-subject factor (three levels: time 1, time 2, time
3), group as a between-subject factor (IG, CG), and age and
education as covariates] was performed. Mauchly’s test indicated
that the assumption of sphericity was violated [χ2(2)= 31.486,
p< 0.001], therefore, degrees of freedom were corrected using
Greenhouse–Geisser estimates of sphericity (ε = 0.857). There
was a significant main effect of group [F(1,173)= 9.92, p= 0.002,
η2

p = 0.054], indicating that IG mothers used more midwife
contacts than CG mothers, and a significant interaction between
time and group, indicating differences in the temporal distri-
bution of contacts between groups [F(1.713,296.415)= 10.373,
p< 0.001, η2

p = 0.057]. The main effect of time was not signif-
icant [F(1.713,296.415)= 1.757, p= 0.174, η2

p = 0.010]. Further
univariate ANCOVAs revealed a higher use of contacts in the IG
versus CG group between day 11 and the end of week 8 post-
partum [F(1,173)= 4.062, p= 0.045, η2

p = 0.023], and between

TABLE 6 | Descriptive statistics for the number and temporal distribution of
postpartum midwife contacts.

Total (N=177) IG (N= 151) CG (N= 26)

M SD M SD M SD

Total number of contacts 20.95 9.68 21.90 9.58 15.46 8.50
Time 1 4.49 2.82 4.49 2.90 4.5 2.37
Time 2 8.52 3.96 8.76 3.98 7.12 3.60
Time 3 7.952 5.67 8.65 5.47 3.92 5.19

Total, total sample; IG, intervention group; CG, control group; total number of contacts,
number of midwife contacts between day of birth and the end of the sixth month
postpartum; Time 1, number of contacts within the first 10 days postpartum; Time 2,
number of contacts between the 11th day and the end of the eighth week postpartum;
Time 3, number of contacts between the beginning of the ninth week and the end of the
sixth month postpartum.

9weeks and 6months postpartum [F(1,173)= 16.056, p< 0.001,
η2

p = 0.085], whereas there was no significant difference between
groups within the first 10 days postpartum [F(1,173)= 0.001,
p= 0.971, η2

p = 0.000].
Next, contact frequency was compared between mothers with

high levels of postnatal depressive symptoms (EPDS≥ 13) within
the first 2 weeks postpartum (t1) and mothers who did not show
elevated symptoms at t1. Because data on midwife contacts were
only available for three CG mothers with elevated t1 EPDS scores,
no comparison between mothers with elevated t1 EPDS scores
in the IG versus CG was conducted, and only IG data were
analyzed (N = 142). Contact data were available for 22 IG moth-
ers who had high t1 EPDS scores. The average number of con-
tacts between birth and the sixth month postpartum was 21.59
(SD= 9.95) for mothers with t1 EPDS≤ 12 (N = 129), and 23.68
(SD= 6.94) for mothers with t1 EPDS≥ 13. A repeated-measures
ANCOVA [with time (three levels: time 1, time 2, time 3) and
maternal distress at t1 (EPDS≤ 12, EPDS≥ 13) as within-subjects
factors, and age and education as covariates] was performed.
Mauchly’s test indicated that the assumption of sphericity was
violated [χ2(2)= 24.416, p< 0.001], therefore, degrees of freedom
were corrected using Greenhouse–Geisser estimates of sphericity
(ε = 0.867). There was a significant main effect of time [F(1.733,
254.767)= 3.472, p= 0.039, η2

p = 0.023], but no significant
interaction between time and maternal distress at t1 [F(1.733,
254.767)= 0.656, p= 0.499, η2

p = 0.004], and no significant main
effect of maternal distress at t1 [F(1,147)= 1.010, p= 0.317, η2

p =

0.007].
The same analysis was performed to compare contact fre-

quency of mothers with t2 EPDS scores ≥13 to mothers with t2
EPDS scores ≤12. Again, because data on midwife contacts were
only available for three CG mothers with elevated t2 EPDS scores,
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no comparison between mothers with elevated t2 EPDS scores in
the IG versus CG was conducted, and only IG data were analyzed.
Because maternal t2 EPDS scores and data on midwife contacts
were required for this comparison, the samplewas further reduced
to N= 132. The average total number of contacts between birth
and 6months postpartum was 21.46 (SD= 8.841) for mothers
with t2 EPDS≤ 12 (N = 119), and 27.54 (SD= 16.16) for mothers
with t2 EPDS≥ 13 (N = 13).

A repeated-measures ANCOVA [with time (three levels: time 1,
time 2, time 3) andmaternal distress at t2 (EPDS≤ 12, EPDS≥ 13)
as within-subject factors, and age and education as covariates]
was performed. Mauchly’s test indicated that the assumption
of sphericity was violated [χ2(2)= 18.715, p< 0.001], therefore,
degrees of freedom were corrected using Greenhouse–Geisser
estimates of sphericity (ε = 0.879). There was no significant main
effect of time [F(1.759, 225.15)= 2.921, p= 0.063, η2

p = 0.022],
and no significant interaction between time and maternal distress
at t2 [F(1.759, 225.15)= 3.038, p= 0.057, η2

p = 0.023]. How-
ever, there was a significant main effect of maternal distress at t2
[F(1,128)= 4.447, p= 0.037, η2

p = 0.034], indicating that moth-
ers with t2 EPDS≥ 13 used significantly more midwife contacts.

Information Brokering and Referrals to
Professional Support Providers
Midwives stated that they provided information about profes-
sional support to 58% of their clients. About 10% of the families
were referred to other professional health- or social-care providers
bymidwives. Irrespective of their referrals,midwives reported that
14% of families were using additional professional support. There
were no significant associations between group and information
provided, referrals to professional services, and use of professional
services (see Table 7). Eleven mothers and two fathers reported
that they were currently undergoing psychiatric or psychothera-
peutic treatment (see Table 7). Of those mothers who reported
that they were currently receiving professional mental health
treatment, 63.63% (7/11) had t2 EPDS scores ≥13. Thus, 35%
(7/20) of the mothers with t2 EPDS scores ≥13 were receiving
mental health treatment.

Due to the small sub-sample of CG mothers with t2 EPDS≥ 13
(N= 4) and the small total number of referrals and uses in the
CG, further analyses of associations between maternal distress,
referrals, and use rates were only conducted for the IG (see
Table 8). Information provided, referrals, and use rates were
significantly associated with maternal distress (t2 EPDS≥ 13) in
the IG, indicating that mothers with high distress were more fre-
quently informed about additional support, were more frequently
referred to corresponding services by midwives, and were more
frequently using them, compared to mothers with lower distress.

Discussion

A significant number of parents reported high levels of psycholog-
ical distress shortly after birth and at 6months postpartum. The
rates of elevated depressive symptoms of 16 and 9% for mothers
at t1 and t2, respectively, and around 6% at both time points for
fathers in the present study are consistent with other research on
the prevalence of postnatal parental psychological distress in Ger-
many (8, 16). Midwives’ ratings suggested higher prevalence rates

TABLE 7 | Information provided, referrals, and use, and inferential statistics.

Total IG CG χ2 p

N % N % N %

Informationa Yes 115 58.1 104 60.1 11 44.0 2.33 0.136
No 83 41.9 69 39.9 14 56.0

Referralsb Yes 19 9.6 16 9.2 3 12.0 0.191 0.662
No 179 90.4 157 90.8 22 88.0

Usec Yes 28 14.1 26 15.0 2 8.0 0.889 0.540
No 170 85.9 147 85.0 23 92.0

Treatmentd

Mothers Yes 11 5.1 8 4.5 2 8.0 1.010 0.394
No 203 94.9 171 95.5 23 92.0

Fathers Yes 2 1.1 2 1.3 0 – – –
No 182 98.9 149 98.7 33 100

Total, total sample; IG, intervention group; CG, control group.
aMidwife has informed family about professional support (yes/no).
bMidwife has referred family to professional support providers (yes/no).
cFamily actually uses professional support.
dMother/father currently receives professional mental health treatment.

TABLE 8 | Information provided, referrals, and use for IGmothers with EPDS
≥13 and ≤12, and inferential statistics.

t2 EPDS≥ 13 t2 EPDS≤ 12 χ2 p

N % N %

Informationa Yes 13 86.7 75 55.6 5.389 0.020
No 2 13.3 60 44.4

Referralsb Yes 6 40.0 6 4.4 23.188 <0.001
No 9 60.0 129 95.6

Usec Yes 8 53.3 13 9.6 21.416 <0.001
No 7 46.7 122 90.4

Treatmentd Yes 5 31.3 3 1.8 29.515 <0.001
No 11 68.8 160 98.2

aMidwife has informed family about professional support (yes/no).
bMidwife has referred family to professional support providers (yes/no).
cFamily actually uses professional support.
dMother/father currently receives professional mental health treatment.

of parental psychological distress than parental self-report.Within
2weeks postpartum, midwives rated 25% of mothers and 10% of
fathers as highly distressed. At 6months postpartum, midwives
rated 20 and 9% of mothers and fathers, respectively, as highly
distressed. Even though these rates are quite high, this result
is consistent with other research. For example, in a study with
German, Swiss, and Austrian midwives, midwives retrospectively
estimated that about one-third of the women that they were caring
for were experiencing high levels of emotional distress (56).

Midwives identified 48% (t1) and 50% (t2) of women with high
EPDS scores. This indicates that 50% of the mothers experiencing
significant postnatal depressive symptoms remained undetected
bymidwives. In the present study, midwives were blind to parents’
EPDS scores and judgments relied on their expertise and work
experience. This is consistent with other research on the detection
of postnatal depressive symptoms in routine postnatal care when
no systematic identification strategy is in use. For example, in a
study byMorris-Rush et al. (50), primary care providers who were
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blind tomothers’ EPDS scores identified 14/27 (51.9%) ofmothers
with elevated symptoms. In other studies, detection rates were
even lower, and ranged around 30% (48). Since early detection of
womenwith increased emotional distress provides an opportunity
for referral and early intervention, and may therefore prevent
serious long-term consequences, active identification strategies
including routine screening in primary care seem reasonable (51,
62). Positive effects of training on postnatal depression screening
and implementation of standardized tools in primary care on the
detection of highly distressed mothers have already been reported
in the literature (52, 62).

To our knowledge, the present study is the first to investigate
detection of postnatal psychological distress in fathers in a
primary postnatal care setting. Midwife detection rates for fathers
with high levels of postnatal depression symptoms were found
to be substantially lower than for mothers, with only 21% (t1)
and 25% (t2) identified. Thus, the vast majority of highly strained
fathers were not recognized by midwifes in routine care after
birth. However, this is not surprising, as midwife care is focused
on advice, support, and care for the mother and child, and fathers
are involved to a lesser degree. While postpartum mental health
problems in fathers and their effects on child development have
only been recently recognized in the scientific literature, this is
still a neglected issue in routine care. In light of the growing body
of evidence that paternal postpartum mental health problems
are independently associated with detrimental effects on child
development, the results of the present study underscore the fact
that more research is needed to address mental health issues in
new fathers.

Temporal extension of the postnatal midwife care period was
associated with greater use of general midwife support. On aver-
age, IG families used six additional midwife contacts compared
to CG families who received standard postpartum midwife care.
However, the mean number of contacts in both groups was far
below the available 36 contacts. IG mothers with high psycho-
logical distress at 6months postpartum used significantly more
midwife contacts than mothers with lower levels of postnatal
distress. Although this might represent a promising prevention
effect, this study does not show whether higher use is due to dis-
tressed mothers making more demands on support or midwives
offering more frequent contacts to women in need of additional
support. Whether this higher use of midwife contacts by highly
distressed mothers is associated with potential long-term benefits
to mother and child well-being cannot be addressed here because
no follow-up data are available.

Midwives stated that they frequently informed their clients
about additional support. General referral rates did not differ
between the IG and CG, but in the IG, rates of providing infor-
mation and referrals to additional support providers were signifi-
cantly higher for mothers with high levels of depressive symptoms
compared to mothers with lower distress levels (information:
87 versus 56%, referrals: 40 versus 4%). Although a comparison
with the CG was not possible due to small sample sizes, this
is a promising result, underscoring the significant position and
potential of midwives within the primary postnatal care system.

The results of this study show that irrespective of referrals
arranged by midwives, 53% of highly distressed mothers (versus
10% of low-distress mothers) were using additional support at

6months postpartum.However, this implies that half of themoth-
ers with high levels of psychological distress were not receiving
any support other than standard care at the time of the survey.
Of mothers with elevated depressive symptoms at 6months post-
partum, 35% reported that they were undergoing psychiatric or
psychotherapeutic treatment.

The study has several methodological limitations that need to
be considered. The sample size of the CGwas small, and the drop-
out rates from t1 to t2 was high, especially in the CG. Telephone
interviews with a sub-sample of 73 midwives revealed that prac-
tical reasons (i.e., lack of clients who fit in the inclusion criteria
for study participation) and apprehensions to burden families
with questionnaires including very personal issues shortly after
birth were the main reasons for midwives to refrain from study
participation. Especially within the CG, barriers for study partic-
ipation can assumed to be high, since midwives did not have the
opportunity to offer prolonged service to their clients. High drop-
out rateswithin theCGmight in part be attributable to the fact that
the second point of data collection (t2) was outside the regular care
period so that midwives might not have been in contact with their
clients anymore – even though they were offered the possibility
for an additional contact at 6months postpartum. The highest
drop-out rate actually occurred for the midwife questionnaires
within the CG, indicating that midwives in some cases did not
complete the online questionnaire although they had sent back
the completed questionnaires of their clients. However, it can be
noted that other studies with a universal approach and quasi-
experimental design have similar participation problems [see, for
example, Ref. (63)], so that this might be less a specific feature
of the HPS, but a general problem of universal approach studies
with a long time frame between the measuring times, the absence
of direct contacts of the participants (families) with the research
institutions, and a relatively comprehensive measuring instru-
ment. Since recruitment of families for study participation was
conducted by the midwives, no information is available about the
rate of non-responders.Moreover, since it cannot be ruled out that
midwifes selectively approached families for study participation,
generalizability of results is limited due to potential sampling bias.
Drop-out analyses further revealed that dropouts and responders
significantly differed with respect to maternal distress, such that
women who experienced high-psychological distress at t1 were
more likely to drop out of the survey than mothers with lower
levels of distress at t1. Although not surprising, this of course
also challenges the generalizability of our results, since it affects
the central research question whether especially those women
showing high levels of distress can be reached and further referred
in the context of a temporal extended postnatal midwifery care
period.

There were methodological differences in the assessment of
psychological distress between parental self-report and midwife
ratings: midwives’ ratings of parental distress were only assessed
with a binary item and the term “psychological distress” was
not further defined. Midwives were therefore not explicitly asked
to rate parental depressive symptoms and their judgments did
not include severity ratings. Midwives therefore relied on their
expertise in judging whether parents were suffering high levels
of psychological distress against the background that their mean
work experiencewas around15 years.Within the framework of the
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HPS, midwives were blind to parents EPDS scores and were not
specifically trained or instructed to screen for mental health prob-
lems in their clients. Thus, their judgments reflect their current
knowledge on parental distress.

Conclusion

A significant number of newborn children are confronted with
psychologically distressed parents, which is a major risk factor
for child development (21–23). Thus, effective interventions are

needed to reduce this risk. About half of the women with
high-psychological distress remain undetected in routine care.
Although the results of the present study suggest that a significant
number of families received professional support beyond standard
midwife care within the postpartum period, they also indicate that
more than half of mothers with high levels of emotional distress
were not receiving additional support at the time of the survey.
Thus, there is a major need for better identification of distressed
parents so that support can be provided to enhance positive family
and child development.

References
1. Holton S, Fisher J, Rowe H. Motherhood: is it good for women’s mental

health? J Reprod Infant Psychol (2010) 28(3):223–39. doi:10.1080/
02646830903487359

2. Myrskylä M, Margolis R. Happiness: before and after the kids. Demography
(2014) 51(5):1843–66. doi:10.1007/s13524-014-0321-x

3. Leach LS, Olesen SC, Butterworth P, Poyser C. New fatherhood and psycho-
logical distress: a longitudinal study of Australian men. Am J Epidemiol (2014)
180(6):582–9. doi:10.1093/aje/kwu177

4. O’Hara MW, Swain AM. Rates and risk of postpartum depression-a meta-
analysis. Int Rev Psychiatr (1996) 8:37–54. doi:10.3109/09540269609037816

5. Gavin NI, Gaynes BN, Lohr KN, Meltzer-brody S, Gartlehner G, Swinson T.
Perinatal depression: a systematic review of prevalence and incidence. Obstet
Gynecol (2005) 106(5):1071–83. doi:10.1097/01.AOG.0000183597.31630.db

6. O’Hara MW, McCabe JE. Postpartum depression: current status and future
directions. Annu Rev Clin Psychol (2013) 9:379–407. doi:10.1146/annurev-
clinpsy-050212-185612

7. Wisner KL, Sit DKY, McShea MC, Rizzo DM, Zoretich RA, Hughes CL, et al.
Onset timing, thoughts of self-harm, and diagnoses in postpartum women
with screen-positive depression findings. JAMA Psychiatry (2013) 70(5):490–8.
doi:10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2013.87

8. Reck C, Struben K, Backenstrass M, Stefenelli U, Reinig K, Fuchs T, et al.
Prevalence, onset and comorbidity of postpartum anxiety and depressive dis-
orders. Acta Psychiatr Scand (2008) 118(6):459–68. doi:10.1111/j.1600-0447.
2008.01264.x

9. Genesoni L, Tallandini MA. Men’s psychological transition to fatherhood: an
analysis of the literature, 1989 – 2008. Birth (2009) 36(4):305–17. doi:10.1111/
j.1523-536X.2009.00358.x

10. Goodman JH. Paternal postpartum depression, its relationship to maternal
postpartum depression, and implications for family health. J Adv Nurs (2004)
45(1):26–35. doi:10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02857.x

11. Bradley R, Slade P. A review of mental health problems in fathers following
the birth of a child. J Reprod Infant Psychol (2011) 29(1):19–42. doi:10.1080/
02646838.2010.513047

12. Wynter K, Rowe H, Fisher J. Common mental disorders in women and men in
the first six months after the birth of their first infant: a community study in
Victoria, Australia. J Affect Disord (2013) 151(3):980–5. doi:10.1016/j.jad.2013.
08.021

13. Matthey S, Barnett B, Ungerer J, Waters B. Paternal and maternal depressed
mood during the transition to parenthood. J Affect Disord (2000) 60(2):75–85.
doi:10.1016/S0165-0327(99)00159-7

14. Ramchandani P, Stein A, Evans J, O’Connor TG; ALSPAC Study Team. Pater-
nal depression in the postnatal period and child development: a prospective
population study. Lancet (2005) 365(25):2201–5. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(05)
66778-5

15. Paulson JF, Bazemore SD. Prenatal and postpartum depression in fathers
and its association with maternal depression: a meta-analysis. JAMA (2010)
303(19):1961–9. doi:10.1001/jama.2010.605

16. Gawlik S, Muller M, Hoffmann L, Dienes A, Wallwiener M, Sohn C, et al.
Prevalence of paternal perinatal depressiveness and its link to partnership
satisfaction and birth concerns. ArchWomens Ment Health (2014) 17(1):49–56.
doi:10.1007/s00737-013-0377-4

17. Beck CT. Predictors of postpartum depression. Nurs Res (2001) 50(5):275–85.
doi:10.1097/00006199-200109000-00004

18. Robertson E, Grace S, Wallington T, Stewart DE. Antenatal risk factors for
postpartum depression: a synthesis of recent literature. Gen Hosp Psychiat
(2004) 26(4):289–95. doi:10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2004.02.006

19. Leigh B, Milgrom J. Risk factors for antenatal depression, postnatal depression
and parenting stress.BMCPsychiatry (2008) 8:24. doi:10.1186/1471-244X-8-24

20. Wee KY, Skouteris H, Pier C, Richardson B, Milgrom J. Correlates of ante-
and postnatal depression in fathers: a systematic review. J Affect Disord (2011)
130(3):358–77. doi:10.1016/j.jad.2010.06.019

21. Pitzer M, Esser G, Schmidt MH, Laucht M. Early predictors of antisocial
developmental pathways among boys and girls. Acta Psychiatr Scand (2010)
121(1):52–64. doi:10.1111/j.1600-0447.2009.01411.x

22. Laucht M, Baving L, Gerhold M, Hoesch I, Ihle W, Steigleider P, et al. Behav-
ioral sequelae of perinatal insults and early family adversity at 8 years of
age. J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry (2000) 39(10):1229–37. doi:10.1097/
00004583-200010000-00009

23. Duncan GJ, Ziol-Guest KM, Kalil A. Early-childhood poverty and adult attain-
ment, behavior, and health. Child Dev (2010) 81(1):306–25. doi:10.1111/j.
1467-8624.2009.01396.x

24. Kingston D, Tough S, Whitfield H. Prenatal and postpartum maternal psycho-
logical distress and infant development: a systematic review. Child Psychiatry
Hum Dev (2012) 43(5):683–714. doi:10.1007/s10578-012-0291-4

25. Rallis S, Skouteris H, McCabe M, Milgrom J. The transition to motherhood:
towards a broader understanding of perinatal distress. Women Birth (2014)
27(1):68–71. doi:10.1016/j.wombi.2013.12.004

26. Parfitt Y, Pike A, Ayers S. The impact of parents’ mental health on parent-
baby interaction: a prospective study. Infant Behav Dev (2013) 36(4):599–608.
doi:10.1016/j.infbeh.2013.06.003

27. Field T. Postpartum depression effects on early interactions, parenting, and
safety practices: a review. Infant Behav Dev (2010) 33(1):1–6. doi:10.1016/j.
infbeh.2009.10.005

28. Tronick E, Reck C. Infants of depressed mothers. Harv Rev Psychiatry (2009)
17(2):147–56. doi:10.1080/10673220902899714

29. Moehler E, Brunner R, Wiebel A, Reck C, Resch F. Maternal depressive symp-
toms in the postnatal period are associated with long-term impairment of
mother-child bonding. Arch Womens Ment Health (2006) 9(5):273–8. doi:10.
1007/s00737-006-0149-5

30. Weinberg MK, Tronick EZ. The impact of maternal psychiatric illness on infant
development. J Clin Psychiatry (1998) 59:53–61.

31. Richter N, Reck C. Positive maternal interaction behavior moderates the rela-
tion betweenmaternal anxiety and infant regulatory problems. Infant BehavDev
(2013) 36(4):498–506. doi:10.1016/j.infbeh.2013.04.007

32. Kurth E, Spichiger E, Cignacco E, Kennedy HP, Glanzmann R, Schmid M, et al.
Predictors of crying problems in the early postpartum period. J Obstet Gynecol
Neonatal Nurs (2010) 39(3):250–62. doi:10.1111/j.1552-6909.2010.01141.x

33. Van den Berg MP, van der Ende J, Crijnen AM, Jaddoe VWV, Moll HA,
Mackenbach JP, et al. Paternal depressive symptoms during pregnancy are
related to excessive infant crying. Pediatrics (2009) 124(1):e96–103. doi:10.
1542/peds.2008-3100

34. Hyde R, O’Callaghan MJ, Bor W, Williams GM, Najman JM. Long-term out-
comes of infant behavioral dysregulation. Pediatrics (2012) 130(5):e1243–51.
doi:10.1542/peds.2010-3517

35. Schmid G, Wolke D. Preschool regulatory problems and attention-
deficit/hyperactivity and cognitive deficits at school age in children born
at risk: different phenotypes of dysregulation? Early Hum Dev (2014)
90(8):399–405. doi:10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2014.05.001

Frontiers in Pediatrics | www.frontiersin.org July 2015 | Volume 3 | Article 629

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02646830903487359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02646830903487359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13524-014-0321-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwu177
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/09540269609037816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.AOG.0000183597.31630.db
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-050212-185612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-050212-185612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamapsychiatry.2013.87
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0447.2008.01264.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0447.2008.01264.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-536X.2009.00358.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-536X.2009.00358.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02857.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02646838.2010.513047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02646838.2010.513047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.08.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2013.08.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0165-0327(99)00159-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(05)66778-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(05)66778-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2010.605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00737-013-0377-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00006199-200109000-00004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2004.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-244X-8-24
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2010.06.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0447.2009.01411.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00004583-200010000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00004583-200010000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2009.01396.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2009.01396.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10578-012-0291-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wombi.2013.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.infbeh.2013.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.infbeh.2009.10.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.infbeh.2009.10.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10673220902899714
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00737-006-0149-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00737-006-0149-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.infbeh.2013.04.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1552-6909.2010.01141.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2008-3100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2008-3100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2010-3517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2014.05.001
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pediatrics
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pediatrics/archive


Anding et al. Postpartum psychological distress

36. Cadzow S, Armstrong K, Fraser J. Stressed Parents with infants: reassessing
physical abuse risk factors. Child Abuse Negl (1999) 23(9):845–53. doi:10.1016/
S0145-2134(99)00063-0

37. Black DA, Heyman RE, Smith Slep AM. Risk factors for child physical abuse.
Aggress Violent Behav (2001) 6:121–88. doi:10.1016/S1359-1789(00)00021-5

38. Feldman R, Eidelman AI. Biological and environmental initial conditions
shape the trajectories of cognitive and social-emotional development across the
first years of life. Dev Sci (2009) 12(1):194–200. doi:10.1111/j.1467-7687.2008.
00761.x

39. Vanska M, Punamaki R-L, Tolvanen A, Lindblom J, Flykt M, Unkila-Kallio L,
et al. Maternal pre- and postnatal mental health trajectories and child mental
health and development: prospective study in a normative and formerly infertile
sample. Int J Behav Dev (2011) 35(6):517–31. doi:10.1177/0165025411417505

40. Raposa E, Hammen C, Brennan P, Najman J. The long-term effects of mater-
nal depression: early childhood physical health as a pathway to offspring
depression. J Adolesc Health (2014) 54(1):88–93. doi:10.1016/j.jadohealth.2013.
07.038

41. Avellar SA, Supplee LH. Effectiveness of home visiting in improving child
health and reducing child maltreatment. Pediatrics (2013) 132(Suppl):S90–9.
doi:10.1542/peds.2013-1021G

42. Sweet MA, Appelbaum MI. Is home visiting an effective strategy? A meta-
analytic review of home visiting programs for families with young children.
Child Dev (2004) 75(5):1435–56. doi:10.1111/j.1467-8624.2004.00750.x

43. Peacock S, Konrad S, Watson E, Nickel D, Muhajarine N. Effectiveness of home
visiting programs on child outcomes: a systematic review. BMC Public Health
(2013) 13(1):17. doi:10.1186/1471-2458-13-17

44. Nievar MA, Van Egeren LA, Pollard S. A meta-analysis of home visiting pro-
grams: moderators of improvements in maternal behavior. Infant Ment Health
J (2010) 31(5):499–520. doi:10.1002/imhj.20269

45. Shaw E, Levitt C, Wong S, Kaczorowski J. Systematic review of the literature
on postpartum care: effectiveness of postpartum support to improve maternal
parenting, mental health, quality of life, and physical health. Birth (2006)
33(3):210–20. doi:10.1111/j.1523-536X.2006.00106.x

46. Barlow J, McMillan AS, Kirkpatrick S, Ghate D, Barnes J, Smith M. Health-
led interventions in the early years to enhance infant and maternal mental
health: a review of reviews. Child Adolesc Ment Health (2010) 15(4):178–85.
doi:10.1111/j.1475-3588.2010.00570.x

47. Watt S, Sword W, Krueger P, Sheehan D. A cross-sectional study of early identi-
fication of postpartumdepression: implications for primary care providers from
The Ontario Mother & Infant Survey. BMC Fam Pract (2002) 3:5. doi:10.1186/
1471-2296-3-5

48. Coates AO, Schaefer CA, Alexander JL. Detection of postpartum depression
and anxiety in a large health plan. J Behav Health Serv Res (2004) 31(2):117–33.
doi:10.1097/00075484-200404000-00001

49. Buist A, Ellwood D, Brooks J, Milgrom J, Hayes BA, Sved-Williams A, et al.
National program for depression associated with childbirth: the Australian
experience. Best Pract Res Clin Obstet Gynaecol (2007) 21(2):193–206. doi:10.
1016/j.bpobgyn.2006.11.003

50. Morris-Rush JK, FredaMC, Bernstein PS. Screening for postpartum depression
in an inner-city population. Am J Obstet Gynecol (2003) 188(5):1217–9. doi:10.
1067/mob.2003.279

51. Milgrom J, Gemmill AW. Screening for perinatal depression. Best Pract Res Clin
Obstet Gynaecol (2014) 28:13–23. doi:10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2013.08.014

52. Jardri R, Maron M, Pelta J, Thomas P, Codaccioni X, Goudemand M, et al.
Impact ofmidwives’ training on postnatal depression screening in the first week

post delivery: a quality improvement report. Midwifery (2010) 26(6):622–9.
doi:10.1016/j.midw.2008.12.006

53. Evins GG, Theofrastous JP, Galvin SL. Postpartum depression: a compari-
son of screening and routine clinical evaluation. Am J Obstet Gynecol (2000)
182(5):1080–2. doi:10.1067/mob.2000.105409

54. Renner I. [Access to high-risk families through selected actors of the health care
system. Results of an explorative questioning of early childhood intervention
pilot projects]. Bundesgesundheitsblatt Gesundheitsforschung Gesundheitsschutz
(2010) 53(10):1048–55. doi:10.1007/s00103-010-1130-z

55. Ayerle GM, Makowsky K, Schücking BA. Key role in the prevention of child
neglect and abuse in Germany: continuous care by qualified family midwives.
Midwifery (2012) 28(4):E469–77. doi:10.1016/j.midw.2011.05.009

56. Nagel-Brotzler A, Brönner J, Hornstein C, Albani C. Peripartale psy-
chische Störungen – Früherkennung und multiprofessionelle Kooperation.
Zeitschrift für Geburtshilfe und Neonatologie (2005) 209(2):51–8. doi:10.1055/
s-2005-864114

57. Anding J, Schilling R, Christiansen H, Grieshop M, Schücking B, Röhrle B. Die
Hebammenpräventionsstudie – Hintergründe und Ergebnisse zur zeitlichen
Ausweitung der Wochenbettbetreuung. In: Röhrle B, Christiansen H, editors.
Prävention und Gesundheitsförderung Bd. V – Hilfen für Kinder und Jugendliche
in schwierigen Situationen. Tübingen: DGVT-Verlag (2013). p. 67–110.

58. Cox JL, Holden JM, Sagovsky R. Detection of postnatal depression. Devel-
opment of the 10-item Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale. Brit J Psychiat
(1987) 150:782–6. doi:10.1192/bjp.150.6.782

59. Bergant AM, Nguyen T, Heim K, Ulmer H, Dapunt O. Deutschsprachige
Fassung undValidierung der “Edinburgh postnatal depression scale”.DtschMed
Wochenschr (1998) 12:35–40. doi:10.1055/s-2007-1023895

60. Gibson J, McKenzie-McHarg K, Shakespeare J, Price J, Gray R. A sys-
tematic review of studies validating the Edinburgh postnatal depression
scale in antepartum and postpartum women. Acta Psychiatr Scand (2009)
119(5):350–64. doi:10.1111/j.1600-0447.2009.01363.x

61. EdmondsonOJH, Psychogiou L, VlachosH,Netsi E, Ramchandani PG.Depres-
sion in fathers in the postnatal period: assessment of the Edinburgh Postnatal
Depression Scale as a screeningmeasure. J Affect Disord (2010) 125(1–3):365–8.
doi:10.1016/j.jad.2010.01.069

62. Jones CJ, Creedy DK, Gamble JA. Australian midwives’ awareness and manage-
ment of antenatal and postpartum depression.Women Birth (2012) 25(1):23–8.
doi:10.1016/j.wombi.2011.03.001

63. Jungmann T, Kurtz V, Brand T, Sierau S, Von Klitzing K. “Präven-
tionsziel Kindergesundheit im Rahmen des Modellprojektes., Pro Kind”:
Vorläufige Befunde einer längsschnittlichen, randomisierten Kontrollgruppen-
studie. Bundesgesundheitsblatt Gesundheitsforschung Gesundheitsschutz (2010)
53(11):1180–7. doi:10.1007/s00103-010-1148-2

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was con-
ducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be
construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2015 Anding, Röhrle, Grieshop, Schücking and Christiansen. This is an
open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publica-
tion in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use,
distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Pediatrics | www.frontiersin.org July 2015 | Volume 3 | Article 6210

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0145-2134(99)00063-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0145-2134(99)00063-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1359-1789(00)00021-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7687.2008.00761.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7687.2008.00761.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0165025411417505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2013.07.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2013.07.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2013-1021G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2004.00750.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-13-17
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/imhj.20269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-536X.2006.00106.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-3588.2010.00570.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2296-3-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2296-3-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00075484-200404000-00001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2006.11.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2006.11.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mob.2003.279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mob.2003.279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2013.08.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2008.12.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mob.2000.105409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00103-010-1130-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2011.05.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-864114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-864114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1192/bjp.150.6.782
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-2007-1023895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0447.2009.01363.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2010.01.069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wombi.2011.03.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00103-010-1148-2
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pediatrics
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pediatrics/archive

	Early detection of postpartum depressive symptoms in mothers and fathers and its relation to midwives' evaluation and service provision: a community-based study
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Study Design
	Participants
	Inclusion Criteria
	Sample

	Measures
	Socio-Demographic Information
	Measures of Parental Emotional Distress
	Edinburgh postnatal depression scale
	Rating of parental emotional distress by midwives

	Number of Postpartum Midwife Contacts
	Information Brokering and Referrals by Midwives, and Parental Use of Professional Support

	Statistical Analyses

	Results
	Preliminary Analyses
	Baseline Sample Characteristics
	Socio-Demographic Characteristics and Qualification of the Midwives
	Drop-Out Analyses

	Parental Psychological Distress
	Identification of Highly Distressed Parents at t1
	Identification of Highly Distressed Parents at t2

	Number of Midwife Contacts
	Information Brokering and Referrals to Professional Support Providers

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References


