
Figure 1a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at day 1: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 1b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at day 1: community- vs facility-based interventions. 
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Figure 1c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at day 1: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 2a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at 0-1 month: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 2b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at 0-1 month: community- vs facility-based 
interventions. 
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Figure 2c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at 0-1 month: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 3a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at 1-6 months: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 3b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at 1-6 months: community- vs facility-based 
interventions. 
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Figure 3c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at 1-6 months: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 3d. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of exclusive breastfeeding at 6-12 months. 
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Figure 4a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of predominant breastfeeding at 0-1 month: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 5a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of predominant breastfeeding at 1-6 months: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 5b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of predominant breastfeeding at 1-6 months: community- vs facility-based 
interventions. 
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Figure 5c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of predominant breastfeeding at 1-6 months: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 6a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at day 1: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 6c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at day 1: developing vs developed countries. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Study or Subgroup

1.42.1 developing countries

Huang 2007

Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.10 (P = 0.27)

1.42.2 developed countries

Kools 2005

McInnes 2000

Nommsen-Rivers 2009

Pisacane 2005

Sciacca 1995

Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.16; Chi² = 7.90, df = 4 (P = 0.10); I² = 49%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.26 (P = 0.21)

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.15; Chi² = 12.14, df = 5 (P = 0.03); I² = 59%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.87 (P = 0.38)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi² = 2.72, df = 1 (P = 0.10), I² = 63.2%

log[]

-0.1769

0.4776

1.4468

0.0974

0.3365

-0.7381

SE

0.1611

0.3021

0.5551

0.2588

0.5732

0.635

Weight

27.7%

27.7%

20.2%

10.6%

22.5%

10.2%

8.8%

72.3%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.84 [0.61, 1.15]

0.84 [0.61, 1.15]

1.61 [0.89, 2.91]

4.25 [1.43, 12.61]

1.10 [0.66, 1.83]

1.40 [0.46, 4.31]

0.48 [0.14, 1.66]

1.40 [0.83, 2.35]

1.21 [0.79, 1.87]

IV, Random, 95% CI

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours control Favours experimental



Figure 7a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at 0-1 month: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 7b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at 0-1 month: community- vs facility-based interventions. 
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Figure 7c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at 0-1 month: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 8a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at 1-6 months: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 8b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at 1-6 months: community- vs facility-based 
interventions. 
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Figure 8c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at 1-6 months: developing vs developed countries. 

 

Figure 8d. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of partial breastfeeding at 6-12 months. 
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Figure 9a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at day 1: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 9b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at day 1: community- vs facility-based interventions. 
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Figure 9c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at day 1: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 10a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at 0-1 month: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 10b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at 0-1 month: community- vs facility-based intervention. 
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Figure 10c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at 0-1 month: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 11a. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at 1-6 months: individual vs group counseling. 
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Figure 11b. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at 1-6 months: community- vs facility-based intervention. 
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Figure 11c. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at 1-6 months: developing vs developed countries. 
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Figure 11d. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding at 6-12 months. 

 

Figure 11e. Effect of breastfeeding education on the rate of no breastfeeding from 12 to 23 months. 
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