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Abstract

Background: The frenzy of postbirth events often takes a toll on mothers’ mental well-being, leaving them susceptible to
postpartum psychological disorders such as postnatal depression (PND). Social support has been found to be effective in restoring
the emotional well-being of new mothers. Therefore, mothers need to be supported during the crucial postpartum period to buffer
the negative after effects of childbirth and to promote healthier maternal well-being.

Objective: This study aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of a technology-based peer-support intervention program (PIP) on
maternal outcomes during the early postpartum period.

Methods: A randomized, parallel-armed controlled trial was conducted. The study recruited 138 mothers (69 in intervention
group, 69 in control group) at risk of PND from a tertiary hospital in Singapore. To support these mothers, 20 peer volunteers
were recruited by word of mouth and trained by a psychiatrist in social support skills before the intervention commenced. The
4-week–long intervention included a weekly follow-up with a peer volunteer through phone calls or text messages. The intervention
group received peer support in addition to the standard care offered by the hospital. The control group only received postnatal
standard care. Maternal outcomes (PND, postnatal anxiety [PNA], loneliness, and perceived social support) were measured with
reliable and valid instruments. Data were collected immediately postpartum, at 1 month postpartum and at 3 months postpartum.
The general linear model was used to compare the groups for postpartum percentage changes in the outcome variables at first
and third months, and the linear mixed model was used to compare the trend over the study period.

Results: There was a statistically significant difference in Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale scores (d=–2.11; 95% CI −4.0
to −0.3; P=.03) between the intervention and control groups at 3 months postpartum after adjusting for covariates. The intervention
group had a significant change over time compared with the control group.

Conclusions: The technology-based PIP was found to be effective in reducing the risk of PND among new mothers and showed
a generally positive trend in reducing PNA and loneliness and increasing perceived social support. This study highlights the
importance of training paraprofessionals to provide needed support for new mothers postpartum. A further long-term evaluation
of the PIP on maternal and family outcomes and its cost-effectiveness is needed to inform clinical practices.

Trial Registration: ISRCTN Registry ISRCTN14864807; https://www.isrctn.com/ISRCTN14864807

International Registered Report Identifier (IRRID): RR2-10.2196/resprot.9416
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Introduction

Postnatal Depression
In a recent effort to improve women’s well-being globally, the
World Health Organization has stepped up preventive efforts
to reduce maternal morbidity and mortality [1] . As one of the
leading causes of maternal morbidity [2], postnatal depression
(PND) has an approximate global prevalence of 10% to 15%
[3], with less than 1% of this population diagnosed with
postpartum psychosis [4]. Common symptoms of PND include
changes in appetite, insomnia, higher irritability, mood swings,
anxiety [5], and even suicidal ideation in severe cases [6].
Women have also reported feelings of inadequacy [7,8], role
conflicts [8,9], disconnection from others [6,9], loneliness [9],
and dissatisfaction with life [7].

PND has garnered much attention because of its potential
contribution to maternal mortality and its ripple effects on the
family unit. According to a study by Goodman et al [10],
maternal PND is the biggest risk factor for paternal PND,
affecting 24% to 50% of all fathers, often jeopardizing marital
relationships. Furthermore, PND adversely affects the quality
of mother-child interaction and bonding [11] as mothers who
suffer from PND tend to be more negligent, less tolerant, and
hostile toward their children [12-14]. These tendencies not only
impair the cognitive, behavioral, social-emotional development,
and physical health of the child [14-17], but also increase their
attachment anxiety [14], proneness to violence [18], and risks
of psychopathology [14]. Therefore, early detections and
preventions of PND are necessary to mitigating detrimental
consequences at the individual and societal levels.

Despite its unspecified causes and suggested multifactorial
etiologies [5,9], many studies have identified high-risk predictors
of PND, including demographic, biological, psychological,
obstetric, social, and lifestyle risk factors [9,19,20]. An in-depth
analysis has also further revealed other risk factors that were
derived from underlying unmet needs and social deficiencies
experienced by postpartum mothers, such as the need for close,
nonjudgmental confidants who empathize with them [9,21,22]
and initiated support from others [5,23]. This indicates the vital
role of social support during the postpartum period in reducing
the risk of maternal PND.

Importance of Social Support
Social support has long been proven to buffer stress and promote
healthy psychological well-being [24]. This is especially crucial
for new mothers during the stressful postpartum period.
Although professional advice and informational support were
much preferred by mothers [23], social support from partners
and family members was shown to sustain mothers’ quality of
life after childbirth and serve effectively as a buffer against
PND [24]. However, Dennis et al [21] also stressed on the
importance of support from other paraprofessionals such as

experienced mothers. Other studies discovered that the sharing
of experiences among mothers helps to develop a tight-knit
community, which promotes a sense of belongingness, improves
one’s sense of self-worth, boosts parenting confidence, and
prevents PND [6,7,25]. This suggests that a support system
involving sharing with another experienced mother who has
undergone similar situations can potentially meet mothers’ needs
in terms of empathy and having a nonjudgmental listening ear.

Existing Technology-Based Interventions
Numerous studies identified help-seeking barriers among women
at risk of psychological issues, namely lack of knowledge,
practical barriers (eg, financial difficulties and work), and
attitudinal barriers (eg, stigma) [21,26,27]. In a conservative
multiracial country such as Singapore, traditional views and
homebound confinement practices serve as additional
help-seeking barriers. Therefore, technology-based interventions
are an ideal alternative to increase local women’s accessibility
to professional help and improve maternal outcomes [28,29].
With other advantages such as improved health care
accessibility, flexibility, individualized care, and privacy [30],
many randomized controlled trials have begun adopting
technology-based supportive interventions [31-34].

Most of the existing literature has established the effectiveness
of various technology-based interventions on maternal outcomes
[31-33]. A Web-based study consisting of weekly Web
educational sessions and phone calls from a coach was shown
to decrease the risk of PND in 90% of the mothers at 6 months
postpartum [32]. Another recent study utilizing telephone-based
support provided by midwives was found to be effective in
reducing the risk of PND in at-risk women at 8 and 12 weeks
postpartum [33]. Similarly, a Canadian-based study [35]
involving weekly telephone-based peer support was also found
to reduce the risk of PND and postnatal anxiety (PNA) among
at-risk mothers at 12 and 24 weeks postpartum. Despite
encouraging results on maternal outcomes, these studies were
mainly conducted in Western countries [34-36], required a health
care professional [34], did not sample at-risk mothers [34,36],
or did not have their interventions administered immediately
postpartum [35,36]. Additionally, a study by Sjoberg et al [37]
revealed that the new generation of mothers preferred online
peer support over face-to-face or online consultations with health
care professionals. Therefore, there is a need to adopt a
technology-based approach and paraprofessional peer support
to effectively meet the desires of new generation mothers in
Singapore.

Aim and Hypotheses
According to a recent review [30], an effective technology-based
PND prevention intervention should be short term, be conducted
immediately postpartum at an individual level, and target at-risk
women instead of the general population. By incorporating all
these elements, this study aims to examine the effectiveness of

J Med Internet Res 2019 | vol. 21 | iss. 8 | e12410 | p. 2http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shorey et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/12410
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


a technology-based peer-support intervention program (PIP)
among mothers at risk of PND during the early postpartum
period (3 months postpartum). The secondary maternal outcomes
examined were PNA, loneliness, and perceived social support.

The hypothesis is that compared with the control group, mothers
in the intervention group will report significantly lower scores
for PND, PNA, and loneliness and higher scores for perceived
social support at 3 months postpartum.

Methods

Study Design
The protocol of this study has been published [38]. The study
was conducted from May 2017 to May 2018 at a local tertiary
hospital, National University Hospital, in Singapore. This study
adopted a randomized controlled, single-blinded 2-group pretest
and posttest design. The research assistant who was responsible
for data collection was blinded to the group allocation of the
participants. Participants were randomized to the intervention
and control groups using opaque envelopes containing
nonduplicated numbers (1-138). A set of 69 numbers was
generated from a research randomizer [39] to determine the
allocation of the intervention group. Specific details on the
randomization process can be found in the study protocol [38].

Participants
Two samples of participants were recruited: (1) peer volunteers
to facilitate the intervention program and (2) postnatal mothers
at risk of PND. Peer volunteers were recruited through a blasting
of emails to the study venue’s working community and by word
of mouth based on the following inclusion criteria: (1) mothers
who were aged at least 21 years, (2) proficient in verbal and
written English, (3) delivered a healthy baby in the past, (4) had
a self-reported history of and recovery from PND, (5) had a
mobile phone and were willing to share their number and call
needy mothers as instructed by the research team, and (6)
planned to stay in Singapore for the next 6 months after
recruitment to administer the peer-support intervention. Peer
volunteers were excluded if they had any physical or mental
conditions that interfered with their ability to participate in the
study.

Mothers at risk of PND were recruited from the postnatal wards
of a local tertiary hospital immediately postbirth based on the
following inclusion criteria: (1) were aged at least 21 years, (2)
could read and speak English, (3) owned a mobile phone and
were willing to share their number, (4) planned to stay in
Singapore for 3 months postbirth, (5) delivered a healthy baby
without birth defects and/or medical complications, and (6) had
a baseline Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) score
of more than or equal to 9. Mothers were excluded if (1) they
had a history of existing psychiatric illness, cognitive
impairment, and/or major medical conditions that could interfere
with their abilities to participate in the study and/or (2) had a
vacuum- or forceps-assisted delivery with a fourth-degree
perineal tear.

Sample Size Calculation
On the basis of an independent sample t test to examine the
differences between the control and intervention groups,
assuming that there would be at least a medium Cohen effect
size of 0.6 with 80% power and 0.05 significance level (2-sided),
47 participants were required in each group [40]. Factoring an
attrition rate of 30%, a total of 138 participants (69 in each
group) were recruited. A specification of the estimation of the
effect size and the attrition rate is reported in the study protocol
[38]. On the basis of a previous similar intervention study [35],
20 peer volunteers were recruited.

Intervention
Mothers in the control group received standard routine postnatal
care by the hospital, which included in-hospital care by an
obstetrician, nurses, and a lactation consultant. Posthospital
discharge, the only continuity of care provided, was in the form
of appointments with obstetricians or neonatologists and
breastfeeding hotline numbers. In addition to this standard
postnatal care by the hospital, mothers in the intervention group
received a technology-based peer-support program for 4 weeks
postpartum. Before the recruitment of postnatal mothers, the
peer volunteers underwent a half-a-day training session by a
psychiatrist. The training session inculcated roleplaying and
strategizing to hone skills required in administering successful
technology-based peer support. Volunteers were also taught to
conduct appropriate referrals to health care professionals, should
the need arise. A training booklet was prepared and given to
each peer volunteer for future references. The PIP intervention
involved correspondence with a trained peer volunteer at least
once a week (for 4 weeks) via phone calls, emails, or mobile
communication applications (eg, WhatsApp), depending on
each mother’s preference and convenience. During the
introductory phone session, both sides shared their experience
regarding emotional distress during the early postpartum period
and extra efforts were made by the peer volunteer to build a
strong relationship with the mother. Mothers were also informed
that health care professionals would be notified if the mothers
became too stressed during the correspondence. Subsequent
sessions were individualized based on the unique needs of the
mothers (eg, how to seek help from the family members and
sharing one’s feelings with their partners). Peer volunteers were
encouraged to keep a free text journal of their conversations,
and the intensity and duration of each correspondence were
recorded in an activity log. More specification on the peer
volunteer training and intervention process can be found in the
research protocol [38].

Outcome Measures
The demographic data of the mothers were collected at the
baseline using a self-reported questionnaire. Symptom scores
for PND (primary outcome), PNA, loneliness score, and scores
for perceived social support (secondary outcomes) were
measured using a self-reported face-to-face questionnaire at the
baseline and via Web-based questionnaires at the 4th and 12th
week postpartum. The internal consistency of each instrument
was measured using Cronbach alpha.
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PND symptom score was measured using the 10-item EPDS
[41]. The total score ranges from 0 to 30, with a higher score
indicating a higher risk of PND. On the basis of previous trials
[35,42], a recommended cut-off score of 9 was used to screen
mothers at risk of PND and a score of more than 12 as a
probable diagnosis for PND. The internal consistencies at
baseline, 1 month postpartum, and 3 months postpartum were
0.59, 0.87, and 0.86, respectively.

The 9-item Patient Health Questionnaire (PHQ-9) [43] was
extracted from the full PHQ used to diagnose and measure the
severity of major depression. The total score ranges from 0 to
27, with a higher score indicating a higher severity of PND.
The Cronbach alpha values for this study were 0.83, 0.86, and
0.92 for baseline, 1 month postpartum, and 3 months postpartum,
respectively.

The State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI) [44], a 40-item
questionnaire using a 4-point Likert scale, was used to measure
maternal anxiety. The total score ranges from 40 to 160, with
a higher score suggesting a higher severity of anxiety. The STAI
had high internal consistencies of 0.96, 0.97, and 0.98 for
baseline, 1 month postpartum, and 3 months postpartum,
respectively.

Loneliness score was measured using the 10-item University
of California, Los Angeles Loneliness Scale (ULS) [45]. Items
are rated on a 4-point Likert scale, with the total score ranging
from 10 to 40. A higher score represents a higher level of
loneliness. The ULS had high internal consistencies of 0.96,
0.97, and 0.97 at baseline, 1 month postpartum, and 3 months
postpartum, respectively, in this study.

The Perceived Social Support for Parenting (PSSP) instrument
developed by Leerkes and Crockenberg [46] was used to
measure maternal satisfaction of the social support received
from partners and others during the postpartum period. The
instrument had a 5-point Likert scale and 2 4-item subparts: (1)
social support received from the partner and (2) social support
received from others. The total score ranges from 5 to 40, with
a higher score implying a higher level of satisfaction of the
received social support. The Cronbach alpha values for baseline,
1 month postpartum, and 3 months postpartum were 0.93, 0.89,
and 0.92, respectively. Detailed descriptions of the instruments
can be found in the study protocol [38].

Data Collection
Nurses in the postnatal wards of the study hospital assisted in
identifying suitable healthy mothers for the study. After being
screened for eligibility, participants were given a thorough
briefing on the study’s purpose and details. Mothers each signed
a consent form upon agreeing to participate and proceeded to
complete the EPDS questionnaire as a baseline measure.
Mothers with EPDS scores of 9 and above were then randomly
assigned to either the intervention or control group. Mothers in
the intervention group were matched to a peer volunteer who
contacted these mothers 2 to 3 days after their discharge from
the hospital. Correspondence between peer volunteers and their
paired mothers occurred at least once a week for 4 weeks via
phone calls, emails, and mobile communication applications.

Mothers in both the control and intervention groups concurrently
proceeded with their standard hospital care and postnatal
follow-ups. Weekly text reminders were sent by the research
assistant nearing the 4th and 12th weeks to remind participants
to complete the upcoming Web-based questionnaires. After 4
and 12 weeks, a research assistant who was blinded to the
allocation of the participants forwarded a text message
containing a Web link to the follow-up questionnaires to the
participants and requested them to complete the questionnaires
as soon as possible. An elaboration on the data collection process
can be found in the research protocol [38].

Data Analysis
All analyses were conducted using the IBM SPSS version 24.0
software (International Business Machines Corporation) with
the statistical significance set at P<.05. The analysis was
performed on the intention-to-treat population. Descriptive
statistics were presented as mean (SD) and n (%) for continuous
and categorical variables, respectively. A repeated measures
analysis using a linear mixed model was used to assess the trend
of the examined outcomes over the period of 3 months. The
random effects were on subjects, and the fixed effects were on
the following factors: age, marital status, antenatal class
attendance, gender of infant, confinement period, and group
and time interaction. The interaction effect of group and time
was used to assess the differences over time. A general linear
model was performed to compare the difference between
intervention and control groups at 1 month and 3 months
postpartum for the outcomes of EPDS, PSSP, ULS, and STAI
by adjusting for the baseline. On the basis of previous literature
[5,9,19,2], the following demographic factors were also adjusted
in the general linear model for all outcomes: age, marital status,
antenatal class attendance, gender of infant, and confinement
period.

Ethical Considerations
Ethics approval from the National Health Group Domain
Specific Review Board (Ref number: NHG DSRB: 2017/00185)
was obtained before the commencement of the study. All
participants were briefed in detail on the research process before
their written consents were obtained. Participation was strictly
voluntary, and the participants were guaranteed anonymity and
informed of their rights to withdraw at any time without
consequences.

Results

Participants Data

Figure 1 shows the Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials
flowchart of the study. A total of 138 mothers were recruited
and randomized to the control (n=69) and intervention (n=69)
groups. The baseline demographic data of all the participants
are presented in Table 1. The participants had a mean age of
32.1 years (SD 4.35, range 23-43). Forty-two percent (53/138)
of the participants were Chinese 96.4% (133/138) were married,
60.1% (83/138) had a university degree, and 67.6% (92/138)
had a monthly household income of more than SGD $3000.
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Figure 1. Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials (CONSORT) flowchart of the study.
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Table 1. Comparison of demographic characteristics between the 2 groups (N=138).

Control group (n=69)Intervention group (n=69)TotalCharacteristics

31.84 (4.77); 23-4132.26 (3.90); 24-4332.05 (4.35); 23-43Age (years), mean (SD); range

Ethnicity, n (%)

28 (41)30 (43)58 (42.0)Chinese 

21 (30)26 (38)47 (34.1)Malay 

11 (16)5 (7)16 (11.6)Indian 

9 (13)8 (12)17 (12.3)Others 

Marital status, n (%)

67 (97)66 (96)133 (96.4)Married 

2 (3)3 (4)5 (3.6)Not married 

Highest education level, n (%)

6 (9)9 (13)15 (10.9)Secondary and below 

23 (33)17 (25)40 (29.0)Preuniversity 

40 (58)43 (62)83 (60.1)University 

Monthly household income (SGD $), n (%)

20 (29)24 (35)44 (32.4)<3000 

48 (71)44 (65)92 (67.6)>$3000 

Attendance for prenatal course, n (%)

14 (20)26 (38)40 (29.0)Yes 

55 (80)43 (62)98 (71.0)No 

Type of birth, n (%)

45 (66)30 (43)75 (54.7)Normal vaginal delivery 

3 (4)11 (16)14 (10.2)Assisted delivery 

20 (30)28 (41)48 (35.0)Cesarean section 

Baby’s gender, n (%)

1 (1)1 (1)2 (1.4)Twins 

39 (57)31 (45)70 (50.8)Male 

29 (42)37 (54)66 (47.8)Female 

Baby’s birth order, n (%)

35 (51)46 (67)81 (58.7)First 

20 (29)12 (17)32 (23.2)Second 

14 (20)11 (16)25 (18.1)Others 

First-time mother, n (%)

35 (51)46 (67)81 (58.7)Yes 

34 (49)23 (33)57 (41.3)No 

Maternity leave, n (%)

43 (62)53 (77)96 (69.6)Yes 

26 (38)16 (23)42 (30.4)No 

Confinement period, n (%)

46 (85)48 (89)94 (87.0)Yes 

8 (15)6 (11)14 (13.0)No 

Baby’s feeding method, n (%)

25 (45)21 (39)46 (42.2)Breastfeeding 
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Control group (n=69)Intervention group (n=69)TotalCharacteristics

3 (6)3 (6)6 (5.5)Bottle feeding 

27 (49)30 (55)57 (41.3)Both 

Mothers mostly did not attend antenatal classes, had a normal
vaginal delivery, followed a confinement period, and were
first-time mothers. Follow-up assessments at 1 month
postpartum were completed for all mothers in both the control
(n=69) and intervention (n=69) groups. At 3 months postpartum,
follow-up assessments were completed for 55 mothers from the
intervention group (79%, 55/69) and 58 mothers from the control
group (84%, 58/69). The overall attrition rate was 18.1%. As
the intention-to-treat analysis was used, the outcome data for
all 138 mothers were analyzed. Mothers who dropped out or
did not provide outcome data at 3 months were still included
in the main analysis (as the linear mixed model models data
points rather than subjects). For sensitivity of the effect of the
missing values on the results, a best-case and worst-case
scenario was performed.

On the basis of previous literature, the outcome measures were
adjusted for age, antenatal class attendance, gender of infant,
and confinement period. Symptom scores for PND were
measured using the EPDS and the PHQ.

The total scores for EPDS were lower in the intervention than
the control group at both 1 month and 3 months postpartum.
However, the difference of scores between groups was not
statistically significant at 1 month even after adjusting for
covariates (unadjusted: difference [d]=–0.91; 95% CI −2.5 to
0.6; P=.25; adjusted: d=−1.02; 95% CI −2.7 to 0.6; P=.23, but
it was statistically significant at 3 months postpartum before
and after adjustment (unadjusted: d=−1.77; 95% CI −3.5 to 0.0;
P=.04; adjusted: d=−2.11; 95% CI −4.0 to −0.3; P=.03). On the
basis of the linear mix model, there was also a statistically
significant difference in the change of the total adjusted EPDS
scores from baseline to 3 months postpartum for the intervention
over the control group (d=−1.16; 95% CI −2.0 to −0.4; P=.004).

The total PHQ scores for the intervention group were lower
than those of the control group at both 1 month and 3 months
postpartum. At 1 month and 3 months, the unadjusted difference
in scores between groups were statistically significant (first
month: d=−1.80; 95% CI −3.3 to −0.3; P=.02; third month:
d=−1.9; 95% CI −3.7 to −0.1; P=.04). However, the difference
of scores between groups at both time points was no longer
statistically significant after adjusting for covariates (first month:
d=−1.59; 95% CI −3.3 to 0.1; P=.06; third month: d=−1.49;
95% CI −3.4 to 0.4; P=.11). Additionally, the difference in
change of the total adjusted PHQ score for the intervention
group from baseline to 3 months postpartum was also
statistically significant (d=−1.00; 95% CI −1.9 to −0.1; P=.03).

At both 1 month and 3 months postpartum, the total STAI scores
were lower in the intervention than the control group. The
difference of scores between groups at 1 month and 3 months
was not statistically significant even after adjusting for
covariates (first month unadjusted: d=−3.63; 95% CI −10.7 to

3.5; P=.31; first month adjusted: d=−2.45; 95% CI −9.9 to 5.0;
P=.52; 3 months unadjusted: d=−8.61; 95% CI −17.2 to 0.0;
P=.05; 3 months adjusted: d=−7.89; 95% CI −16.4 to 0.7;
P=.07). However, the difference in change of adjusted STAI
scores for the intervention group was statistically significant
across the 3 months (d=−4.16; 95% CI −7.9 to −0.4; P=.03).

The total scores for ULS were higher in the control group than
in the intervention group at both 1 month and 3 months
postpartum. At both time points, the unadjusted and adjusted
mean differences of scores between groups were not statistically
significant (first month unadjusted: d=−2.14; 95% CI −6.3 to
2.1; P=.32; first month adjusted: d=−2.45; 95% CI −7.0 to 2.1;
P=.29; 3 months unadjusted: d=−3.90; 95% CI −8.2 to 0.4;
P=.08; 3 months adjusted: d=−3.43; 95% CI −8.0 to 1.1; P=.14).
There was also no statistically significant difference in change
of ULS scores for the intervention group across 3 months even
after adjustment (d=−2.16; 95% CI −4.4 to 0.0; P=.06).

At 1 month and 3 months postpartum, the control group had
slightly higher PSSP scores than the control group. In addition,
the difference of scores between groups was not statistically
significant at both 1 month and 3 months even after adjustment
(first month unadjusted: d=−2.11; 95% CI −5.2 to 1.0; P=.18;
first month adjusted: d=−0.86; 95% CI −3.9 to 2.1; P=.57; 3
months unadjusted: d=1.09; 95% CI −2.9 to 5.1; P=.59; 3
months adjusted: d=−0.53; 95% CI −4.7 to 3.6; P=.80). The
difference in change of total PSSP scores of the intervention
group from baseline to 3 months postpartum was also not
statistically significant (d=0.86; 95% CI −0.9 to 2.6; P=.33).

To account for potential type 1 error for multiple outcomes, the
resultant P values were inflated by the number of outcomes
analyzed, which is a factor of 5. Upon doing so, only the
adjusted change of EPDS scores from baseline to the third month
remained significant.

Table 2 shows the changes in scores for all outcome variables,
at each time point, including scores that were not adjusted for,
whereas Table 3 shows the differences in change of outcome
scores in the intervention group (over the control group) across
3 months. Although a change in ULS and PSSP scores between
groups was not statistically significant across 3 months
postpartum, Figure 2 shows good overall trending for all
maternal outcomes from the baseline to 3 months postpartum.
On the basis of the graph, mothers who received the intervention
had better maternal outcome scores than the control group by
the end of the third month.

A sensitivity analysis was also performed using the best and
worst scores to replace missing values. P values from the
best-case and worst-case analysis were then compared with the
P values in the main analysis. The best-case analysis showed
similar significant results as the main analysis. Sensitivity results
are attached in Multimedia Appendices 1 and 2.
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Table 2. Change in outcome scores between the intervention (I) and control (C) groups among mothers at 1 month and 3 months postpartum based on
the general linear model.

3 months1 monthOutcome
variable

AdjustedbUnadjustednaC, mean
(SD),
range

naI, mean
(SD),
range

AdjustedbUnadjustednaC, mean
(SD),
range

naI, mean
(SD),
range PI–C

(95%
CI)

PI–C
(95%
CI)

PI–C
(95%
CI)

PI–C
(95%
CI)

.03d−2.11
(−4.0 to
−0.3)

.04d−1.77
(−3.5 to
0.0)

5712.0
(2.3),
7.5 to
16.5

549.8
(2.2),
5.5 to
14.3

.23−1.02
(−2.7 to
0.6)

.25−0.91
(−2.5 to
0.6)

5812.4
(2.1),
8.4 to
16.5

5611.4
(2.0),
7.5 to
15.3

Postpartum
depression

(EPDSc)

.11−1.49
(−3.4 to
0.4)

.04d−1.90
(−3.7 to
−0.1)

577.0
(2.3),
2.4 to
11.6

545.5
(2.2),
1.0 to
10.0

.06−1.59
(−3.3 to
0.1)

.02d−1.80
(−3.3 to
−0.3)

586.2
(2.1),
2.1 to
10.4

564.6
(2.0),
0.6 to
8.7

Postpartum
depression

(PHQe)

.07−7.89
(−16.4
to 0.7)

.05−8.61
(−17.2
to 0.0)

5287.7
(11.3),
65.3 to
110.2

5079.8
(11.3),
57.4 to
102.3

.52−2.45
(−9.9 to
5.0)

.31−3.63
(−10.7
to 3.5)

5387.6
(9.9),
67.8 to
107.4

5285.2
(9.9),
65.4 to
104.9

Postpartum
anxiety

(STAIf)

.14−3.43
(−8.0 to
1.1)

.08−3.90
(−8.2 to
0.4)

5642.9
(5.6),
31.8 to
54.1

5339.5
(5.4),
28.7 to
50.3

.29−2.45
(−7.0 to
2.1)

.31−2.14
(−6.3 to
2.1)

5744.0
(5.6),
32.8 to
55.2

5441.6
(5.5),
30.7 to
52.4

Loneliness

(ULSg)

.78−0.53
(−4.7 to
3.6)

.591.09
(−2.9 to
5.1)

2735.9
(4.3),
27.2 to
44.6

2035.4
(4.4),
26.5 to
44.3

.57−0.86
(−3.9 to
2.1)

.18−2.11
(−5.2 to
1.0)

3133.2
(2.6),
28.0 to
38.4

2032.3
(2.6),
27.2 to
37.5

Perceived
social sup-

port (PSSPh)

an values for adjusted analysis.
bAdjusted estimates were obtained from general linear models after being adjusted for baseline, age, marital status, antenatal class attendance, baby’s
gender, and confinement period.
cEPDS: Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale.
dSignificant P value <.05.
ePHQ: Patient Health Questionnaire.
fSTAI: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory.
gULS: University of California, Los Angeles Loneliness Scale.
hPSSP: Perceived Social Support for Parenting.
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Table 3. Differences in the change of outcome scores across 3 months between intervention and control groups based on a linear mixed model.

Trend difference (reference control group)Outcome variable

P valueAdjusted estimatea (95% CI)P valueUnadjusted estimate (95% CI)

.004b−1.16 (−2.0 to −0.4).02c−0.90 (−1.7 to −0.6)Postpartum depression (EPDSb)

.03b−1.00 (−1.9 to −0.1).02c−1.02 (−1.9 to −0.2)Postpartum depression (PHQd)

.03b−4.16 (−7.9 to −0.4).09−3.17 (−6.9 to 0.6)Postpartum anxiety (STAIe)

.05−2.16 (−4.4 to 0.0).04−2.19 (−4.3 to −0.1)Loneliness (ULSf)

.330.86 (−0.9 to 2.6).580.47 (−1.2 to 2.2)Perceived social support (PSSPg)

aAdjusted estimates were obtained from linear mixed models after being adjusted for baseline, age, marital status, antenatal class attendance, baby’s
gender, and confinement period.
bEPDS: Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale.
cSignificant P value <.05.
dPHQ: Patient Health Questionnaire.
eSTAI: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory.
fULS: University of California, Los Angeles Loneliness Scale.
gPSSP: Perceived Social Support for Parenting.

Figure 2. Trend comparison of mean outcome scores between groups across 3 months postpartum. EPDS: Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale; PHQ:
Patient Health Questionnaire; PSSP: Perceived Social Support for Parenting; STAI: State-Trait Anxiety Inventory; ULS: University of California, Los
Angeles Loneliness Scale.

Discussion

Evaluation of Findings

This study examined the effectiveness of a technology-based
PIP among mothers at risk of PND. According to the score
trend, the intervention group scored better than the control group

for all maternal outcomes at both 1 month and 3 months
postpartum, but only the difference in the EPDS scores between
groups was shown to be statistically significant. This suggests
that compared with mothers who only received routine hospital
care, the PIP was generally effective in reducing the risks of
PND, PNA, and loneliness and in increasing perceived social
support received by the end of 3 months postpartum. Mothers

J Med Internet Res 2019 | vol. 21 | iss. 8 | e12410 | p. 9http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shorey et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


further expressed their satisfaction with the intervention in a
separate qualitative interview [47].

Although scores between groups were only significant for the
EPDS, the EPDS and PHQ scores of the intervention group
were still observably lower than those of the control group at 3
months postpartum, indicating the effectiveness of the
peer-support program in reducing PND among at-risk mothers.
The results were similar to previous studies [35,36] in which
telephone-based peer support was found to reduce PND among
depressed and at-risk mothers at 3 months postpartum. Our
results are also constant with studies linking higher risks of
PND to reduce perceived social support, few social networks,
and close relationships [20,42,48]. Additionally, the study’s
results correspond with large-scale reviews [30,49] that reported
how short-term, individually based, technology-based
interventions targeting at-risk women that were conducted
immediately postpartum were the most effective in promoting
positive maternal outcomes.

Many studies also established the high correlation and
comorbidity between PND and PNA [50,51]; therefore,
improvements in PND scores may inevitably lead to
improvements in PNA scores. This corresponds with our results,
which showed a significant change of EPDS, PHQ, and STAI
scores across 3 months between groups. Similar results were
found in Dennis et al’s peer-support study [35] where a positive
trend in favor of the intervention group was found for maternal
PNA. However, little empirical attention has been given to
maternal anxiety as a standalone disorder [52]; hence, further
research is required to examine effective preventive measures
against PNA.

From our results, another notable observation was the sudden
drop in PNA scores for both groups between 1 month and 3
months postpartum compared with the first month. Despite the
cessation of the PIP at 1 month, it is possible that, by then,
parents would have adapted to their new roles and gained
sufficient parenting confidence and enhanced self-efficacy,
which, in turn, reduced the risks of PNA. This is supported by
a Finnish study [53], which reported that having high maternal
parenting efficacy scores at 1 week postpartum reduces PNA
at 1 month postpartum, and Kohlhoff’s study [54], which
revealed an inverse correlation between parenting self-efficacy
and PNA and PND. Another study [55] reporting the long-term
sustainability of parental self-efficacy after the termination of
a 6-week intervention could also be a plausible explanation to
the sudden improvement in PNA scores in this study. Owing
to the lack of studies examining the direct effects of
paraprofessional peer support on parenting self-efficacy, further
research is needed to validate these findings.

In terms of loneliness, there was an increase in loneliness scores
for both groups from baseline to 1 month postpartum, with the
control group having a steeper increase than the intervention
group. Although loneliness scores continue to increase for
mothers in the control group from 1 month to 3 months,
loneliness scores for mothers in the intervention group
decreased. This is evident that although the PIP was not able to
fully relieve the sense of loneliness among mothers during the
postpartum period, it still buffered mothers against loneliness

compared with those who did not receive the PIP. A similar
result was also noted in Dennis et al’s study [35], where
although no positive trend was noted for loneliness at 3 months
postpartum, the change in PND scores was significant. This
conflicts with most literature that reported the predictive effects
of loneliness on PND [3,20]. The trend observation was
supported by a study that adopted a video conference method
to examine loneliness [34]. Mothers reported that online
face-to-face interactions were almost equivalent to having a
physical presence and it facilitated rapport building [34]. This
feature was lacking in our study. Furthermore, other face-to-face
peer-support intervention studies also reported reduced feelings
of loneliness among mothers [6,56]. This indicates the
importance of a face-to-face element in technology-based
support programs, which can better facilitate the sharing of
experiences and alleviate feelings of loneliness. Another
plausible cause is that at the end of the confinement period at
1 month, mothers were no longer physically isolated and could
actively seek out family and friends for accompaniment [57].
Although the effectiveness of the PIP in mitigating loneliness
might not be equivalent to the physical presence of a family
member or friend, it can prevent the escalation of loneliness in
mothers during the confinement period [35].

Mothers who did not receive peer support perceived a slight
increase in social support at 1 month and a drastic decline in
social support at 3 months postpartum, whereas mothers who
received peer support only perceived a decrease in social support
upon the termination of the intervention at 1 month to 3 months
postpartum. This indicates the long-term effectiveness of the
PIP in providing mothers with social support and that the
termination of the program is a loss of an important source of
social support to them. Over reliance on the PIP may result in
a sudden drop in scores at 1 month, but the PIP also equipped
them with help-seeking skills that might have caused an increase
in scores at the third month. These findings correspond with
other peer-support studies that reported an increased sense of
perceived support in the intervention group [31,58] and studies
linking the lack of social support to increased depressive
symptoms [5,9,59]. However, our results conflict with other
studies that reported an inverse correlation between social
support and loneliness [60-62]. High social support scores of
mothers in the control group for the first month could be due
to the availability of instrumental and emotional support by
family members, a partner, or a confinement nanny during the
confinement period, whereas the decrease in scores after one
month can be attributed to the end of paternal leave and the
confinement period. During this time, mothers lose instrumental
support from their partners and are abruptly entrusted with infant
care responsibilities, which may result in an overwhelming
sense of loss [63]. Social support is a three-dimensional
construct consisting of emotional, informational, and
instrumental support [19]. Peer-support interventions may fulfill
the emotional aspect and, to a certain extent, informational
support, but mothers reported higher needs for instrumental
support during the postpartum period [23]. Therefore, for
optimal outcomes, the PIP should be administered concurrently
with instrumental help to provide well-rounded social support
to mothers.
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Limitations and Recommendation for Future Studies
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first technology-based
peer-support study based in Asia that showed a preventive effect
against PND. Therefore, it is a valuable contribution to ongoing
region-specific research on the prevention of PND. However,
a major limitation of this study is that it was a single-site study
targeting only English-speaking mothers. Future studies can
consider integrating more languages to cater to minority groups.
Another limitation is that the intervention was only administered
during the postpartum period. Considering that antenatal
depression is a main predictor of PND, future studies should
examine the effectiveness of such interventions during the
perinatal period. Additionally, maternal outcomes included in
this study were limited and infant outcomes were lacking. Given
that most maternal outcomes are interrelated, other outcomes
such as parenting self-efficacy and parenting satisfaction as well
as an evaluation of the effectiveness of the program on infant
development can be included in subsequent studies. Finally, an

evaluation of the cost-effectiveness of the PIP will provide a
holistic view on the effectiveness of this intervention.

Conclusions
This randomized controlled trial demonstrated the effectiveness
of a technology-based peer-support program in reducing
maternal PND. Besides receiving standard postnatal care,
additional participation in the PIP was shown to improve the
general well-being of mothers at the end of 3 months
postpartum. This study adds value to the use of technology and
trained paraprofessionals in combating PND among new
mothers. Although future rigorous trials are needed to evaluate
the effectiveness of the PIP further, health care professionals
can involve paraprofessionals such as family members in
supporting new mothers during the stressful postpartum period.
This may enhance not only maternal outcomes but also the
future well-being of the family, thus creating positive childbirth
experiences for mothers.

Acknowledgments
The authors are thankful to the National University Health System Collaborative Clinician Research grant (ref #T1- NUHS
O-CRG 2016, Oct 22) for funding this study. The authors also send their special thanks to the National University Health System,
Medical Publications Support Unit, for editing the language and format of this paper.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Sensitivity analysis (best-case and worst-case scenario) using the general linear model.
[DOCX File, 18KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2
Sensitivity analysis (best-case and worst-case scenario) using the linear mixed model.
[DOCX File, 14KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

Multimedia Appendix 3
CONSORT EHEALTH checklist (V 1.6.1).
[PDF File (Adobe PDF File), 929KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

References

1. Firoz T, Chou D, von Dadelszen P, Agrawal P, Vanderkruik R, Tunçalp O, Maternal Morbidity Working Group. Measuring
maternal health: focus on maternal morbidity. Bull World Health Organ 2013 Oct 1;91(10):794-796 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2471/BLT.13.117564] [Medline: 24115804]

2. Dennis CL. Detection, prevention, and treatment of postpartum depression. In: Stewart DE, Robertson E, Dennis CL, Grace
SL, Wallington T, editors. Postpartum Depression: Literature Review of Risk Factors and Interventions. Geneva. Switzerland:
World Health Organisation; 2003.

3. O'hara MW, Swain AM. Rates and risk of postpartum depression—a meta-analysis. Int Rev Psychiatry 2009 Jul 11;8(1):37-54.
[doi: 10.3109/09540269609037816]

4. VanderKruik R, Barreix M, Chou D, Allen T, Say L, Cohen LS, Maternal Morbidity Working Group. The global prevalence
of postpartum psychosis: a systematic review. BMC Psychiatry 2017 Jul 28;17(1):272 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/s12888-017-1427-7] [Medline: 28754094]

5. O'Hara MW. Postpartum Depression: Causes and Consequences. First Edition. New York: Springer; 1995.
6. McLeish J, Redshaw M. Mothers' accounts of the impact on emotional wellbeing of organised peer support in pregnancy

and early parenthood: a qualitative study. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 2017 Jan 13;17(1):28 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/s12884-017-1220-0] [Medline: 28086827]

J Med Internet Res 2019 | vol. 21 | iss. 8 | e12410 | p. 11http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shorey et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v21i8e12410_app1.docx&filename=30366b82e25266fafce7ef8a63c8d19e.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v21i8e12410_app1.docx&filename=30366b82e25266fafce7ef8a63c8d19e.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v21i8e12410_app2.docx&filename=dc5da5675e1c538d6eb1a5d1c51479f8.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=jmir_v21i8e12410_app2.docx&filename=dc5da5675e1c538d6eb1a5d1c51479f8.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?
https://jmir.org/api/download?
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24115804
http://dx.doi.org/10.2471/BLT.13.117564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24115804&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/09540269609037816
https://bmcpsychiatry.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12888-017-1427-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12888-017-1427-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28754094&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcpregnancychildbirth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12884-017-1220-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12884-017-1220-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28086827&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


7. Holopainen D. The experience of seeking help for postnatal depression. Aust J Adv Nurs 2002;19(3):39-44. [Medline:
12002628]

8. Choi P, Henshaw C, Baker S, Tree J. Supermum, superwife, supereverything: performing femininity in the transition to
motherhood. J Reprod Infant Psyc 2005 May;23(2):167-180. [doi: 10.1080/02646830500129487]

9. Habel C, Feeley N, Hayton B, Bell L, Zelkowitz P. Causes of women's postpartum depression symptoms: men's and women's
perceptions. Midwifery 2015 Jul;31(7):728-734. [doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2015.03.007] [Medline: 25921442]

10. Goodman JH. Paternal postpartum depression, its relationship to maternal postpartum depression, and implications for
family health. J Adv Nurs 2004 Jan;45(1):26-35. [doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02857.x] [Medline: 14675298]

11. Logsdon MC, Wisner KL, Pinto-Foltz MD. The impact of postpartum depression on mothering. J Obstet Gynecol Neonatal
Nurs 2006;35(5):652-658. [doi: 10.1111/j.1552-6909.2006.00087.x] [Medline: 16958723]

12. Lovejoy MC, Graczyk PA, O'Hare E, Neuman G. Maternal depression and parenting behavior: a meta-analytic review.
Clin Psychol Rev 2000 Aug;20(5):561-592. [doi: 10.1016/S0272-7358(98)00100-7] [Medline: 10860167]

13. Murray L, Fiori-Cowley A, Hooper R, Cooper P. The impact of postnatal depression and associated adversity on early
mother-infant interactions and later infant outcome. Child Dev 1996 Oct;67(5):2512-2526. [doi: 10.2307/1131637] [Medline:
9022253]

14. Stein A, Pearson RM, Goodman SH, Rapa E, Rahman A, McCallum M, et al. Effects of perinatal mental disorders on the
fetus and child. Lancet 2014 Nov 15;384(9956):1800-1819. [doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61277-0] [Medline: 25455250]

15. Letourneau NL, Dennis CL, Benzies K, Duffett-Leger L, Stewart M, Tryphonopoulos PD, et al. Postpartum depression is
a family affair: addressing the impact on mothers, fathers, and children. Issues Ment Health Nurs 2012 Jul;33(7):445-457.
[doi: 10.3109/01612840.2012.673054] [Medline: 22757597]

16. Soe NN, Wen DJ, Poh JS, Li Y, Broekman BF, Chen H, et al. Pre- and post-natal maternal depressive symptoms in relation
with infant frontal function, connectivity, and behaviors. PLoS One 2016;11(4):e0152991 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0152991] [Medline: 27073881]

17. Beck CT. The effects of postpartum depression on child development: a meta-analysis. Arch Psychiatr Nurs 1998
Feb;12(1):12-20. [doi: 10.1007/s00737-003-0024-6] [Medline: 9489170]

18. Oberlander TF, Reebye P, Misri S, Papsdorf M, Kim J, Grunau RE. Externalizing and attentional behaviors in children of
depressed mothers treated with a selective serotonin reuptake inhibitor antidepressant during pregnancy. Arch Pediatr
Adolesc Med 2007 Jan;161(1):22-29. [doi: 10.1001/archpedi.161.1.22] [Medline: 17199063]

19. Chojenta C, Loxton D, Lucke J. How do previous mental health, social support, and stressful life events contribute to
postnatal depression in a representative sample of Australian women? J Midwifery Womens Health 2012;57(2):145-150.
[doi: 10.1111/j.1542-2011.2011.00140.x] [Medline: 22432486]

20. Beck CT. Predictors of postpartum depression: an update. Nurs Res 2001;50(5):275-285. [doi:
10.1097/00006199-200109000-00004] [Medline: 11570712]

21. Dennis CL, Chung-Lee L. Postpartum depression help-seeking barriers and maternal treatment preferences: a qualitative
systematic review. Birth 2006 Dec;33(4):323-331. [doi: 10.1111/j.1523-536X.2006.00130.x] [Medline: 17150072]

22. Mauthner NS. Postnatal depression: how can midwives help? Midwifery 1997 Dec;13(4):163-171. [doi:
10.1016/S0266-6138(97)80002-2] [Medline: 9511683]

23. Negron R, Martin A, Almog M, Balbierz A, Howell EA. Social support during the postpartum period: mothers' views on
needs, expectations, and mobilization of support. Matern Child Health J 2013 May;17(4):616-623 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1007/s10995-012-1037-4] [Medline: 22581378]

24. Cohen S, Wills TA. Stress, social support, and the buffering hypothesis. Psychol Bull 1985 Sep;98(2):310-357. [doi:
10.1037/0033-2909.98.2.310] [Medline: 3901065]

25. Cohen S, Underwood LG, Gottlieb BH, Fetzer I, editors. Social Support Measurement and Intervention: A Guide for Health
and Social Scientists. New York: Oxford University Press; 2000.

26. Fonseca A, Gorayeb R, Canavarro MC. Women s help-seeking behaviours for depressive symptoms during the perinatal
period: socio-demographic and clinical correlates and perceived barriers to seeking professional help. Midwifery 2015
Dec;31(12):1177-1185. [doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2015.09.002] [Medline: 26433622]

27. O'Mahen HA, Flynn HA. Preferences and perceived barriers to treatment for depression during the perinatal period. J
Womens Health (Larchmt) 2008 Oct;17(8):1301-1309. [doi: 10.1089/jwh.2007.0631] [Medline: 18816202]

28. Fotheringham MJ, Owies D, Leslie E, Owen N. Interactive health communication in preventive medicine: internet-based
strategies in teaching and research. Am J Prev Med 2000 Aug;19(2):113-120. [doi: 10.1016/S0749-3797(00)00188-4]
[Medline: 10913902]

29. Barrera AZ, Nichols AD. Depression help-seeking attitudes and behaviors among an internet-based sample of
Spanish-speaking perinatal women. Rev Panam Salud Publica 2015 Mar;37(3):148-153. [Medline: 25988251]

30. Fonseca A, Pereira M, Araújo-Pedrosa A, Gorayeb R, Ramos MM, Canavarro MC. Be a mom: formative evaluation of a
web-based psychological intervention to prevent postpartum depression. Cogn Behav Pract 2018 Nov;25(4):473-495. [doi:
10.1016/j.cbpra.2018.02.002]

J Med Internet Res 2019 | vol. 21 | iss. 8 | e12410 | p. 12http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shorey et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=12002628&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02646830500129487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2015.03.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25921442&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2648.2003.02857.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=14675298&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1552-6909.2006.00087.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16958723&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0272-7358(98)00100-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10860167&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1131637
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9022253&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)61277-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25455250&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/01612840.2012.673054
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22757597&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0152991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0152991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27073881&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00737-003-0024-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9489170&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.161.1.22
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17199063&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1542-2011.2011.00140.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22432486&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00006199-200109000-00004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11570712&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-536X.2006.00130.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17150072&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0266-6138(97)80002-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9511683&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/22581378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10995-012-1037-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22581378&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.98.2.310
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3901065&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2015.09.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26433622&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/jwh.2007.0631
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18816202&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0749-3797(00)00188-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=10913902&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25988251&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpra.2018.02.002
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


31. Shorey S, Lau YY, Dennis CL, Chan YS, Tam WW, Chan YH. A randomized-controlled trial to examine the effectiveness
of the 'Home-but not Alone' mobile-health application educational programme on parental outcomes. J Adv Nurs 2017
Sep;73(9):2103-2117. [doi: 10.1111/jan.13293] [Medline: 28276086]

32. Danaher BG, Milgrom J, Seeley JR, Stuart S, Schembri C, Tyler MS, et al. MomMoodBooster web-based intervention for
postpartum depression: feasibility trial results. J Med Internet Res 2013 Nov 4;15(11):e242 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/jmir.2876] [Medline: 24191345]

33. Posmontier B, Neugebauer R, Stuart S, Chittams J, Shaughnessy R. Telephone-administered interpersonal psychotherapy
by nurse-midwives for postpartum depression. J Midwifery Womens Health 2016 Jul;61(4):456-466. [doi:
10.1111/jmwh.12411] [Medline: 26970401]

34. Lindberg I, Christensson K, Ohrling K. Parents' experiences of using videoconferencing as a support in early discharge
after childbirth. Midwifery 2009 Aug;25(4):357-365. [doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2007.06.002] [Medline: 17935844]

35. Dennis CL, Hodnett E, Kenton L, Weston J, Zupancic J, Stewart DE, et al. Effect of peer support on prevention of postnatal
depression among high risk women: multisite randomised controlled trial. Br Med J 2009 Jan 15;338:3064 [FREE Full
text] [doi: 10.1136/bmj.a3064] [Medline: 19147637]

36. Letourneau N, Secco L, Colpitts J, Aldous S, Stewart M, Dennis CL. Quasi-experimental evaluation of a telephone-based
peer support intervention for maternal depression. J Adv Nurs 2015 Jul;71(7):1587-1599. [doi: 10.1111/jan.12622] [Medline:
25705786]

37. Sjöberg M, Lindgren S. Challenging the roles of 'skilled' professionals and 'risky' young mothers: peer support, expertise,
and relational patterns in Facebook groups. J Technol Hum Serv 2017 Sep 13;35(3):247-270. [doi:
10.1080/15228835.2017.1367350]

38. Shorey S, Chee C, Chong YS, Ng ED, Lau Y, Dennis CL. Evaluation of technology-based peer support intervention program
for preventing postnatal depression: protocol for a randomized controlled trial. JMIR Res Protoc 2018 Mar 14;7(3):e81
[FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/resprot.9416] [Medline: 29540338]

39. Research Randomizer. 2018. URL:https://www.randomizer.org [accessed 2018-06-10] [WebCite Cache ID 6yjd5HGA9]
40. Cohen J. Statistical power analysis. Curr Dir Psychol Sci 2016 Jun 24;1(3):98-101. [doi: 10.1111/1467-8721.ep10768783]
41. Cox JL, Holden JM, Sagovsky R. Detection of postnatal depression. Development of the 10-item Edinburgh postnatal

depression scale. Br J Psychiatry 1987 Jun;150:782-786. [doi: 10.1192/bjp.150.6.782] [Medline: 3651732]
42. Kawachi I, Berkman LF. Social ties and mental health. J Urban Health 2001 Sep;78(3):458-467 [FREE Full text] [doi:

10.1093/jurban/78.3.458] [Medline: 11564849]
43. Kroenke K, Spitzer RL, Williams JB. The PHQ-9: validity of a brief depression severity measure. J Gen Intern Med 2001

Sep;16(9):606-613 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x] [Medline: 11556941]
44. Spielberger CD. Manual for the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory. Palo Alto, CA: Consulting Psychologists Press; 1983.
45. Russell DW. UCLA Loneliness Scale (Version 3): reliability, validity, and factor structure. J Pers Assess 1996

Feb;66(1):20-40. [doi: 10.1207/s15327752jpa6601_2] [Medline: 8576833]
46. Leerkes EM, Crockenberg SC. The development of maternal self-efficacy and its impact on maternal behavior. Infancy

2002 Apr 1;3(2):227-247. [doi: 10.1207/S15327078IN0302_7]
47. Shorey S, Ng ED. Evaluation of a technology-based peer-support intervention program for preventing postnatal depression

(part 2): qualitative study. J Med Internet Res 2019;21(8):e12915 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/12915]
48. Barnett PA, Gotlib IH. Psychosocial functioning and depression: distinguishing among antecedents, concomitants, and

consequences. Psychol Bull 1988 Jul;104(1):97-126. [doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.104.1.97] [Medline: 3043529]
49. Dennis CL. Psychosocial and psychological interventions for prevention of postnatal depression: systematic review. Br

Med J 2005 Jul 2;331(7507):15-18 [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1136/bmj.331.7507.15] [Medline: 15994688]
50. Sockol LE, Epperson CN, Barber JP. The relationship between maternal attitudes and symptoms of depression and anxiety

among pregnant and postpartum first-time mothers. Arch Womens Ment Health 2014 Jun;17(3):199-212 [FREE Full text]
[doi: 10.1007/s00737-014-0424-9] [Medline: 24643422]

51. Falah-Hassani K, Shiri R, Dennis CL. Prevalence and risk factors for comorbid postpartum depressive symptomatology
and anxiety. J Affect Disord 2016 Jul 1;198:142-147. [doi: 10.1016/j.jad.2016.03.010] [Medline: 27016657]

52. Ross LE, McLean LM. Anxiety disorders during pregnancy and the postpartum period: a systematic review. J Clin Psychiatry
2006 Aug;67(8):1285-1298. [doi: 10.4088/JCP.v67n0818] [Medline: 16965210]

53. Salonen AH, Kaunonen M, Astedt-Kurki P, Järvenpää AL, Isoaho H, Tarkka MT. Parenting self-efficacy after childbirth.
J Adv Nurs 2009 Nov;65(11):2324-2336. [doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2648.2009.05113.x] [Medline: 19761456]

54. Kohlhoff J, Barnett B. Parenting self-efficacy: links with maternal depression, infant behaviour and adult attachment. Early
Hum Dev 2013 Apr;89(4):249-256. [doi: 10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2013.01.008] [Medline: 23398731]

55. Abarashi Z, Tahmassian K, Mazaheri MA, Panaghi L, Mansoori N. Parental self-efficacy as a determining factor in healthy
mother-child interaction: a pilot study in Iran. Iran J Psychiatry Behav Sci 2014;8(1):19-25 [FREE Full text] [Medline:
24995026]

56. Khan S, Ion A, Alyass A, Greene S, Kwaramba G, Smith S, et al. Loneliness and perceived social support in pregnancy
and early postpartum of mothers living with HIV in Ontario, Canada. AIDS Care 2019 Mar;31(3):318-325. [doi:
10.1080/09540121.2018.1515469] [Medline: 30157684]

J Med Internet Res 2019 | vol. 21 | iss. 8 | e12410 | p. 13http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shorey et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jan.13293
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28276086&dopt=Abstract
https://www.jmir.org/2013/11/e242/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.2876
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24191345&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jmwh.12411
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26970401&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2007.06.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17935844&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19147637
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/19147637
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.a3064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19147637&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jan.12622
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25705786&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15228835.2017.1367350
https://www.researchprotocols.org/2018/3/e81/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/resprot.9416
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29540338&dopt=Abstract
https://www.randomizer.org
http://www.webcitation.org/
                                            6yjd5HGA9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-8721.ep10768783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1192/bjp.150.6.782
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3651732&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/11564849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jurban/78.3.458
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11564849&dopt=Abstract
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/resolve/openurl?genre=article&sid=nlm:pubmed&issn=0884-8734&date=2001&volume=16&issue=9&spage=606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-1497.2001.016009606.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11556941&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa6601_2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=8576833&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1207/S15327078IN0302_7
https://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12915/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/12915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.104.1.97
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3043529&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/15994688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.331.7507.15
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15994688&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24643422
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00737-014-0424-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24643422&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2016.03.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27016657&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.4088/JCP.v67n0818
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16965210&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2009.05113.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19761456&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2013.01.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23398731&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/24995026
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24995026&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09540121.2018.1515469
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30157684&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


57. Wong J, Fisher J. The role of traditional confinement practices in determining postpartum depression in women in Chinese
cultures: a systematic review of the English language evidence. J Affect Disord 2009 Aug;116(3):161-169. [doi:
10.1016/j.jad.2008.11.002] [Medline: 19135261]

58. Dennis CL, Hodnett E, Gallop R, Chalmers B. The effect of peer support on breast-feeding duration among primiparous
women: a randomized controlled trial. Can Med Assoc J 2002 Jan 8;166(1):21-28 [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.1186/s13006-017-0118-9] [Medline: 11800243]

59. Haslam DM, Pakenham KI, Smith A. Social support and postpartum depressive symptomatology: the mediating role of
maternal self-efficacy. Infant Ment Health J 2006 May;27(3):276-291. [doi: 10.1002/imhj.20092] [Medline: 28640472]

60. Beck CT. Postpartum depression: a metasynthesis. Qual Health Res 2002 Apr;12(4):453-472. [doi:
10.1177/104973202129120016] [Medline: 11939248]

61. Cutrona CE, Troutman BR. Social support, infant temperament, and parenting self-efficacy: a mediational model of
postpartum depression. Child Dev 1986 Dec;57(6):1507-1518. [doi: 10.2307/1130428] [Medline: 3802975]

62. Hudson DB, Elek SM, Campbell-Grossman C. Depression, self-esteem, loneliness, and social support among adolescent
mothers participating in the new parents project. Adolescence 2000;35(139):445-453. [Medline: 11130590]

63. Leung S, Arthur DG, Martinson I. Stress in women with postpartum depression: a phenomenological study. J Adv Nurs
2005 Aug;51(4):353-360. [doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2648.2005.03506.x] [Medline: 16086804]

Abbreviations
EPDS:  Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale
PHQ:  Patient Health Questionnaire
PIP:  peer-support intervention program
PNA:  postnatal anxiety
PND:  postnatal depression
PSSP:  Perceived Social Support for Parenting
STAI:  State-Trait Anxiety Inventory
ULS:  University of California, Los Angeles Loneliness Scale

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 05.10.18; peer-reviewed by T Rashid Soron, J Ciolino, A Rahman; comments to author 03.02.19;
revised version received 19.03.19; accepted 28.07.19; published 29.08.19

Please cite as:
Shorey S, Chee CYI, Ng ED, Lau Y, Dennis CL, Chan YH
Evaluation of a Technology-Based Peer-Support Intervention Program for Preventing Postnatal Depression (Part 1): Randomized
Controlled Trial
J Med Internet Res 2019;21(8):e12410
URL: http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
doi: 10.2196/12410
PMID:

©Shefaly Shorey, Cornelia Yin Ing Chee, Esperanza Debby Ng, Ying Lau, Cindy-Lee Dennis, Yiong Huak Chan. Originally
published in the Journal of Medical Internet Research (http://www.jmir.org), 29.08.2019. This is an open-access article distributed
under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits
unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in the Journal of
Medical Internet Research, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on
http://www.jmir.org/, as well as this copyright and license information must be included.

J Med Internet Res 2019 | vol. 21 | iss. 8 | e12410 | p. 14http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Shorey et alJOURNAL OF MEDICAL INTERNET RESEARCH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2008.11.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19135261&dopt=Abstract
http://www.cmaj.ca/cgi/pmidlookup?view=long&pmid=11800243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13006-017-0118-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11800243&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/imhj.20092
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28640472&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/104973202129120016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11939248&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1130428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=3802975&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11130590&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2005.03506.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16086804&dopt=Abstract
http://www.jmir.org/2019/8/e12410/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/12410
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

