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Abstract
Eleven federally-funded datasets assessing breastfeeding behaviors in the US (Early Childhood
Longitudinal Survey, Infant Feeding Practices Survey II, National Health and Nutrition Examination
Survey, National Immunization Survey, National Survey of Children's Health, National Survey of
Early Childhood Health, National Survey of Family Growth, Pediatric Nutrition Surveillance
System, Pregnancy Nutrition Surveillance System, Pregnancy Risk Assessment Survey, and WIC
Participant and Program Characteristics) were reviewed to evaluate the breastfeeding variables
(initiation, duration and exclusivity) and determine if relevant breastfeeding determinants were
collected to evaluate breastfeeding practices from a health disparities perspective. The datasets
utilized inconsistent breastfeeding definitions, limited ethnic descriptors, and varied regarding
availability of relevant determinants. Multiple datasets collect breastfeeding data, but a coordinated
US breastfeeding monitoring and surveillance system does not exist. Suggestions to improve this
system include: standardizing breastfeeding definitions, expanding ethnic/racial descriptors,
collecting additional relevant variables, and reducing recall periods.

Introduction
In the United States, breastfeeding rates are typically lower than national goals, particularly
among certain subgroups, including women who are WIC (Special Supplemental Nutrition
Program for Women, Infants and Children) recipients, low-income, less educated, and US-
born 1-3. Often, specific ethnic/racial groups are noted to have poor breastfeeding outcomes.
The categorization of ethnic/racial groups with broad descriptors such as Black or Hispanic
does not provide a useful analysis of breastfeeding behaviors 3, as these labels may mask
differences in breastfeeding practices among ethnic/racial subgroups. For example, although
US blacks typically have low breastfeeding rates 4, Black women living in the US, but born in
the Caribbean, have better breastfeeding outcomes than US born white women 1. The level of
acculturation may negatively impact breastfeeding initiation and duration among foreign born
women.

In order to improve breastfeeding practices, culturally sensitive breastfeeding interventions
need to be developed, implemented, and assessed. National surveillance and monitoring of
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breastfeeding behavior are essential for the planning, implementation and evaluation of these
public health interventions. Thus, the objectives of this study are to identify federally-funded
sources of US national breastfeeding data, determine if these datasets contain sufficient
information to assess breastfeeding practices from a health disparities perspective, and make
recommendations to improve our national breastfeeding monitoring and surveillance.

Methods
In order to assess the adequacy of the US national breastfeeding monitoring and surveillance
from a health disparities perspective, we evaluated the data quality from federally-funded
national data sets assessing breastfeeding behaviors. To identify these datasets, we reviewed
the websites of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) 5 and the National Center
for Health Statistics 6, and contacted CDC staff. Included datasets were required to: a) be
federally-funded and collect national data on the breastfeeding behaviors of individuals
between 2000 and the present; or evaluate federally-funded national programs promoting
breastfeeding between 2000 and the present; b) contain, at a minimum, information on
breastfeeding initiation or duration; and c) provide the text of questions used to assess
breastfeeding practices or definitions for breastfeeding variables. Similar to the National
Nutrition Monitoring and Related Research Program7, the selected datasets could include
periodic surveys, one-time surveys, and evaluation systems for federally funded programs.
Eligible surveys and datasets were downloaded from their respective websites 8-17. Each was
evaluated to determine if it collected data on: breastfeeding initiation, duration of any and
exclusive breastfeeding, and variables associated with health disparities including race/
ethnicity, acculturation, maternal birthplace, income and household size (used to calculate
poverty index ratio) and whether or not data were collected in US territories. Although
breastfeeding practices can be evaluated in a more comprehensive human ecology model 18,
the analyses of each dataset were limited to determine if data were collected on relevant
breastfeeding determinants (age, education level, parity, previous breastfeeding experience,
body mass index, delivery method, and WIC participation). Descriptive tables were developed
to summarize results. This study was not subject to Institutional Review Board approval, since
no private, identifiable information were obtained from individuals for the analyses presented
in this manuscript.

Results
Federally funded surveys

Eleven federally funded, nationwide surveys collecting breastfeeding data were selected for
our analyses, including two longitudinal surveys, Early Childhood Longitudinal Survey-Birth
Cohort (ECLS:B) and the Infant Feeding Practices Survey II (IFPSII); seven cross-sectional
surveys (National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey 2007 (NHANES), National
Immunization Survey 2006 (NIS), National Survey of Children's Health 2007 (NSCH),
National Survey of Early Childhood Health (NSECH), National Survey of Family Growth
(NSFG), Pregnancy Risk Assessment Monitoring Survey (PRAMS), WIC Program and
Participant Characteristics 2006 (WPPC)); and two program-based surveillance systems
(PedNSS and PNSS). The Pediatric Nutrition Surveillance System (PedNSS), Pregnancy
Nutrition Surveillance System (PNSS) and Pregnancy Risk Assessment Monitoring System
(PRAMS) were included, although participation is voluntary at the state level. Table 1
summarizes relevant background information of each survey.

Breastfeeding Initiation
Breastfeeding initiation data were collected in all 11 datasets. The exact wording of the
breastfeeding questions is presented in Table 2. Five datasets (NIS, NHANES, NSCH, PNSS
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and PedNSS) assessed breastfeeding initiation using identical wording. These surveys inquire
about the provision of breastmilk to the infant either directly (via nursing at the breast) or
indirectly (via alternate means of feeding expressed breastmilk). PRAMS and WPPC used
similar wording to assess the direct and indirect provision of breastmilk. The remaining 4
surveys ask if the child had ever been breastfed, each using slightly different language. The
IFPSII specifically asks if the child was ever breastfed or if the mother attempted to breastfeed
on the neonatal survey, with a slightly different question on subsequent surveys. In total, these
11 datasets use seven different questions to assess breastfeeding initiation.

Breastfeeding Duration/Current Status
Ten of the 11 datasets collected data on breastfeeding duration or current status. Breastfeeding
duration was not measured by the PNSS, which focused primarily on pregnancy. The questions
used to assess breastfeeding duration are listed in Table 2. NSCH, NIS ,NHANES and PedNSS
utilized identical wording, asking when the baby, “completely stopped breastfeeding or being
fed breastmilk”. The IFPSII and PRAMS surveys measure the period of time in which a mother
breastfed or pumped breastmilk for her infant. The wording of the breastfeeding duration
questions in the NSFG, ECLS:B and NSECH surveys does not mention the possibility of
feeding breastmilk via alternate means, and simply asks the child's age when breastfeeding
stopped. The WPPC quantifies the time period in which the infant received breastmilk. In total,
seven questions are used to assess breastfeeding duration in these ten datasets.

One important difference in these surveys is the time frame in which respondents were asked
to recall breastfeeding duration. Research indicates that most women accurately recall
breastfeeding duration when the recall period is short (≤ 3 years)19, However, the issues of
recall bias, data “heaping”, and giving socially desirably responses exist. Of the surveys we
assessed, the most reliable method for assessing breastfeeding duration was utilized in the
IFPSII survey. In this longitudinal study, women were surveyed monthly through the first 7
months post-partum (pp), and then at months 9, 10 and 12. Thus, the potential for recall bias
was minimized. The recall periods used in these surveys ranged from 0 days (currently
breastfeeding) to 18 years. For infants or toddlers who are currently breastfeeding, the “duration
data” reflect current status, rather than actual breastfeeding duration. These data are useful in
determining the percent of infants being breastfed at a specified age. The maximum recall
period for each survey is shown in Table 2.

Exclusive breastfeeding duration
All of the datasets except three (NSECH, PNSS and WPPC) collected data on exclusive
breastfeeding duration. However, the definitions of exclusive breastfeeding were not
consistent. The wording of 5 of these (NIS, NSCH, NSFG, PedNSS, PRAMS) assessed
exclusive breastfeeding status in accordance with the World Health Organization (WHO)
definition 20, which does not allow exclusively breastfed infants to receive water. The NSFG
and PedNSS ask when the infant first received non-breastmilk substances, but did not prompt
for specific food or drink items. PRAMS, NIS and IFPSII provide a prompt which lists non-
breast milk foods and drinks. However, PRAMS and NIS are the only ones that specifically
assess water intake beyond the first week of life.

The IFPSII, NIS and NSCH surveys use multiple questions to determine exclusive
breastfeeding status. The NIS and NSCH determine exclusive breastfeeding duration using an
identical series of questions. The first assesses the infant's age when he or she first received
formula, followed by a question asking the age of introduction of anything other than breastmilk
or formula. The IFPSII uses a series of 4 questions to ascertain EBF status during the past 7
days. These questions ask about: a) water, formula and sugar water use in the hospital; b) age
when first fed formula; c) consumption of formula, cow's milk or other milks, fruit and
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vegetable juices, sweet drinks, baby cereal and other solid foods in the past 7 days; and d) use
of herbal/botanical preparations in the past week. IFPSII specifically asks about the provision
of water in the neonatal survey, but did not include water in the list of foods, which may have
been introduced in the subsequent surveys.

Two surveys did not assess the provision of water to infants, and thus cannot measure exclusive
breastfeeding as described by the WHO 20. The NHANES question on breastfeeding
exclusivity asks when the child was ”…first fed something other than breastmilk or water”,
and is clearly not in compliance with the WHO definition. The ECLS:B asks 4 questions
regarding the age when the child was first fed formula, cow's milk, solid foods and finger foods,
but does not specifically ask about water.

Maternal recall of the duration of exclusive breastfeeding has been shown to be less accurate
than recall of breastfeeding duration 19. Thus, prospective, longitudinal surveys with a short
interval between infant feeding assessments would yield the most valid data for this indicator.
As with breastfeeding duration, the duration of exclusive breastfeeding cannot be determined
for infants currently being exclusively breastfed in a cross-sectional survey.

Ethnic/racial descriptors
The choice of ethnic categories available to describe the respondent varied widely (Table 3).
Each dataset asked respondents if their race was White, Black/African American, Asian (or
Pacific Islander), or Other, and if their ethnicity was Hispanic/Latino. The IFPSII did not
include the uniquely American category of American Indian/Alaska Native and 3 datasets
(IFPSII, PedNSS and PNSS) did not include Native Hawaiian. Individual contributors (states,
tribes, territories) to PNSS and PedNSS are able to further define ethnic subgroups.

Only 6 surveys (ECLS:B, IFPSII, NHANES, NIS, NSECH, and NSFG) asked additional
questions regarding Hispanic origins. Each of these surveys included questions to determine
if participants were of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban or Other Hispanic origins. Additional
choices (Central American, South American, and/or Other Spanish/Caribbean) were available
in NHANES, NIS, and NSECH.

There were very limited opportunities to identify other ethnic or racial subgroups. Only
ECLS:B offers the option of specifying one of 10 countries of Asian origin. Although each
dataset listed Black or African American as a category, none documents the origins (i.e. North
Africa, sub-Saharan Africa, and Caribbean) of Black respondents.

Relevant Breastfeeding Determinants
Table 4 summarizes the availability of data on relevant breastfeeding determinants in each
dataset. All 11 datasets collected data on income, household size and WIC participation. Ten
(all except PedNSS) assessed maternal education and 9 (all except NSCH and PedNSS)
documented maternal age. Parity (at least primiparous vs multiparous) was assessed in all
datasets, except for three which focused on children (ECLS:B, NSCH and NSECH). Maternal
prepregnant weight and height were assessed in 7 of the 11 surveys (ECLS:B, IFPSII,
NHANES, NSFG, PNSS, PRAMS and WPPC). Previous breastfeeding status was assessed in
four surveys.

Delivery mode, which has been shown to impact breastfeeding outcomes and the timing of
lactogenesis II 21, 22, was comprehensively assessed in the IFPSII (induced vaginal, not induced
vaginal, planned Cesarean, or unplanned/emergency Cesarean delivery). The PRAMS survey
includes delivery mode in the “standard” questions (vaginal, Cesarean section, unscheduled
Cesarean). Delivery mode may also be accessible through the linked birth certificate data in
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the states participating in PRAMS. Four surveys (NHANES, NSFG, PRAMS, and NSCH)
recorded maternal birthplace.

Acculturation was assessed in 5 surveys (ECLS:B, NHANES, NSCH, NSFG, and PRAMS).
The surveys which did assess acculturation asked questions on either, nativity, years in the US,
or languages spoken or read. None of these surveys had a comprehensive assessment of
acculturation, such as that developed by Cuellar et al 23. Data collection in US territories was
limited. Of the datasets reviewed, PedNSS, PNSS and WPPC were the only ones to collect
data from participants living in US territories.

Discussion
This review of the current status of US national breastfeeding surveillance and monitoring
efforts indicates that, while multiple surveys and datasets assess breastfeeding outcomes, these
data systems are not optimal for the evaluation of breastfeeding practices from a health
disparities perspective. Opportunities for improvement were identified including: eliminating
inconsistent breastfeeding definitions, expanding limited ethnic descriptors, collecting
additional relevant variables, modifying suboptimal recall periods, and improving links
between breastfeeding databases. Despite these limitations, it is essential to recognize the
substantial progress made since the last report of US national surveillance of breastfeeding
behavior 24 in 2000. Since that time, breastfeeding questions have been added to the NIS, which
now serve as the data source for the Healthy People 2010 breastfeeding objectives 25, and the
IFPSII has been conducted.

Given the major relevance of breastfeeding for maternal and child health, it is important to
develop a truly comprehensive and well-integrated breastfeeding monitoring and surveillance
system in the US. Breastfeeding is associated with decreased incidence of several conditions,
including post neonatal death, diabetes, necrotizing enterocolitis, obesity, otitis media, and
premenopausal breast cancer. Many of the populations that are least likely to breastfeed also
bear a disproportionate share of the burden of morbidity and mortality in this country. For
example, the high rate of infant mortality among Black infants has been partially attributed to
the poor breastfeeding practices of Black women 26. The development and evaluation of
culturally-sensitive breastfeeding interventions targeting those with the poor breastfeeding
outcomes has the potential to reduce the incidence of several medical conditions where health
disparities exist. A comprehensive breastfeeding monitoring and surveillance system could be
used to evaluate the effectiveness of national or state-specific breastfeeding interventions.

Based on our findings, we have developed recommendations to improve breastfeeding
monitoring and surveillance in the US. These recommendations seek to: a) improve the quality
of the data that is currently being collected; b) add new, relevant variables; and c) integrate
existing surveys and datasets into a comprehensive monitoring and surveillance system.

We recommend that federally-funded datasets assessing breastfeeding use standardized
questions. This recommendation was first proposed in 2000 24, but has not been fully
implemented. Currently, subtle variations in the wording of the questions assessing
breastfeeding initiation, duration and exclusivity could cause a respondent to provide different
answers for the same breastfeeding outcome, depending on the survey applied to her. This is
particularly problematic in the case of exclusive breastfeeding, where conflicting definitions
of exclusive breastfeeding (i.e. excluding vs. permitting water) are implied by the questions.
Slight variations in wording of the breastfeeding duration questions can result in different
estimates of breastfeeding duration, especially among infants receiving predominantly
expressed breastmilk or donor breastmilk. For example, duration may be assessed by asking
how long the child was breastfed, how long the woman breastfed or pumped, or the age when
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the child stopped receiving breastmilk. Women whose infant received expressed or donor milk
would likely respond to these questions with different answers.

Several key variables, which are essential for assessing breastfeeding from a health disparities
perspective, were missing from multiple surveys. The limited number of Hispanic and Asian
ethnic categories used in these surveys is concerning and the complete absence of subgroups
for Black respondents represents a major omission. It has been recognized for many years that
Black women display ethnic heterogeneity regarding maternal health risk behaviors 27, yet
continued reliance on the federal Office of Management and Budget's generic category for
Black individuals negatively impacts breastfeeding research 3. While US Black women have
the lowest breastfeeding rates in this country 26, research has shown that Black women with
Caribbean origins have better breastfeeding outcomes than US born Caucasian women 1. We
recommend the collection of more detailed ethnic descriptors, in combination with
oversampling of minority groups known to have poor breastfeeding outcomes, in order to better
monitor trends in their breastfeeding practices. Because foreign-born women are more likely
to breastfeed than US born women 28, 29, maternal birthplace is a useful variable to collect.
Since acculturation has been shown to be inversely associated with breastfeeding rates30, and
immigrants have been shown to have better breastfeeding rates than US born women 1,
acculturation should be further assessed. Of the 5 surveys assessing acculturation, all used
proxy indicators that focused on nativity, or languages spoken or read. Whenever possible, a
more in-depth assessment of acculturation as developed by Cuellar 23 is recommended.

One unexpected finding was the very limited breastfeeding surveillance (3/11 datasets)
conducted in US territories and commonwealths. Given that WIC participation is a risk factor
for poor breastfeeding outcomes and that the WIC program is available in the US mainland,
Puerto Rico, American Samoa, Guam, the US Virgin Islands and the Commonwealth Islands
of the Northern Marianas31, it is important to assess breastfeeding outcomes in all US states,
territories, and commonwealths.

The majority of datasets assessed relevant demographic and biomedical variables; however,
two biomedical factors which may impact breastfeeding success merit further discussion.
Seven surveys collected maternal height and prepregnancy weight, which are needed to
calculate body mass index. The datasets which did not collect these variables (NIS, NSCH,
NSECH and PedNSS) are primarily focused on child health outcomes. Obese women
experience delayed lactogenesis II 21, 22 and poor breastfeeding outcomes 32-34. Given the
growing body of scientific literature documenting the poor breastfeeding outcomes of women
with excess weight, coupled with the US obesity epidemic, we recommend that the NIS add
maternal height and weight as variables. These data would be a particularly useful addition to
the NIS, as it is used for monitoring progress towards Healthy People 2010 goals. While self
reported height and weight could not be verified in phone-based surveys, maternal report of
these parameters is generally sufficient to identify the majority of those who are obese 35, 36.

Delivery mode has been associated with breastfeeding outcomes, but is only collected on 2 of
the datasets we reviewed (IFPSII and PRAMS). Women who undergo stressful deliveries
(unscheduled Cesarean deliveries, vaginal deliveries with long stage II labor) are more likely
to have delayed lactogenesis and suboptimal infant breastfeeding behaviors 21, 22. Obese
women are also at greater risk for a Cesarean delivery 36, thus compounding their risk for
breastfeeding difficulties. Although costs restrict the number of questions in any given
instrument, investing in the addition of delivery mode questions in key national surveys, such
as NIS, will likely yield meaningful results.

The data sources we reviewed have some inherent limitations. Some of the data sets focus on
children and therefore do not collect all of the relevant maternal variables. With the exception
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of the IFPSII, none of the surveys/data sets was designed with the main purpose of evaluating
breastfeeding practices. Thus, some of the variation in the wording of the breastfeeding
questions is to be expected. Each survey or surveillance system should not be expected to
include all variables potentially related to breastfeeding. These limitations highlight the need
for a well integrated and coordinated national breastfeeding monitoring system in the US.

Ideally, a single, nationally representative, longitudinal survey focused on breastfeeding
behaviors, knowledge and attitudes and health outcomes should be designed and implemented.
While this is unlikely to happen soon, modifications to the existing surveys can be made. The
IFPSII is the existing survey that best fits this recommendation. Unfortunately, this survey is
not nationally representative. Respondents to this 12-month longitudinal survey, were a
subgroup of individuals participating in a consumer opinion survey, and were predominantly
Caucasian (5% Black, 6% Hispanic), well-educated women (22% with highschool or less
education)37. The application of selected IFPSII questions on a nationally representative
sample may provide more useful information.

The NIS, which serves as a data source for the Healthy People 2010 objectives, has a fairly
long recall period (19-35 months pp). Given that the vast majority of states report that less than
half of their infants are breastfed at 6 months, it would be useful to begin assessing breastfeeding
practices earlier, thus minimizing recall bias, which is especially important when measuring
the duration of exclusive breastfeeding. One suggestion to reduce the recall period is to combine
some of the IFPSII and NIS breastfeeding questions in a cross-sectional survey, which is
administered at 6 months pp, with follow-up contact of women who are still breastfeeding.

Because of the link with state birth certificate data, modification of PRAMS holds great
potential for improving breastfeeding surveillance. Currently, PRAMS contacts women 2-6
months pp, thus there is minimal recall bias for the timing of introduction of non-breastmilk
substances. Linking PRAMS with the Standard Certificate of Live Birth (SCLB) would provide
a very useful data set, given the wealth of data on the SCLB (delivery mode, breastfeeding
initiation, ethnic descriptors, maternal and paternal education, maternal BMI, WIC
participation). Widespread adoption of the SCLB by states should be encouraged. Follow-up
contact with women still breastfeeding is recommended. Currently the WHO recommends
breastfeeding for at least 2 years 38, but only 6 of the 11 datasets allow for a measure of
breastfeeding duration beyond the first year (NHANES, NIS, NHANES, NSCH, NSECH,
NSFG and PedNSS).

Our vision for a comprehensive breastfeeding monitoring and surveillance system builds upon
current efforts and can be conceptualized as a breastfeeding-specific version of the US National
Nutrition Monitoring and Related Research Program (NNMRRP). Eventually, we envision
that this system will produce a centralized internet site where the user can easily generate
summaries and analyze breastfeeding trends in the US by key population characteristics. This
would involve enhancement of the currently existing CDC website of breastfeeding data
(http://www.cdc.gov/breastfeeding/data/index.htm), providing links to relevant current and
completed breastfeeding surveys/datasets and including state-specific results where available.
These links would connect the user to the text of the breastfeeding questions, summarized
tables by state or territory, and any published analyses. This approach is similar to the one used
by the USAID-funded Demographic and Health Surveys (http://www.measuredhs.com).

The application of management information system technology to link data bases is essential.
Currently, 37 states participate in PRAMS, with some of the remaining states having a
“PRAMS-like” database, which is not linked to PRAMS. Similarly, adoption of the
breastfeeding questions on the SCLB is gaining momentum. While states should be encouraged
to participate in the SCLB and PRAMS, PNSS and PedNSS, as previously recommended 24,
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we recommend that state-specific data from similar surveys should be linked for analysis at
the national level.

In conclusion, we strongly recommend that the US government enhance current breastfeeding
monitoring efforts. We recommend that datasets standardize their breastfeeding outcome
indicators. Whenever possible, we recommend that existing data systems use more detailed
ethnic descriptors, and assess acculturation and other key variables known to be associated
with breastfeeding outcomes (such as maternal BMI and delivery mode). It is important to
develop a monitoring and surveillance system that integrates all currently collected national
and state breastfeeding data into a comprehensive breastfeeding information system which
would be an enhanced, breastfeeding-specific version of the National Nutrition Monitoring
and Related Research Program. Efforts should be made to collect nationally representative
breastfeeding data from all US states, territories and commonwealths. The timing of surveys
should be modified to shorten the recall period, while allowing follow-up with women still
breastfeeding at the time of the initial survey. These changes would allow for a comprehensive
assessment of US breastfeeding practices from a health disparities perspective.

Supplementary Material
Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.

Acknowledgments
The project describes was supported by award P20MD001765 from the National Center on Minority Health and Health
Disparities. The content is solely the responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official views
of the National Center on Minority Health and Health Disparities or the National Institutes of Health. The authors
thank Ellen Meisterling for administrative assistance.

NIH EXPORT grant P20 MD001765

Biography
Donna J Chapman is the Assistant Director of the Connecticut NIH EXPORT Center for
Eliminating Health Disparities Among Latinos and Asst. Professor-in-Residence in the
Department of Nutritional Sciences at the University of Connecticut.

Rafael Pérez-Escamilla is Director of the Connecticut NIH EXPORT Center for Eliminating
Health Disparities Among Latinos and Professor of Nutritional Sciences and Public Health at
the University of Connecticut.

References
1. Bonuck K, Trombley M, Freeman K, Mckee D. Randomized, controlled trial of a prenatal and postnatal

lactation consultant intervention on duration and intensity of breastfeeding up to 12 months. Pediatrics
2005;116(6):1413–1426. [PubMed: 16322166]

2. Singh G, Kogan M, Dee D. Nativity/Immigrant status, race/ethnicity, and socioeconomic determinants
of breastfeeding initiation and duration in the United States, 2003. Pediatrics 2007;119:S38–S46.
[PubMed: 17272583]

3. Merewood A. Race, ethnicity, and breastfeeding. Pediatrics 2006;118(4):1742–1743. [PubMed:
17015568]

4. Li R, Darling N, Maurice E, Barker L, Grummer-Strawn L. Breastfeeding rates in the United States
by characteristics of the child, mother, or family: the 2002 National Immunization Survey. Pediatrics
2;005(115):1e–31.

5. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 2006.
http://www.cdc.gov/breastfeeding/data/index.htm. Accessed 8/3/2006

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 8

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

http://www.cdc.gov/breastfeeding/data/index.htm


6. National Center for Health Statistics. Summary of surveys and data systems, National Center for Health
Statistics, June 2004.
http://00-www.cdc.gov/mill1.sjlibrary.org/nchs/data/NCHS_Survey_Matrix.pdf

7. Interagency Board for Nutrition Monitoring and Related Research. Nutrition monitoring in the United
States: The directory of Federal and State nutrition monitoring and related research activities.
Bialostosky, K., editor. National Center for Health Statistics; Hyattsville, MD: 2000.
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/misc/direc-99.pdf. Accessed 8/6/2008

8. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Pregnancy Risk Assessment Monitoring system (PRAMS)
Phase 5 Core Questionnaire. http://www.cdc.gov/PRAMS/Questionnaire.htm. Accessed 3/20/2008

9. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Infant Feeding Practices Survey II.
http://www.cdc.gov/ifps/questionnaires.htm. Accessed 7/5/2008

10. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey:
Survey questionnaires, examination components and laboratory components 2007-2008.
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/about/major/nhanes2007-2008/questexam07_08.htm. Accessed 8/6/2008

11. Blumberg, S.; Olson, L.; Osborn, L. Vol. 1. Vital Health Stat; National Center for Health Statistics;
2002. Design and operation of the national Survey of Early Childhood Health, 2000.

12. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. National Survey of Family Growth: Questionnaires.
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/about/major/nsfg/nsfgquestionnaires.htm. Accessed 10/16/2006

13. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. National Survey of Children's Health 2007. Q2/2007
Mid Quarter Instrument. 1/8/2008;
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/slaits/nsch_production_hardcopy_mid-Q207_update.pdf

14. National Center for Education Statistics. Early Childhood Longitudinal Survey Birth Cohort, 9 month
parent survey. http://nces.ed.gov/ecls/pdf/Birth/parent_nine.pdf. Accessed 8/28/2007

15. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. PNSS User's Guide. 1/10/2008;
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/additional_tools/pnss_users_guide/
PNSS_Users_Guide_Record_Specs.pdf

16. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. PedNSS User's Guide. 1/10/2008;
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/additional_tools/pednss_users_guide/
PedNSS_Users_Guide_Record_Specs.pdf

17. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. National Immunization Survey: A user's guide for the
2006 public-use data file. 3/20/2008; http://www.cdc.gov/nis/pdfs/NISPUF06_DUG.pdf

18. Tiedje L, Schiffman R, Buzzitta C, McCann A, Metzger S. An ecological approach to breastfeeding.
Matern Child Nutrition 2002;27(3):154–161.

19. Li R, Scanlon K, Serdula M. The validity and reliability of maternal recall of breastfeeding practice.
Nutrition Reviews 2005;63(4):103–110. [PubMed: 15869124]

20. World Health Organization. Indicators for assessing breastfeeding practices. World Health
Organization; Geneva, Switzerland: 1991.

21. Chapman D, Pérez-Escamilla R. Identification of risk factors for delayed onset of lactation. J Am
Diet Assoc 1999;99:450–454. [PubMed: 10207398]

22. Dewey K, Nommsen-Rivers L,MJ, Cohen R. Risk factors for suboptimal infant breastfeeding
behavior, delayed onset of lactation, and excess neonatal weight loss. Pediatrics 2003;112(3 Part 1):
607–619. [PubMed: 12949292]

23. Cuellar I, Arnold B, Maldonado R. Acculturation rating scale for Mexican Americans-II: A revision
of the original ARMSA scale. Hispanic Journal of Behavioral Sciences 1995;17:275–304.

24. Grummer-Strawn L, Li R. US National Surveillance of Breastfeeding Behavior. J Hum Lact 2000;16
(4):283–290. [PubMed: 11155599]

25. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Healthy People 2010 Operational Definition.
ftp://ftp.cdc.gov/pub/Health_Statistics/NCHS/Datasets/DATA2010/Focusarea16/O1619a.pdf.
Accessed 4/29/2008

26. Forste R, Weiss J, Lippincott E. The decision to breastfeed in the United States: Does race matter?
Pediatrics 2001;108(1):291–296. [PubMed: 11483790]

27. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Topics in minority health ethnic variation and maternal
risk characteristics among Blacks--Massachusetts, 1987 and 1988. MMWR June 21;1991 40(24):
403,409–411. [PubMed: 2046647]1991

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 9

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

http://00-www.cdc.gov/mill1.sjlibrary.org/nchs/data/NCHS_Survey_Matrix.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/misc/direc-99.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/PRAMS/Questionnaire.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/ifps/questionnaires.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/about/major/nhanes2007-2008/questexam07_08.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/about/major/nsfg/nsfgquestionnaires.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/slaits/nsch_production_hardcopy_mid-Q207_update.pdf
http://nces.ed.gov/ecls/pdf/Birth/parent_nine.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/additional_tools/pnss_users_guide/PNSS_Users_Guide_Record_Specs.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/additional_tools/pnss_users_guide/PNSS_Users_Guide_Record_Specs.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/additional_tools/pednss_users_guide/PedNSS_Users_Guide_Record_Specs.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/pednss/additional_tools/pednss_users_guide/PedNSS_Users_Guide_Record_Specs.pdf
http://www.cdc.gov/nis/pdfs/NISPUF06_DUG.pdf
ftp://ftp.cdc.gov/pub/Health_Statistics/NCHS/Datasets/DATA2010/Focusarea16/O1619a.pdf


28. Gibson-Davis C, Brooks-Gunn J. Couples' immigration status and ethnicity as determinants of
breastfeeding. Am J Public Health 2006;96(4):641–646. [PubMed: 16507724]

29. Celi A, Rich-Edwards J, Richardson M, Kleinman K, Gillman M. Immigration, race/ethnicity, and
social and economic factors as predictors of breastfeeding initiation. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med
2005;159:255–260. [PubMed: 15753269]

30. Beck C. Acculturation: Implications for perinatal research. MCN, Am J Maternal Child Nursing
2006;31(2):114–120.

31. Food and Nutrition Service. Nutrition Program Facts: WIC.
http://www.fns.usda.gov/wic/WIC-Fact-Sheet.pdf. Accessed 3/20/2008

32. Ferris A, Neubauer S, Bendel R, Green K, Ingardia C, Reece E. Perinatal lactation protocol and
outcome in mothers with and without insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. Am J Clin Nutr
1993;58:43–48. [PubMed: 8317388]

33. Hilson J, Rasmussen K, Kjolhede C. Maternal obesity and breast-feeding success in a rural population
of white women. Am J Clin Nutr 1997;66:1371–1378. [PubMed: 9394689]

34. Hilson J, Rasmussen K, Kjolhede C. High prepregnant body mass index is associated with poor
lactation outcomes among white, rural women independent of psychosocial and demographic
correlates. J Hum Lact 2004;20(1):18–29. [PubMed: 14974697]

35. Tomeo C, Rich-Edwards J, Michels K, et al. Reproducibility and validity of maternal recall of
pregnancy-related events. Epidemiology 1999;10:774–777. [PubMed: 10535796]

36. Chu S, Kim S, Schmid C, et al. Maternal obesity and risk of cesarean delivery: a meta-analysis.
Obesity Reviews 2007;8:385–394. [PubMed: 17716296]

37. Fein, S.; Labiner-Wolfe, J.; Shealy, K.; Grummer-Strawn, L.; Ruowei, L. Infant Feeding Practices
Study II: Methods and sample characteristics; Paper presented at: American Public Health
Association; Washington, DC: 2007.

38. World Health Organization W. Infant and young child nutrition: Global strategy on infant and young
child feeding. Vol. A55. World Health Organization; Geneva, Switzerland: 2002.

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 10

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

http://www.fns.usda.gov/wic/WIC-Fact-Sheet.pdf


N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 11
Ta

bl
e 

1

Su
m

m
ar

y 
of

 fe
de

ra
lly

 fu
nd

ed
 d

at
as

et
s a

ss
es

si
ng

 b
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g 
ou

tc
om

es
 o

f i
nd

iv
id

ua
ls

M
et

ho
ds

Fo
rm

at
T

im
in

g 
O

f D
at

a
C

ol
le

ct
io

n
L

an
gu

ag
es

C
on

du
ct

ed
Y

ea
r 

L
as

t
C

on
du

ct
ed

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y
N

at
io

na
lly

R
ep

re
se

nt
at

iv
e

EC
LS

:B
Lo

ng
itu

di
na

l
st

ud
y 

w
ith

cr
os

s-
se

ct
io

na
l

as
se

ss
em

en
t

of
 b

re
as

tfe
ed

in
g

st
at

us

In
-p

er
so

n
co

m
pu

te
r

as
si

st
ed

in
te

rv
ie

w
s +

se
lf

ad
m

in
is

te
re

d
qu

es
tio

nn
ai

re
s

B
F 

qu
es

tio
ns

 o
n

9 
m

o 
pp

 su
rv

ey
En

gl
is

h,
 S

pa
ni

sh
,

ot
he

rs
 if

 tr
an

sl
at

or
av

ai
la

bl
e

O
ng

oi
ng

w
ith

ch
ild

re
n

bo
rn

 in
 2

00
1N

ot
pr

ev
io

us
ly

co
nd

uc
te

d

Y
es

IF
PS

II
Lo

ng
itu

di
na

l
O

ne
 b

rie
f

te
le

ph
on

e
in

te
rv

ie
w

,
m

ul
tip

le
m

ai
le

d
qu

es
tio

nn
ai

re
s

D
at

a 
co

lle
ct

ed
pr

en
at

al
ly

, j
us

t
af

te
r b

irt
h,

 3
w

ee
ks

 p
p,

2,
3,

4,
5,

6,
7,

9,
10

,
12

 m
on

th
s p

p

En
gl

is
h

20
07

Pr
ev

io
us

ly
co

nd
uc

te
d 

in
19

93
/1

99
4

N
o,

 c
on

su
m

er
op

in
io

n 
pa

ne
l

N
H

A
N

ES
C

ro
ss

-
se

ct
io

na
l

In
-p

er
so

n
V

ar
ia

bl
e,

 a
sk

ed
fo

r e
ac

h 
ch

ild
≤6

 y
ea

rs

En
gl

is
h,

 S
pa

ni
sh

an
d 

tra
ns

la
to

r
us

ed
 fo

r o
th

er
la

ng
ua

ge
s

O
ng

oi
ng

B
ie

nn
ia

l
Y

es

N
IS

C
ro

ss
-

se
ct

io
na

l
Te

le
ph

on
e

in
te

rv
ie

w
 fo

r
pa

re
nt

s, 
m

ai
le

d
su

rv
ey

 to
 M

D
s

19
-3

5 
m

on
th

s
pp

En
gl

is
h,

 S
pa

ni
sh

,
ot

he
rs

 (1
.7

%
) v

ia
A

T&
T 

la
ng

ua
ge

lin
e

O
ng

oi
ng

A
nn

ua
l

Y
es

N
SC

H
C

ro
ss

-
se

ct
io

na
l

Te
le

ph
on

e
≤6

 y
ea

rs
En

gl
is

h,
 S

pa
ni

sh
,

ot
he

rs
 v

ia
 A

T&
T

la
ng

ua
ge

 li
ne

20
07

Ev
er

y 
4

ye
ar

s
Y

es

N
SE

C
H

C
ro

ss
-

se
ct

io
na

l
Te

le
ph

on
e

In
te

rv
ie

w
4-

35
 m

on
th

s p
p

En
gl

is
h 

an
d

Sp
an

is
h

20
00

O
ne

 ti
m

e
su

rv
ey

Y
es

N
SF

G
C

ro
ss

-
Se

ct
io

na
l

In
-p

er
so

n
V

ar
ia

bl
e,

 a
sk

ed
fo

r e
ac

h 
ch

ild
≤1

8y
rs

En
gl

is
h

O
ng

oi
ng

A
nn

ua
l

Y
es

Pe
dN

SS
*

Pr
og

ra
m

-
ba

se
d

su
rv

ei
lla

nc
e

U
til

iz
ed

pr
ed

om
in

an
tly

(8
6%

) W
IC

da
ta

V
ar

ia
bl

e,
as

se
ss

es
 B

F
pr

ac
tic

es
th

ro
ug

h 
24

m
on

th
s

En
gl

is
h,

 S
pa

ni
sh

,
ot

he
r l

an
gu

ag
es

sp
ok

en
 in

 W
IC

of
fic

es

O
ng

oi
ng

A
nn

ua
l

N
o,

 re
fle

ct
s

pr
ed

om
in

an
tly

W
IC

pa
rti

ci
pa

nt
s

fr
om

 P
ed

N
SS

co
nt

rib
ut

or
s

(a
pp

ro
x 

40
st

at
es

, W
as

h
D

C
, P

ue
rto

R
ic

o,
 a

nd
 5

tri
ba

l
go

ve
rn

m
en

ts
)

PN
SS

*
Pr

og
ra

m
-

ba
se

d
su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e

U
til

iz
es

pr
ed

om
in

an
tly

(9
9%

) W
IC

pr
og

ra
m

 d
at

a

2-
5 

m
on

th
s p

p
En

gl
is

h,
 S

pa
ni

sh
,

ot
he

r l
an

gu
ag

es
sp

ok
en

 in
 W

IC
of

fic
es

O
ng

oi
ng

A
nn

ua
l

N
o,

 re
fle

ct
s

W
IC

pa
rti

ci
pa

nt
s

fr
om

 P
N

SS
co

nt
rib

ut
or

s
(a

pp
ro

x 
26

st
at

es
, 5

 tr
ib

al
go

ve
rn

m
en

ts
,

1 
U

S 
te

rr
ito

ry
)

PR
A

M
S

C
ro

ss
-

se
ct

io
na

l
Pr

ed
om

in
an

tly
m

ai
l,

te
le

ph
on

e

Su
rv

ey
ed

ap
pr

ox
. 2

-6
m

on
th

s p
p

En
gl

is
h 

an
d

Sp
an

is
h

O
ng

oi
ng

A
nn

ua
l

R
an

do
m

sa
m

pl
e 

in
 3

7
pa

rti
ci

pa
tin

g

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 12
M

et
ho

ds
Fo

rm
at

T
im

in
g 

O
f D

at
a

C
ol

le
ct

io
n

L
an

gu
ag

es
C

on
du

ct
ed

Y
ea

r 
L

as
t

C
on

du
ct

ed
Fr

eq
ue

nc
y

N
at

io
na

lly
R

ep
re

se
nt

at
iv

e
fo

llo
w

-u
p 

of
no

nr
es

po
nd

er
s

st
at

es

W
PP

C
C

ro
ss

-
se

ct
io

na
l

U
til

iz
es

 W
IC

pr
og

ra
m

 d
at

a
6-

13
 m

on
th

s p
p

En
gl

is
h,

 S
pa

ni
sh

an
d 

ot
he

r
la

ng
ua

ge
s s

po
ke

n
in

 W
IC

 o
ff

ic
es

20
06

a
B

ie
nn

ia
l

N
o,

 re
fle

ct
s

W
IC

po
pu

la
tio

n

EC
LS

:B
: E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 L

on
gi

tu
di

na
l S

ur
ve

y,
 B

irt
h 

C
oh

or
t; 

IF
PS

II
: I

nf
an

t F
ee

di
ng

 P
ra

ct
ic

es
 S

ur
ve

y 
II

; N
H

A
N

ES
: N

at
io

na
l H

ea
lth

 a
nd

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Ex

am
in

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

 2
00

7;
 N

IS
: N

at
io

na
l

Im
m

un
iz

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

 2
00

6;
 N

SC
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 C

hi
ld

re
n'

s H
ea

lth
 2

00
7;

 N
SE

C
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 H

ea
lth

; N
SF

G
: N

at
io

na
l S

ur
ve

y 
of

 F
am

ily
 G

ro
w

th
; P

ed
N

SS
: P

ed
ia

tri
c

N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
N

SS
: P

re
gn

an
cy

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
R

A
M

S:
 P

re
gn

an
cy

 R
is

k 
A

ss
es

sm
en

t M
on

ito
rin

g 
Sy

st
em

; W
PP

C
: W

IC
 P

ar
tic

ip
an

t a
nd

 P
ro

gr
am

 C
ha

ra
ct

er
is

tic
s

20
06

PP
= 

po
st

pa
rtu

m

* B
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g 
da

ta
 c

ol
le

ct
io

n 
op

tio
na

l i
n 

PN
SS

 a
nd

 P
ed

N
SS

.

a M
os

t r
ec

en
t r

ep
or

t

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 13
Ta

bl
e 

2

W
or

di
ng

 o
f b

re
as

tfe
ed

in
g 

qu
es

tio
ns

 u
se

d 
on

 fe
de

ra
lly

-f
un

de
d 

da
ta

se
ts

B
F

In
iti

at
io

n
A

ss
es

se
d

W
or

di
ng

 o
f

B
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g
In

iti
at

io
n 

Q
ue

st
io

n

D
ur

at
io

n 
of

an
y 

B
F

A
ss

es
se

d?

M
ax

im
um

 R
ec

al
l

Pe
ri

od
W

or
di

ng
 o

f
B

re
as

tfe
ed

in
g 

D
ur

at
io

n
Q

ue
st

io
n

D
ur

at
io

n 
of

E
B

F
A

ss
es

se
d

W
or

di
ng

 o
f e

xc
lu

si
ve

 b
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g
du

ra
tio

n 
qu

es
tio

n

EC
LS

-B
Y

es
D

id
 {

yo
u/

{c
hi

ld
/tw

in
}'

s
m

ot
he

r}
 e

ve
r b

re
as

tfe
ed

{c
hi

ld
/tw

in
}?

Y
es

*
9 

m
on

th
s

Fo
r h

ow
 m

an
y 

m
on

th
s

di
d 

{y
ou

/{
ch

ild
/tw

in
}'

s
m

ot
he

r b
re

as
t-f

ee
d

{h
im

/h
er

}?

Pa
rti

al
ly

**
a.

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 {
ch

ild
/tw

in
} 

in
 m

on
th

s w
he

n 
yo

u 
be

ga
n 

fe
ed

in
g 

{h
im

/h
er

}
fo

rm
ul

a?

b.
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 {

ch
ild

/tw
in

} 
in

 m
on

th
s w

he
n 

yo
u 

be
ga

n 
fe

ed
in

g 
{h

im
/h

er
} 

co
w

's
m

ilk
?

c.
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 {c

hi
ld

/tw
in

} i
n 

m
on

th
s w

he
n 

so
lid

 fo
od

 w
as

 fi
rs

t i
nt

ro
du

ce
d?

 S
ol

id
fo

od
s i

nc
lu

de
 c

er
ea

l a
nd

 b
ab

y 
fo

od
 in

 ja
rs

, b
ut

 n
ot

 fi
ng

er
 fo

od
s.

d.
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 {c

hi
ld

/tw
in

} i
n 

m
on

th
s w

he
n 

{h
e/

sh
e}

 w
as

 fi
rs

t g
iv

en
 fi

ng
er

 fo
od

s,
su

ch
 as

 C
he

er
io

s, 
te

et
hi

ng
 b

is
cu

its
, c

ra
ck

er
s, 

br
ea

d,
 n

oo
dl

es
, r

ic
e,

 g
rit

s, 
to

rti
lla

s,
or

 p
ot

at
oe

s?

IF
PS

II
Y

es
D

id
 y

ou
 e

ve
r

br
ea

st
fe

ed
 o

r t
ry

 to
br

ea
st

fe
ed

 y
ou

r b
ab

y,
ei

th
er

 in
 th

e 
ho

sp
ita

l
or

 b
irt

h 
ce

nt
er

, o
r

af
te

r y
ou

 w
en

t
ho

m
e?

a
D

id
 y

ou
 e

ve
r

br
ea

st
fe

ed
 th

is
 b

ab
y

(o
r f

ee
d 

th
is

 b
ab

y
yo

ur
 p

um
pe

d 
m

ilk
)?

b

Y
es

*
2 

m
on

th
s

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 y
ou

r b
ab

y
w

he
n 

yo
u 

co
m

pl
et

el
y

st
op

pe
d 

br
ea

st
fe

ed
in

g
an

d 
pu

m
pi

ng
 m

ilk
?

(D
ay

s/
w

ee
ks

)

Pa
rti

al
ly

**
a.

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 y
ou

r b
ab

y 
w

he
n 

he
 o

r s
he

 w
as

 fi
rs

t f
ed

 fo
rm

ul
a?

b.
W

hi
le

 y
ou

 w
er

e i
n 

th
e h

os
pi

ta
l o

r b
irt

h 
ce

nt
er

, w
as

 y
ou

r b
ab

y 
fe

d 
w

at
er

, f
or

m
ul

a,
or

 su
ga

r w
at

er
 a

t a
ny

 ti
m

e?
 (y

es
/n

o/
do

n'
t k

no
w

 fo
r e

ac
h)

.

c.
In

 th
e 

pa
st

 7
 d

ay
s, 

ho
w

 o
fte

n 
w

as
 y

ou
r b

ab
y 

fe
d 

ea
ch

 fo
od

 li
st

ed
 b

el
ow

? 
(li

st
in

g
in

cl
ud

es
 b

re
as

tm
ilk

, f
or

m
ul

a,
 w

at
er

# ,
 su

ga
r w

at
er

# ,
 co

w
's 

m
ilk

 o
r a

ny
 o

th
er

 m
ilk

(r
ic

e,
 so

y,
 g

oa
t o

r o
th

er
), 

10
0%

 fr
ui

t o
r 1

00
%

 v
eg

et
ab

le
 ju

ic
e,

 sw
ee

t d
rin

ks
 (j

ui
ce

dr
in

ks
, s

of
t d

rin
ks

, s
od

a,
 sw

ee
t t

ea
, K

oo
l-A

id
, e

tc
), 

ba
by

 c
er

ea
l, 

an
d 

10
 o

th
er

fo
od

 c
at

eg
or

ie
s+

.

d.
W

as
 y

ou
r b

ab
y 

gi
ve

n 
an

y 
he

rb
al

 o
r b

ot
an

ic
al

 p
re

pa
ra

tio
n 

or
 a

ny
 k

in
d 

of
 te

a 
in

th
e 

pa
st

 2
 w

ee
ks

?

N
H

A
N

ES
Y

es
W

as
 _

_ 
ev

er
br

ea
st

fe
d 

or
 fe

d
br

ea
st

 m
ilk

?

Y
es

*
6 

ye
ar

s
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 _

_ 
w

he
n

{h
e/

sh
e}

 c
om

pl
et

el
y

st
op

pe
d 

br
ea

st
fe

ed
in

g
or

 b
ei

ng
 fe

d
br

ea
st

m
ilk

?

Y
es

&
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 _

_ 
w

he
n 

{h
e/

sh
e}

 w
as

fir
st

 fe
d 

so
m

et
hi

ng
 o

th
er

 th
an

br
ea

st
m

ilk
 o

r w
at

er
?

N
IS

Y
es

W
as

 _
_ 

ev
er

br
ea

st
fe

d 
or

 fe
d

br
ea

st
 m

ilk
?

Y
es

*
35

 m
on

th
s

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 (c
hi

ld
)

w
he

n 
(c

hi
ld

) c
om

pl
et

el
y

st
op

pe
d 

br
ea

st
fe

ed
in

g
or

 b
ei

ng
 fe

d
br

ea
st

m
ilk

?

Y
es

a.
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 (c

hi
ld

) w
he

n 
(h

e/
sh

e)
 w

as
 fi

rs
t f

ed
 fo

rm
ul

a?

b.
Th

is
 n

ex
t q

ue
st

io
n 

is
 a

bo
ut

 th
e 

fir
st

 th
in

g 
th

at
 (c

hi
ld

) w
as

 g
iv

en
 o

th
er

 th
an

br
ea

st
m

ilk
 o

r f
or

m
ul

a.
 P

le
as

e 
in

cl
ud

e 
ju

ic
e,

 c
ow

's 
m

ilk
, s

ug
ar

 w
at

er
, b

ab
y 

fo
od

,
or

 a
ny

th
in

g 
el

se
 th

at
 (c

hi
ld

) m
ig

ht
 h

av
e 

be
en

 g
iv

en
, e

ve
n 

w
at

er
. H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
(c

hi
ld

) w
he

n 
(h

e/
sh

e)
 w

as
 fi

rs
t f

ed
 a

ny
th

in
g 

ot
he

r t
ha

n 
br

ea
st

m
ilk

 o
r f

or
m

ul
a?

N
SC

H
Y

es
W

as
 _

_ 
ev

er
br

ea
st

fe
d 

or
 fe

d
br

ea
st

m
ilk

?

Y
es

*
6 

ye
ar

s
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 h

e/
sh

e
w

he
n 

he
/s

he
co

m
pl

et
el

y 
st

op
pe

d
br

ea
st

fe
ed

in
g 

or
 b

ei
ng

fe
d 

br
ea

st
m

ilk
?

Y
es

**
a.

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 _
_ 

w
he

n 
he

/s
he

 w
as

 fi
rs

t f
ed

 fo
rm

ul
a?

b.
Th

is
 n

ex
t q

ue
st

io
n 

is
 ab

ou
t t

he
 fi

rs
t t

hi
ng

 th
at

 _
_ 

w
as

 g
iv

en
 o

th
er

 th
an

 b
re

as
tm

ilk
or

 fo
rm

ul
a.

 P
le

as
e i

nc
lu

de
 ju

ic
e,

 co
w

's 
m

ilk
, s

ug
ar

 w
at

er
, b

ab
y 

fo
od

, o
r a

ny
th

in
g

el
se

 th
at

__
 m

ig
ht

 h
av

e 
be

en
 g

iv
en

, e
ve

n 
w

at
er

. H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 _
_ 

w
he

n 
he

/s
he

w
as

 fi
rs

t f
ed

 a
ny

th
in

g 
ot

he
r t

ha
n 

br
ea

st
m

ilk
 o

r f
or

m
ul

a?

N
SE

C
H

Y
es

W
as

 (c
hi

ld
) b

re
as

tfe
d

fo
r a

ny
 le

ng
th

 o
f

tim
e?

Y
es

*
35

 m
on

th
s

H
ow

 m
an

y 
da

ys
,

w
ee

ks
, o

r m
on

th
s w

as
(c

hi
ld

) b
re

as
tfe

d?

N
o

N
ot

 a
ss

es
se

d

N
SF

G
Y

es
W

he
n 

__
 w

as
 a

n
in

fa
nt

, (
H

av
e/

di
d)

 y
ou

br
ea

st
fe

ed
 (h

im
/h

er
)

at
 a

ll?

Y
es

*
18

 y
ea

rs
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 (s

he
/h

e)
w

he
n 

yo
u 

st
op

pe
d

br
ea

st
fe

ed
in

g 
(h

er
/h

im
)

al
to

ge
th

er
?

Y
es

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 (s
he

/h
e)

 w
he

n 
yo

u 
fir

st
fe

d 
(h

er
/h

im
) s

om
et

hi
ng

 o
th

er
 th

an
br

ea
st

m
ilk

?

Pe
dN

SS
Y

es
W

as
 th

is
 c

hi
ld

 e
ve

r
Y

es
*

24
 m

on
th

s
H

ow
 o

ld
 w

as
 th

is
 c

hi
ld

Y
es

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 th
is

 c
hi

ld
 w

he
n 

he
/s

he

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 14
B

F
In

iti
at

io
n

A
ss

es
se

d

W
or

di
ng

 o
f

B
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g
In

iti
at

io
n 

Q
ue

st
io

n

D
ur

at
io

n 
of

an
y 

B
F

A
ss

es
se

d?

M
ax

im
um

 R
ec

al
l

Pe
ri

od
W

or
di

ng
 o

f
B

re
as

tfe
ed

in
g 

D
ur

at
io

n
Q

ue
st

io
n

D
ur

at
io

n 
of

E
B

F
A

ss
es

se
d

W
or

di
ng

 o
f e

xc
lu

si
ve

 b
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g
du

ra
tio

n 
qu

es
tio

n

br
ea

st
fe

d 
or

 fe
d

br
ea

st
 m

ilk
?

w
he

n 
he

/s
he

co
m

pl
et

el
y 

st
op

pe
d

br
ea

st
fe

ed
in

g 
or

 b
ei

ng
fe

d 
br

ea
st

m
ilk

?

w
as

 fi
rs

t f
ed

 so
m

et
hi

ng
 o

th
er

 th
an

br
ea

st
m

ilk
?

PN
SS

Y
es

W
as

 th
is

 c
hi

ld
 e

ve
r

br
ea

st
fe

d 
or

 fe
d

br
ea

st
 m

ilk
?

N
o

5 
m

on
th

s
N

ot
 c

ol
le

ct
ed

N
o

N
ot

 c
ol

le
ct

ed

PR
A

M
S

Y
es

D
id

 y
ou

 e
ve

r
br

ea
st

fe
ed

 o
r p

um
p

br
ea

st
 m

ilk
 to

 fe
ed

yo
ur

 n
ew

 b
ab

y 
af

te
r

de
liv

er
y?

Y
es

*
A

pp
ro

xi
m

at
el

y 
6

m
on

th
s

H
ow

 m
an

y 
w

ee
ks

 o
r

m
on

th
s d

id
 y

ou
br

ea
st

fe
ed

 o
r p

um
p

br
ea

st
m

ilk
 to

 fe
ed

 y
ou

r
ba

by
?

Y
es

H
ow

 o
ld

 w
as

 y
ou

r b
ab

y 
th

e 
fir

st
 ti

m
e

yo
u 

fe
d 

hi
m

 o
r h

er
 a

ny
th

in
g 

be
si

de
s

br
ea

st
m

ilk
?

In
cl

ud
e 

fo
rm

ul
a,

 b
ab

y 
fo

od
, j

ui
ce

,
co

w
's 

m
ilk

, w
at

er
, s

ug
ar

 w
at

er
, o

r
an

yt
hi

ng
 e

ls
e 

yo
u 

fe
d 

yo
ur

 b
ab

y.
W

PP
C

Y
es

D
ef

in
iti

on
 u

se
d:

W
he

th
er

 o
r n

ot
 th

e
pa

rti
ci

pa
nt

 e
ve

r
re

ce
iv

ed
 b

re
as

tm
ilk

Y
es

13
 m

on
th

s
D

ef
in

iti
on

 u
se

d:
 T

he
nu

m
be

r o
f w

ee
ks

 th
e

pa
rti

ci
pa

nt
 re

ce
iv

ed
br

ea
st

m
ilk

N
o

N
ot

 c
ol

le
ct

ed

EC
LS

:B
: E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 L

on
gi

tu
di

na
l S

ur
ve

y,
 B

irt
h 

C
oh

or
t; 

IF
PS

II
: I

nf
an

t F
ee

di
ng

 P
ra

ct
ic

es
 S

ur
ve

y 
II

; N
H

A
N

ES
: N

at
io

na
l H

ea
lth

 a
nd

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Ex

am
in

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

 2
00

7;
 N

IS
: N

at
io

na
l

Im
m

un
iz

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

, 2
00

6;
 N

SC
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 C

hi
ld

re
n'

s H
ea

lth
 2

00
7;

 N
SE

C
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 H

ea
lth

; N
SF

G
: N

at
io

na
l S

ur
ve

y 
of

 F
am

ily
 G

ro
w

th
; P

ed
N

SS
: P

ed
ia

tri
c

N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
N

SS
: P

re
gn

an
cy

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
R

A
M

S:
 P

re
gn

an
cy

 R
is

k 
A

ss
es

sm
en

t M
on

ito
rin

g 
Sy

st
em

; W
PP

C
: W

IC
 P

ar
tic

ip
an

t a
nd

 P
ro

gr
am

 C
ha

ra
ct

er
is

tic
s

20
06

* M
ea

su
re

s c
ur

re
nt

 st
at

us
, i

f s
til

l b
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g,
B

re
as

tfe
ed

in
g 

da
ta

 c
ol

le
ct

io
n 

op
tio

na
l i

n 
PN

SS
 a

nd
 P

ed
N

SS
.

**
D

ur
at

io
n 

ca
n 

be
 d

et
er

m
in

ed
 b

as
ed

 o
n 

re
sp

on
se

 to
 m

ul
tip

le
 q

ue
st

io
ns

a Q
ue

st
io

n 
as

ke
d 

on
 N

eo
na

ta
l S

ur
ve

y 
on

ly

b Q
ue

st
io

n 
as

ke
d 

on
 fr

om
 2

- 1
2 

m
on

th
s o

f a
ge

# W
at

er
 a

nd
 su

ga
r w

at
er

 li
st

ed
 o

n 
th

e 
ne

on
at

al
 su

rv
ey

 o
nl

y.

+
A

dd
iti

on
al

 fo
od

 c
at

eg
or

ie
s o

n 
su

rv
ey

s c
ov

er
in

g 
m

on
th

s 2
-1

2 
in

cl
ud

e:
 O

th
er

 c
er

ea
ls

 a
nd

 st
ar

ch
es

 (b
re

ak
fa

st
 c

er
ea

ls
, t

ee
th

in
g 

bi
sc

ui
ts

, c
ra

ck
er

s, 
br

ea
ds

, p
as

ta
, r

ic
e,

 e
tc

), 
Fr

ui
t, 

V
eg

et
ab

le
s, 

Fr
en

ch
 fr

ie
s,

M
ea

t, 
ch

ic
ke

n,
 c

om
bi

na
tio

n 
di

nn
er

s;
 F

is
h 

or
 sh

el
lfi

sh
, P

ea
nu

t b
ut

te
r, 

ot
he

r p
ea

nu
t f

oo
ds

 o
r n

ut
s;

 E
gg

s, 
Sw

ee
t f

oo
ds

 (c
an

dy
, c

oo
ki

es
, c

ak
e,

 e
tc

); 
O

th
er

.

&
In

 th
is

 su
rv

ey
, E

B
F 

al
lo

w
ed

 w
at

er
.

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 15
Ta

bl
e 

3

R
ac

ia
l/e

th
ni

c 
de

sc
rip

to
rs

 u
se

d 
in

 fe
de

ra
lly

 fu
nd

ed
 d

at
as

et
s a

ss
es

si
ng

 b
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g 
ou

tc
om

es
E

C
L

S:
B

IF
PS

II
N

H
A

N
E

S
N

IS
N

SC
H

N
SE

C
H

N
SF

G
Pe

dN
SS

PN
SS

PR
A

M
S*

W
PP

C
W

hi
te

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
B

la
ck

/A
fr

ic
an

 A
m

er
ic

an
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

A
si

an
X

a
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

A
m

er
ic

an
 In

di
an

/N
at

iv
e 

A
m

er
ic

an
 o

r
A

la
sk

a 
N

at
iv

e
X

X
X

b
X

b
X

b
X

X
X

X
X

N
at

iv
e 

H
aw

ai
ia

n 
or

 P
ac

ifi
c 

Is
la

nd
er

X
c

X
X

c
X

c
X

c
X

X
X

X
X

O
th

er
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X

H
is

pa
ni

c 
Su

bc
at

eg
or

ie
s

H
is

pa
ni

c/
La

tin
o 

(y
es

/n
o)

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
M

ex
ic

an
/M

ex
ic

an
 A

m
er

ic
an

/C
hi

ca
no

X
X

X
X

X
X

Pu
er

to
 R

ic
an

X
X

X
X

X
X

C
ub

an
/C

ub
an

 A
m

er
ic

an
X

X
X

X
X

X
D

om
in

ic
an

X
O

th
er

 S
pa

ni
sh

/H
is

pa
ni

c/
La

tin
o

X
X

X
X

X
X

C
en

tra
l A

m
er

ic
an

X
X

X
So

ut
h 

A
m

er
ic

an
X

X
O

th
er

 S
pa

ni
sh

/C
ar

ib
be

an
X

A
si

an
 S

ub
ca

te
go

ri
es

A
si

an
 In

di
an

X
C

hi
ne

se
X

Fi
lip

in
o

X
Ja

pa
ne

se
X

K
or

ea
n

X
V

ie
tn

am
es

e
X

Sa
m

oa
n

X
G

ua
m

an
ia

n 
or

 C
ha

m
or

ro
X

O
th

er
 P

ac
ifi

c 
Is

la
nd

er
X

O
th

er
 A

si
an

X

B
la

ck
/A

fr
ic

an
 A

m
er

ic
an

Su
bc

at
eg

or
ie

s
N

or
th

 A
fr

ic
an

Su
b-

Sa
ha

ra
n 

A
fr

ic
an

C
ar

ib
be

an
O

th
er

 B
la

ck X
 in

di
ca

te
s t

he
 su

rv
ey

 c
ol

le
ct

ed
 d

at
a 

on
 th

is
 v

ar
ia

bl
e.

EC
LS

:B
: E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 L

on
gi

tu
di

na
l S

ur
ve

y,
 B

irt
h 

C
oh

or
t; 

IF
PS

II
: I

nf
an

t F
ee

di
ng

 P
ra

ct
ic

es
 S

ur
ve

y 
II

; N
H

A
N

ES
: N

at
io

na
l H

ea
lth

 a
nd

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Ex

am
in

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

 2
00

7;
 N

IS
: N

at
io

na
l

Im
m

un
iz

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

, 2
00

6;
 N

SC
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 C

hi
ld

re
n'

s H
ea

lth
 2

00
7;

 N
SE

C
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 H

ea
lth

; N
SF

G
: N

at
io

na
l S

ur
ve

y 
of

 F
am

ily
 G

ro
w

th
; P

ed
N

SS
: P

ed
ia

tri
c

N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
N

SS
: P

re
gn

an
cy

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
R

A
M

S:
 P

re
gn

an
cy

 R
is

k 
A

ss
es

sm
en

t M
on

ito
rin

g 
Sy

st
em

; W
PP

C
: W

IC
 P

ar
tic

ip
an

t a
nd

 P
ro

gr
am

 C
ha

ra
ct

er
is

tic
s

20
06

a C
om

bi
ne

s A
si

an
 a

nd
 P

ac
ifi

c 
Is

la
nd

er
 in

to
 a

 si
ng

le
 c

at
eg

or
y

b Se
pa

ra
te

 li
st

in
gs

 fo
r A

m
er

ic
an

 In
di

an
/N

at
iv

e 
A

m
er

ic
an

 a
nd

 A
la

sk
a 

N
at

iv
e

c Se
pa

ra
te

 li
st

in
gs

 fo
r N

at
iv

e 
H

aw
ai

ia
n 

an
d 

Pa
ci

fic
 Is

la
nd

er

* PR
A

M
S 

is
 li

nk
ed

 to
 th

e 
st

at
e 

bi
rth

 c
er

tif
ic

at
e,

 so
 ra

ci
al

/e
th

ni
c 

ca
te

go
rie

s v
ar

y 
by

 st
at

e.
 C

at
eg

or
ie

s m
ar

ke
d 

as
 X

 a
re

 P
R

A
M

S 
st

at
e-

sp
ec

ifi
c 

qu
es

tio
ns

.
B

re
as

tfe
ed

in
g 

da
ta

 c
ol

le
ct

io
n 

op
tio

na
l i

n 
PN

SS
 a

nd
 P

ed
N

SS
.

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.



N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

Chapman and Pérez-Escamilla Page 16
Ta

bl
e 

4

R
el

ev
an

t b
re

as
tfe

ed
in

g 
de

te
rm

in
an

ts
 a

ss
es

se
d 

in
 fe

de
ra

lly
 fu

nd
ed

 d
at

as
et

s a
ss

es
si

ng
 b

re
as

tfe
ed

in
g 

ou
tc

om
es

E
C

L
S:

B
IF

PS
II

N
H

A
N

E
SN

IS
N

SC
H

N
SE

C
H

N
SF

G
Pe

dN
SS

PN
SS

PR
A

M
SW

PP
C

In
co

m
e

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
H

ou
se

ho
ld

 si
ze

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
W

IC
 p

ar
tic

ip
at

io
n

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
M

at
er

na
l e

du
ca

tio
n

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

*
M

at
er

na
l a

ge
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

Pr
ep

re
gn

an
cy

 w
ei

gh
t

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
*

H
ei

gh
t

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
M

at
er

na
l B

irt
hp

la
ce

X
X

X
X

A
cc

ul
tu

ra
tio

n
X

X
X

X
X

D
at

a 
co

lle
ct

ed
 in

 U
S

te
rr

ito
ry

X
^

X
^

X
+

D
el

iv
er

y 
m

et
ho

d
X

X
Pa

rit
y

X
X

X
X

X
X

X
X

Pr
ev

io
us

 B
F 

ex
pe

rie
nc

e
X

X
X

X
X

 in
di

ca
te

s d
at

a 
w

er
e 

co
lle

ct
ed

 o
n 

th
is

 v
ar

ia
bl

e.

EC
LS

:B
: E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 L

on
gi

tu
di

na
l S

ur
ve

y,
 B

irt
h 

C
oh

or
t; 

IF
PS

II
: I

nf
an

t F
ee

di
ng

 P
ra

ct
ic

es
 S

ur
ve

y 
II

; N
H

A
N

ES
: N

at
io

na
l H

ea
lth

 a
nd

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Ex

am
in

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

 2
00

7;
 N

IS
: N

at
io

na
l

Im
m

un
iz

at
io

n 
Su

rv
ey

 2
00

6;
 N

SC
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 C

hi
ld

re
n'

s H
ea

lth
 2

00
7;

 N
SE

C
H

: N
at

io
na

l S
ur

ve
y 

of
 E

ar
ly

 C
hi

ld
ho

od
 H

ea
lth

; N
SF

G
: N

at
io

na
l S

ur
ve

y 
of

 F
am

ily
 G

ro
w

th
; P

ed
N

SS
: P

ed
ia

tri
c

N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
N

SS
: P

re
gn

an
cy

 N
ut

rit
io

n 
Su

rv
ei

lla
nc

e 
Sy

st
em

; P
R

A
M

S:
 P

re
gn

an
cy

 R
is

k 
A

ss
es

sm
en

t M
on

ito
rin

g 
Sy

st
em

; W
PP

C
: W

IC
 P

ar
tic

ip
an

t a
nd

 P
ro

gr
am

 C
ha

ra
ct

er
is

tic
s

20
06

* in
di

ca
te

s v
ar

ia
bl

es
 c

ol
le

ct
ed

 o
n 

th
e 

W
PP

C
 S

up
pl

ex
m

en
ta

l D
at

a 
Se

t. 
A

ll 
ot

he
r W

PP
C

 v
ar

ia
bl

es
 m

ar
ke

d 
as

 X
 w

er
e 

fr
om

 th
e 

M
in

im
um

 D
at

a 
Se

t.

^ in
di

ca
te

s d
at

a 
co

lle
ct

ed
 in

 P
ue

rto
 R

ic
o

+
in

di
ca

te
s d

at
a 

co
lle

ct
ed

 in
 A

m
er

ic
an

 S
am

oa
, G

ua
m

, P
ue

rto
 R

ic
o 

an
d 

U
S 

V
irg

in
 Is

la
nd

s

J Hum Lact. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2010 May 1.


