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Background: Survival of very-low-birth-weight infants is improving in neonatology and

family-centered-care might contribute to premature infants’ clinical outcomes.

Aim: To evaluate a family-centered care intervention on clinical outcomes of

very-low-birth-weight infants.

Methods: A quasi-experimental study was conducted in a Chinese NICU between

June 2016 and June 2017. The intervention included parental education of basic

care knowledge and skills followed by active participation in care for at least 4 h

a day. A total of 319 very-low-birth-weight infants were recruited by convenience

sampling; intervention group n = 156 and control group n = 163. Primary outcome

measures were weight at discharge, length-of-stay, breastfeeding, nasal feeding, total

parental nutrition, re-admission, hospital expenses. Secondary outcome measures were

infant complications.

Results: Infants’ weight at discharge was higher in the interventions group (2,654 g

vs. 2,325 g, p < 0.001). Nutritional outcomes improved significantly: breastfeeding rate

139 vs. 91, p < 0.001; days of total parental nutrition 25 d vs. 32 d, p < 0.001; gastric

feeding days 23 d vs. 35 d, p < 0.001. Length-of-stay and hospital expenses did not

differ between both groups. Improved infants’ complications were bronchopulmonary

dysplasia (32 vs. 51, p = 0.031), retinopathy of prematurity (between groups no/mild

and moderate/severe, p = 0.003), necrotizing enterocolitis (6 vs. 18, p = 0.019), and

re-admission rate (21 vs. 38, p= 0.023). No differences were observed in intraventricular

hemorrhage and nosocomial infections.

Conclusion: Very-low-birth-weight premature infants might experience improved

clinical health outcomes when parents are present and caring from them.

Family-centered care is as a beneficial care model for premature infants and should be

recognized and implemented by NICUs where parents have currently limited access.
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INTRODUCTION

It is estimated that 15 million preterm neonates are born
every year worldwide (1). With the implementation of the two-
child policy in China in 2015, more preterm neonates are
expected to be born (2). Preterm birth complications are the
most frequent causes of deaths in children under 5 years of age
(3, 4). Preterm infants born with very low birth weight (VLBW)
experience several disadvantages and developmental challenges
(5–7). Long-term growth development is one of these challenges.
A 20-year follow-up study identified that males born with VLBW
were significantly shorter and lighter as their female counterpart
at 20 years of age (8). Although advances in medical technology
has increased survival rates in neonatology, morbidity remains
high and imposes emotional and financial burdens on families,
society and healthcare system.

Family-centered care (FCC) is a care model in Neonatal
Intensive Care Units (NICU) that has been implemented mainly
in developed countries (9–11). The Institute of Patient- and
Family Centered Care defines FCC as an approach to the
planning, delivery, and evaluation of healthcare based on
partnerships between health professionals, patients, and families
(12). In pediatrics, FCC supports the involvement of parents in
the care of their infant in the NICU (13). In NICU settings, the
Newborn Individualized Developmental Care and Assessment
Program (NIDCAP) is another approach to involve parents
in the care (14). Evidence suggests that parents feel more
empowered to care for their infant and improves short-term
neurodevelopment of preterm infants (15). However, more
studies are needed to prove the benefit of NIDCAP on long-term
neurodevelopment (16).

Recent studies have demonstrated that providing parents
training about the basic care of their infant improves infants’
clinical outcomes (17, 18) Allowing parents to be involved in
caregiving and becoming the primary caregiver might improve
weight gain and breastfeeding rates (19). Despite the growing
evidence of the benefit of FCC practices in NICU, it is not yet
widely implemented in NICUs across the world (20–22).

In China, FCC in Chinese NICUs are at a developmental stage.
In many Chinese NICUs parents are restricted to visit their infant
or to participate in caregiving (23). However, recent studies from
China reveal a growing trend in FCC practices and report clinical
benefits to preterm infant (24–26). To date, there are limited
reports presenting evidence of FCC practices in VLBW infants.
Therefore, the aim of our study was to implement and test an
FCC intervention providing parental education and participation
in care among parents with VLBW infants. The hypothesis was
defined as: parent education and parent participation in care
improve clinical outcomes of VLBW infants.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Design
This study adopted a quasi-experimental design using
convenience sampling. Due to the nature of delivering the
intervention by nurses to parents and data collection, blinding

was not possible. The study was conducted between June 2016
and June 2017.

Setting
This study was conducted at the stand-alone Hunan Children’s
Hospital, Changsha, China. The Neonatology department
includes five NICUs: Two level 3 tertiary care NICUs for term
infants (45–60 beds) and preterm infants (45–60 beds) and three
level 2 NICUs each 70 beds. The study was performed at the
level 3 NICU for preterm infants with an annual admission rate
of 600 infants. At time of the study our level 3 NICU had 60
beds operational due to high demands. The NICU is designed in
three open space units with 20 incubators per unit. The NICU
has one room with two incubators in case isolation for infection
prevention is needed. Outside the NICU is a parent waiting
room. Parents of VLBW infants are only allowed to visit their
infant via video camera three times a week. In recent years, the
NICU implemented the FCC caring model allowing only parents
of stable preterm infants to visit the NICU and participate in
the care. Based on the promising results of two studies among
preterm infants (20, 21), the NICU decided to further implement
FCC with parents of VLBW infants.

Participants and Recruitment
Inclusion criteria were: preterm infants with a birth weight
<1,500 g; non-invasive oxygen support; parents willing to
participate in the care for at least 4 h a day. Exclusion criteria
were: Infants with life-threatening congenital anomalies; surgery;
palliative care; expected discharge within 1 week.

Infants and parents were recruited and assigned upon
admission. At the start of the study, the first infant was recruited
and assigned to the intervention group, the second infant
to the control group and further recruitment took place in
subsequent order.

Intervention and Standard Care
The FCC intervention started by teaching parents the theoretical
knowledge of basic care, infant development, hand hygiene,
feeding methods, skin-to-skin contact, infection control. More
specifically, basic care was instructed to involvement parents in
bathing the infant, changing diapers, temperature measurement,
and other basic care. Hand hygiene was instructed including the
steps of handwashing and the times when to wash their hands.
Breastfeeding was taught and promoted to parents. Skin-to-skin
contact was taught to parents including kangaroo care and at the
same time to communicate with the infant to promote infant-
parent bonding. The teaching sessions lasted around 90min
and ongoing support to parents was provided throughout the
admission period. After the maternal skills were assessed by the
nurses, parents participated in the care for at least 4 h a day
between 10.00 and 16.00 h. Nurses were trained from April to
May 2016 to deliver the teaching sessions.

The standard care group followed the routine caring model
and adhered to the hospital regulations. The routine standard
care for parents of VLBW infants was restricted by the visiting
policies; parents were not allowed to visit their infant and thus
not involved in the care of their infant. Parents could come to the
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hospital 3 days a week; Monday, Wednesday, and Friday. During
these visits, the neonatologist would meet the parents in a special
room outside the NICU. During these meetings, an update of the
health status of their infant was provided and parents were able
to see their infant by video connection.

Data Collection
Data were extracted from the infant’s hospital records. Basic
demographics of parents (mode of delivery, education and
income levels) were collected. The primary outcome measures
were: weight at discharge, NICU length-of-stay, breastfeeding
rate, days of nasal feeding, days of total parental nutrition,
re-admission within 1 month, hospital expenses. The secondary
outcome measures were the infant complications: nosocomial
infection rate, Bronchopulmonary dysplasia (BPD), Retinopathy
of prematurity (ROP), Necrotizing enterocolitis (NEC),
Intraventricular hemorrhage (IVH).

Data Analysis
Data analysis was performed with IBM Corp. Released 2012.
IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, Version 21.0. Armonk,
NY: IBM Corp. The Kolmogorov-Smirnow test was used to
determine normal distribution of data. For descriptive statistics,
mean, standard deviation percentages were applied. The Student
t-test was used for continuous variable and the chi-square test
for categorical variable. We defined statistical significance as
p < 0.05. Data are presented as FCC group vs. Standard Care
(SC) group.

Ethics Considerations
This study was carried out in accordance with the
recommendations of improving the reporting quality of
nonrandomized evaluations of behavioral and public health
interventions: the TREND statement, the Trend Group (27).
The protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of Hunan
Children’s Hospital (HCHLL-2015-33).

Parents were assured that their decision to withdraw or refuse
to participate would not impact the care and treatment of their
infant. All parents in the FCC group gave written informed
consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The
infants and parents in the SC group received the routine care and

parents were verbally informed and written informed consent
were waived by the Ethics Committee.

RESULTS

Characteristics of Infants and Parents
Of the 524 VLBW infants admitted to the NICU during the
12-month recruitment period. 319 met the inclusion criteria
and were assigned to the FCC group (n = 156) or standard
care group (n = 163). Both groups represented equal gender
(male: 101, 64.76% vs. 102, 62.6%). The mean birth weight was
not different between both groups (1,164 g, SD 211 vs. 1,204 g,
SD= 196, p= 0.085). Gestational age of infants was significantly
less the FCC group (28.9 weeks, SD = 1.6 vs. 29.4 weeks,
SD = 2.3, p = 0.013). Apgar scores at 1min and antenatal
corticosteroid therapy did not reveal any statistical differences
between both groups.

The characteristics of the parents did not show statistical
differences in the mode of delivery (spontaneous vs. sectio-
caesarea) and education levels. However, parents in the FCC
groups had a higher monthly income than those in the SC group
(<2,000 RMB, 11 vs. 26; 2,000–5,000 RMB, 69 vs. 81; >5,000
RMB, 76 vs. 56, p= 0.007).

Infants’ Clinical Outcomes
Discharge weight of infants in the FCC group was significantly
higher than in the SC group. Similar statistical differences were
observed with the NICU length-of-stay resulting in a shorter stay
in the FCC group (Table 1). Three nutritional support outcome
measures significantly improved in the FCC group; breastfeeding
rate was higher, and the days of total parental nutrition and nasal
feeding were lower in the FCC group (Table 1). The hospital
expenses were lower in the FCC group, but not significant.

Infants’ Complications
Table 2 presents the outcomes of the infant complication
variables. Nosocomial infection and IVH rates did not present
significant differences. In the FCC group were significantly less
infants (n = 32) developing BPD compared to the SC group
(n = 51). The FCC group had also less infants with no or mild
ROP, less NEC and re-admissions compared to the SC group.

TABLE 1 | Infants’ Clinical outcomes.

Outcomes FCC group

n = 156

SC group

n = 163

Mean difference

(95% CI)

P-value

Discharge weight (g; mean; SD) 2653.9 (672.2) 2324.9 (911.9) 329.0 (147.9–510.2) < 0.001

Length-of-stay (days; mean; SD) 60.6 (32.1) 63.2 (25.4) −2.3 (−8.7 to 4.0) 0.474

Breastfeeding rate (n; %) 139 (89.1) 91 (55.8) 6.5 (3.6–11.7) < 0.001

TPN (days; mean; SD) 24.94 (19.5) 32.23 (19.9) −7.3 (−11.4 to −3.2) < 0.001

Nasal feeding (days; mean; SD) 22.8 (16.4) 34.6 (27.2) −11.8 (−16.9 to −6.7) < 0.001

Expenses (RMB; mean; SD) 83068 (36233.2) 88595 (18433.2) −5527.0 (−20618.6 to

9564.7)

0.472

FCC, Family-Centered Care; SC, Standard Care; TPN, total parenteral nutrition; Length-of-Stay, NICU Length-of-Stay; RMB, RenMinBi (Chinese Yuan).
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TABLE 2 | Infants’ complications.

Complications FCC group

n = 156

SC group

n = 163

Mean difference

(95% CI)

p-value

Nosocomial Infection (n, %) 24 (15.3) 19 (11.6) 1.4 (0.7–2.6) 0.413

BPD (n, %) 32 (20.5) 51 (31.3) 0.6 (0.3–0.9) 0.031

ROP (n, %)

No-ROP to mild ROP 135 (86.5) 119 (73.0) reference 0.003

Moderate to severe ROP 21 (13.5) 44 (27.0) 2.4 (1.3–4.2)

NEC (n, %) 6 (3.8) 18 (11.0) 0.3 (0.1–0.8) 0.019

Re-admission within 1 month (n, %) 21 (13.4) 38 (23.3) 0.5 (0.3–0.9) 0.023

IVH (n, %)

No IVH, grade 1 146 (93.6) 147 (90.2) reference 0.310

Grade 2-3 10 (6.4) 16 (9.8) 1.6(0.7–3.6)

FCC, Family-Centered Care; SC, Standard Care; BPD, Bronchopulmonary dysplasia; ROP, Retinopathy of prematurity; NEC, Necrotizing enterocolitis; IVH, Intraventricular hemorrhage.

DISCUSSION

In the past decades, family-centered care has been implemented
and further refined in NICUs in developed countries (22, 28, 29).
In the Chinese context, barriers to implement FCC in NICUs
have been vocalized as not enough space around incubators and
lack of trained staff (30). However, FCC is gaining momentum
among Chinese NICU clinicians. Our study is one of the few
Chinese studies evaluating FCC in the NICU. We were able
to successfully train nurses providing education and support to
parents of VLBW infants. The infants’ clinical outcome measures
were promising in terms of infants’ weight and nutritional
support while complication rates of BPD, ROP and NEC have
been less in the FCC group.

Several randomized controlled trials (RCTs) have been testing
FCC interventions with parent educational programs in the
NICU (22). Our results show some similarities with these studies.
The recently published multi-center, multi-national FICare trial
documented that weight gain of premature infants between
the intervention and standard care groups increased faster
and remained higher in the first 21 days of the trial (19).
Although we did not include daily weight gain in our study,
the VLBW infants in the FCC group had significantly higher
weight at discharge while length-of-stay did not differ between
both groups. However, three RCTs from China testing an
educational FCC intervention confirmed also improved daily
weight gain (31–33).

There is growing evidence that parental presence and
involvement in care improves breastfeeding practices
and nutritional outcomes of premature infants. Our study
demonstrated an improvement in breastfeeding practices and
less total parental nutrition and gastric feeding was necessary.
A similar study confirmed our findings documenting that
breastfeeding rates were higher in FCC group; 80.4 vs. 66.7%,
p = 0.007 (17). A study in Taiwan showed that feeding practices
improved in the FCC group; infants in the FCC group were
significantly younger when they achieved full enteral feeding
(95% CI = −1.9 to −0.2 weeks, p = 0.02) (18). Therefore, it
can be assumed that parents can positively influence the feeding

practices when providing them with sufficient educational and
clinical support.

Allowing parents to be active partners in care might safeguard
the preterm infants from complications. We demonstrated that
VLBW infants in the FCC group had significantly less BPD, ROP,
and NEC. The Stockholm Neonatal Family Centered Care Study,
providing a new NICU environment for parents with individual
rooms, reported that infants in the FCC unit had less moderate-
to-severe BPD compared to the standard care unit; 3 vs. 11%
(34). Rooming-in can be considered as a valuable contribution to
FCC and it is noticed that many countries are transforming their
NICUs into single-bedded rooms to allow rooming-in. Limited
studies have explored the benefit of rooming-in in NICUs. A
study looking at the impact of individual rooms demonstrated
no significant short-term effect on parental stress and depression
(35). However, another study documented a significant reduction
in readmission rates (36). The clinical significance of rooming-
in and single bedded designed NICUs cannot be underestimated
anymore. With the results of our study and the vision to provide
optimal care to infants and parents, our hospital is currently
redesigning the NICU into more single-bedded FCC rooms.

The incidence of NEC in our study decreased from 18 to 6 in
the FCC group. We have not tested the association of NEC and
the nutritional variables. However, a meta-analysis of the effect of
standardized feeding protocols and NEC, including nine studies
with 4,755 infants, provide strong evidence to recommend early
parental involvement in feeding practices (37). Additionally,
providing parents with information might also affect their ability
to care for their infant after discharge. The re-admission rate
1 month after discharge decreased significantly in our study.
This is consistent in two other similar studies investigating an
educational FCC intervention (25, 26).

Our study has several limitations. The sample size calculation
and use of convenience sampling are limitations to address.
Sample size was not calculated because we determined to run
the data collection over a 12-month period using convenience
sampling. The critique on this sampling strategy is that the
study participants are not chosen at random which limits the
generalizability of our results. Blinding of the intervention was
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not possible for parents and NICU staff due to the nature of
the intervention where nurses provided education to parents
and were on the unit all times. We did not collect any parent
outcome measure which could strengthen the possible benefit of
our intervention.

In conclusion, an FCC intervention, providing education to
parents and empowering them to be involved in the daily care
might improve clinical outcomes of VLBW infants. Despite the
quasi-experimental design of our study, FCC is a beneficial care
model for premature infants and should be recognized and
implemented by NICUs where parents have limited access.

ETHICS STATEMENT

This study was carried out in accordance with the
recommendations of improving the reporting quality of
nonrandomized evaluations of behavioral and public health
interventions: the TREND statement, the Trend Group (23).
The protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of Hunan
Children’s Hospital (HCHLL-2015-33). Parents were assured
that their decision to withdraw or refuse to participate would
not impact the care and treatment of their infant. All parents
in the FCC group gave written informed consent in accordance
with the Declaration of Helsinki. The infants and parents in the

SC group received the routine care and parents were verbally
informed and written informed consent were waived by the
Ethics Committee.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

BL, LZ, XG, TL, and JML contributed to the design of the
study, data collection, data analysis, and interpretation. JS and
JML drafted the first manuscript. BL, ZL, and XG provided
revisions. All authors contributed to manuscript revision, read
and approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

The study was partially supported by the Health and Family
Planning Commission of Hunan Province (B2016031). The
study was partially supported by Futang Children’s Medical
Center (201533).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank the NICU staffs for their willingness to
learn and implement the family-centered care intervention. The
authors thank all parents who participated in the study.

REFERENCES

1. Blencowe H, Cousens S, Chou D, Oestergaard M, Say L, Moller AB, et al. Born

too soon: the global epidemiology of 15million preterm births. Reprod Health.

(2013) 10(Suppl 1):S2. doi: 10.1186/1742-4755-10-S1-S2

2. Zeng L. Investigation and analysis on the incidence and outcome of premature

babies after the release of two-child policy. J Xiangnan Univ. (2017) 19:53–55.

doi: 10.16500/j.cnki.1673-498x.2017.04.017

3. Rudan I, Chan KY, Zhang JS, Theodoratou E, Feng XL, Salomon

JA, et al. Causes of deaths in children younger than 5 years in

China in 2008. Lancet. (2010) 375:1083–9. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(10)

60060-8

4. HanW, Song J, Liu A, Huo K, Xu F, Cui S, et al. Trends in live births in the past

20 years in Zhengzhou, China. Acta Obstet Gynecol Scand. (2011) 90:332–7.

doi: 10.1111/j.1600-0412.2010.01065.x

5. Chen LC, Wu YC, Hsieh WS, Hsu CH, Leng CH, Chen WJ, et al. The

effect of in-hospital developmental care on neonatal morbidity, growth

and development of preterm Taiwanese infants: a randomized controlled

trial. Early Hum Dev. (2013) 89:301–6. doi: 10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2012.

10.008

6. Peng Y, Huang B, Biro F, Feng L, Guo Z, Slap G. Outcome of low birthweight

in China: a 16-year longitudinal study. Acta Paediatr. (2005) 94:843–9.

doi: 10.1080/08035250510027589

7. Afjeh SA, Sabzehei MK, Fallahi M, Esmaili F. Outcome of very low birth

weight infants over 3 years report from an Iranian center. Iran J Pediatr.

(2013) 23:579–87.

8. Hack M, Schluchter M, Cartar L, Rahman M, Cuttler L, Borawski E. Growth

of very low birth weight infants to age 20 years. Pediatrics. (2003) 112:e30–8.

doi: 10.1542/peds.112.1.e30

9. Latour JM, Haines C. Families in the ICU: do we truly consider their

needs, experiences and satisfaction? Nurs Crit Care. (2007) 12:173–4.

doi: 10.1111/j.1478-5153.2007.00234.x

10. Separation and Closeness Experiences in Neonatal Environment

(SCENE) research group. Parent and nurse perceptions on the quality

of family-centred care in 11 European NICUs. Aust Crit Care. (2016)

29:201–9. doi: 10.1016/j.aucc.2016.09.003

11. Dall’Oglio I, Mascoloa R, Tiozzoa E, Portanovac A, Fiori M, Gawronski O,

et al. The current practice of family-centred care in Italian neonatal intensive

care units: a multicentre descriptive study. Intensive Crit Care Nurs. (2019)

50:36–43. doi: 10.1016/j.iccn.2018.07.005

12. Institute for patient- and family-centered care. Patient- and Family-Centered

Care. Available online at: www.ipfcc.org/about/pfcc.html (accessed March 1,

2019).

13. Committee on hospital care and Institute for Patient- and Family-Centered

Care. Patient- and family-centered care and the pediatrician’s role. Pediatrics.

(2012) 129:394–404. doi: 10.1542/peds.2011-3084

14. Als H, McAnulty GB. The Newborn Individualized Developmental Care

and Assessment Program (NIDCAP) with Kangaroo Mother Care (KMC):

comprehensive care for preterm infants. Curr Womens Health Rev. (2011)

7:288–301. doi: 10.2174/157340411796355216

15. Sannino P, Giannì ML, De Bon G, Fontana C, Picciolini O, Plevani L,

et al. Support to mothers of premature babies using NIDCAP method:

a non-randomized controlled trial. Early Hum Dev. (2016) 95:15–20.

doi: 10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2016.01.016

16. Ohlsson A, Jacobs SE. NIDCAP: a systematic review and meta-

analyses of randomized controlled trials. Pediatrics. (2013) 131:e881–93.

doi: 10.1542/peds.2012-2121

17. Verma A, Maria A, Ravindra AM, Pandey M, Hans S, Verma A, et al. Family-

centered care to complement care of sick newborns: a randomized controlled

trial. India Pediatr. (2017) 54:455–9. doi: 10.1007/s13312-017-1047-9

18. Yu YT, Hsieh WS, Hsu CH, Lin YJ, Linet CH, Hsieh S, et al. Family-

centered care improved neonatal medical and neurobehavioral outcomes in

preterm infants: randomized controlled trial. Phys Ther. (2017) 97:1158–68.

doi: 10.1093/ptj/pzx089

19. O’Brien K, Robson K, Bracht M, Cruz M, Lui K, Alvaroet R, et al.

Effectiveness of Family Integrated Care in neonatal intensive care units

on infant and parent outcomes: a multicentre, multinational, cluster-

randomised controlled trial. Lancet Child Adolesc Health. (2018) 2:245–54.

doi: 10.1016/S2352-4642(18)30039-7

20. Latour JM, Haines C. Is family-centred care in critical care units

that difficult? A view from Europe Nurs Crit Care. (2005) 10:51–3.

doi: 10.1111/j.1362-1017.2005.0108b.x

Frontiers in Pediatrics | www.frontiersin.org 5 April 2019 | Volume 7 | Article 138

https://doi.org/10.1186/1742-4755-10-S1-S2
https://doi.org/10.16500/j.cnki.1673-498x.2017.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(10)60060-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0412.2010.01065.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2012.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/08035250510027589
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.112.1.e30
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1478-5153.2007.00234.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aucc.2016.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iccn.2018.07.005
www.ipfcc.org/about/pfcc.html
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2011-3084
https://doi.org/10.2174/157340411796355216
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.earlhumdev.2016.01.016
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2012-2121
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13312-017-1047-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptj/pzx089
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2352-4642(18)30039-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1362-1017.2005.0108b.x
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pediatrics
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pediatrics#articles


Lv et al. Parents Improving Infants’ Health Outcomes

21. Al-Motlaq MA, Shields L. Family-centered care as a western-centric model

in developing countries: luxury versus necessity. Holist Nurs Pract. (2017)

31:343–7. doi: 10.1097/HNP.0000000000000228

22. Ding X, Zhu L, Zhang R, Wang L, Wang TT, Latour JM. Effects of

family-centred care interventions on preterm infants and parents in

neonatal intensive care units: a systematic review and meta-analysis

of randomised controlled trials. Aust Crit Care. (2019) 32:63–75.

doi: 10.1016/j.aucc.2018.10.007

23. He Y, Chen JL. The current state of family-centered care in the

neonatal intensive care units. Nurs J Chin PLA. (2014) 31:29–32.

doi: 10.3969/j.issn.1008-9993.2014.07.008

24. Li HZ, Ren YM. Application effects of NICU family participation

nursing mode on premature infants. Chin J Mod Nurs. (2016) 22:5255–7.

doi: 10.3760/cma.j.issn.1674-2907.2016.36.018

25. He S, Xiong Y, Zhu LH, Lv B, Gao X, Xiong H, et al. Impact of family

integrated care on infant’s clinical outcomes in two children’s hospitals

in China: a pre-post intervention study. Ital J Pediatr. (2018) 44:65.

doi: 10.1186/s13052-018-0506-9

26. Zhang R, Huang RW, Gao, XR, Peng XM, Zhu LH, Rangasamy R, et al.

Involvements of parents in the care of preterm infants: a pilot study

evaluating a family-centered care intervention in a Chinese neonatal ICU.

Pediatr Crit Care Med. (2018) 19:741–7. doi: 10.1097/PCC.00000000000

01586

27. Des Jarlais DC, Lyles C, Crepaz N, Trend Group. Improving the reporting

quality of nonrandomized evaluations of behavioral and public health

interventions: the TREND statement. Am J Public Health. (2004) 94:361–6.

doi: 10.2105/AJPH.94.3.361

28. Craig JW, Glick C, Phillips R, Hall SL, Smith J, Browne J.

Recommendations for involving the family in developmental care of

the NICU baby. J Perinatol. (2015) 35(Suppl 1):S5–8. doi: 10.1038/jp.20

15.142

29. Lee LA, Carter M, Stevenson SB, Harrison HA. Improving family-

centered care practices in the NICU. Neonatal Netw. (2014) 33:125–32.

doi: 10.1891/0730-0832.33.3.125

30. Zhu LH, Wang L. Research progress of family-centered

care in pediatrics. Intern J Nurs. (2012) 31:1557–9.

doi: 10.3760/cma.j.issn.1673-4351.2012.09.002

31. Ying XQ, Lin XY, Yan SY, Ding LL, Zhu F. Effects of developmental care

nursing model on growth and development of premature infants. Nurs J Chin

PLA. (2012) 29(2A):15-7.

32. Chang WZ. Effects of family centered care applied in preterm baby nursing.

World Latest Med Inf. (2013) 13:414–5.

33. Xiao AX, Huang RW, Zhang R, Shen P, Zhu LH. Application of family-

centered care in the high quality nursing in neonatal ward. Nurs J Chin PLA.

(2016) 33:70–3.

34. Ortenstrand A, Westrup B, Broström EB, Sarman I, Akerström S, Brune

T, et al. The Stockholm Neonatal Family Centered Care Study: effects

on length of stay and infant morbidity. Pediatrics. (2010) 125:e278–85.

doi: 10.1542/peds.2009-1511

35. Erdeve O, Arsan S, Canpolat FE, Ertem IO, Karagol BS, Atasay B,

et al. Does individual room implemented family-centered care contribute

to mother-infant interaction in preterm deliveries necessitating neonatal

intensive care unit hospitalization? Am J Perinatol. (2009) 26:159–64.

doi: 10.1055/s-0028-1095186

36. Erdeve O, Arsan S, Yigit S, Armangil D, Atasay B, Korkmaz A.

The impact of individual room on rehospitalization and health service

utilization in preterms after discharge. Acta Paediatr. (2008) 97:1351–7.

doi: 10.1111/j.1651-2227.2008.00889.x

37. Gephart SM, Hanson C, Wetzel CM, Fleiner M, Umberger E, Martin L, et al.

NEC-zero recommendations from scoping review of evidence to prevent and

foster timely recognition of necrotizing enterocolitis.Matern Health Neonatol

Perinatol. (2017) 3:23. doi: 10.1186/s40748-017-0062-0

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was

conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could

be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2019 Lv, Gao, Sun, Li, Liu, Zhu and Latour. This is an open-access

article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC

BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided

the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original

publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice.

No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these

terms.

Frontiers in Pediatrics | www.frontiersin.org 6 April 2019 | Volume 7 | Article 138

https://doi.org/10.1097/HNP.0000000000000228
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aucc.2018.10.007
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-9993.2014.07.008
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.1674-2907.2016.36.018
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13052-018-0506-9
https://doi.org/10.1097/PCC.0000000000001586
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.94.3.361
https://doi.org/10.1038/jp.2015.142
https://doi.org/10.1891/0730-0832.33.3.125
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.1673-4351.2012.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2009-1511
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0028-1095186
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1651-2227.2008.00889.x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40748-017-0062-0~
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pediatrics
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/pediatrics#articles

	Family-Centered Care Improves Clinical Outcomes of Very-Low-Birth-Weight Infants: A Quasi-Experimental Study
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Design
	Setting
	Participants and Recruitment
	Intervention and Standard Care
	Data Collection
	Data Analysis
	Ethics Considerations

	Results
	Characteristics of Infants and Parents
	Infants' Clinical Outcomes
	Infants' Complications

	Discussion
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Acknowledgments
	References


