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Abstract

Background: Breastfeeding attitudes are known to influence infant feeding but little information exists on the
prenatal breastfeeding attitudes of parents. The purpose of this study was to describe Finnish parents’ prenatal
breastfeeding attitudes and their relationships with demographic characteristics.

Methods: The electronic Breastfeeding Knowledge, Attitude and Confidence scale was developed and 172 people
(123 mothers, 49 fathers) completed the study. The data were analysed using factor analysis and nonparametric
methods.

Results: Breastfeeding was regarded as important, but 54% of the respondents wanted both parents to feed the
newborn. The mean rank values of breastfeeding attitudes differed significantly when parity, gender, education,
age, breastfeeding history and level of breastfeeding knowledge were considered. The respondents who were
expecting their first child, were 18-26 years old or had vocational qualifications or moderate breastfeeding
knowledge had more negative feelings and were more worried about breastfeeding than respondents who had at
least one child, had a higher vocational diploma or academic degree or had high levels of breastfeeding
knowledge. Respondents with high levels of breastfeeding knowledge did not appear concerned about equality in
feeding.

Conclusions: Both mothers and fathers found breastfeeding important. A father’s eagerness to participate in their
newborn’s life should be included in prenatal breastfeeding counselling and ways in which to support
breastfeeding discussed. Relevant information about breastfeeding should focus on the parents who are expecting
their first child, those who are young, those with low levels of education or those who have gaps in breastfeeding
knowledge, so that fears and negative views can be resolved.

Background
The importance of breastfeeding on the health of both
children and mothers is significant [1]. Breastfeeding
rates (especially for ‘exclusive breastfeeding’) have not,
however, reached their targets in several countries for
example in the United Kingdom and the United States
[2,3]. Thus, nursing studies have focused on the factors
and interventions that affect the choice of feeding
method, initiation of breastfeeding and duration [4-9].
One of the factors known to play a role is attitude
towards infant feeding.
Mothers’ breastfeeding attitudes are known to influ-

ence infant feeding choice [7,10]. According to parents,
breastfeeding is recognised as being better for the

newborn and a natural and cheap way to feed the infant
[11,12]. Negative images or experiences about breast-
feeding, including regarding breastfeeding as embarras-
sing, uncomfortable or painful [12-14], have been
indicated as reasons for preferring bottle-feeding.
Researchers have described the breastfeeding attitudes
of health professionals [15-17], parents [18,19], students
[20,21] and the general public [22]. Attitude is defined
as a bipolar concept that has a cognitive, affective
and behavioural component and is a response to a
stimulus [23].
In this study, breastfeeding attitudes reflect people’s

views on infant feeding. Attitudes can appear stable, but
can change. For example, a Swedish study indicated that
the breastfeeding attitudes of health professionals could
be shifted to show a more positive trend through educa-
tional intervention [17].
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Previous studies have mostly focused on mothers’ atti-
tudes in the prenatal [12,24] or postpartum periods [14],
but little information exists on both parents’ prenatal
breastfeeding attitudes [11]. However, since health pro-
fessionals normally encounter pregnant parents, breast-
feeding attitudes could be improved. A study in Taiwan
indicated that breastfeeding attitude scores were higher
after prenatal breastfeeding education intervention [25].
Furthermore, British studies have found that positive
prenatal attitudes in mothers are linked to the intention
and initiation of breastfeeding [24] and that attitude
scores correlated with their spouses’ scores [26]. Nega-
tive attitudes in fathers reduced breastfeeding initiation,
according to a German study [27]. In addition, positive
prenatal breastfeeding attitudes were linked to contin-
ued breastfeeding at least four weeks postpartum among
teenage Canadian mothers [28]. An association between
breastfeeding attitudes and duration was also found in
an Australian study [29].
Studies conducted in the British Isles have indicated

that the parents of breastfed infants have more positive
attitudes towards breastfeeding than the parents of for-
mula-fed infants [11]. Furthermore, breastfeeding
mothers seem to be more supportive of breastfeeding
than their spouses [30], but American studies have
found that the breastfeeding attitudes of fathers can be
more positive than the mothers predict [19,31]. The
father’s attitude is important because his role as a
breastfeeding supporter is critical for the mother [32].
Intervention studies conducted in Italy and Brazil have
indicated that the inclusion of fathers in breastfeeding
promotion programmes has effects on the duration of
exclusive breastfeeding and enhances maternal support
[33,34]. Studying both parents’ breastfeeding attitudes
would, therefore, seem to be useful.
Studies on breastfeeding attitudes have been con-

ducted in various cultures, but few studies [17,35] hail
from Scandinavia. Breastfeeding initiation rates in Scan-
dinavia are high [36]; for example, in Finland 99% of
mothers initiate breastfeeding. Seventy-seven per cent of
newborns, however, receive donor milk or artificial milk
during their hospital stay [37]. Breastfeeding rates
decrease rapidly following discharge and only 60% of
one-month-old infants are exclusively breastfed [38],
which in Finland means that the child receives only
breast milk, vitamin D and possibly small amounts of
water. At six months of age 60% of infants receive
breast milk, but only 1% are exclusively breastfed [38],
even though both the World Health Organization [39]
and the Social and Health Ministry of Finland [40]
recommend exclusive breastfeeding at this age. Conse-
quently, information about parents’ breastfeeding atti-
tudes is necessary so that interventions to promote
breastfeeding can be planned.

Breastfeeding attitudes are measured using different
scales, mainly using paper forms. Breastfeeding in a
public place or in front of others is a commonly tested
issue [10,18,30,41]. One of the most frequently used
instruments in attitude studies is the Iowa Infant Feed-
ing Attitude Scale, which consists of items on the health
and practical benefits as well as the financial benefits of
breastfeeding [11,21,42-44]. However, the health benefits
of breastfeeding derived from the attitude scale can
overlap if breastfeeding knowledge and attitudes are
measured simultaneously and with different scales. In
addition, the father’s role in breastfeeding has seldom
been included in the attitude questions even though
fathers are now actively involved in childcare [45]. Inter-
views [18], questionnaires using the Likert scale [26,30]
and scenarios [30,41] have been used in studies on
breastfeeding attitudes. The electronic data collection
method, however, is rarely used to ascertain breastfeed-
ing attitudes [46], even though young people are familiar
with the Internet [47]. In addition, the relationship
between breastfeeding attitudes and the intention
[20,21] or initiation [14] of breastfeeding is commonly
measured but differences in demographic characteristics
have been less of a focus in breastfeeding attitude
research [24]. Therefore, the aim of this study was to
describe parents’ prenatal breastfeeding attitudes using a
web-based survey. The specific research questions were:
1. What kinds of attitudes do pregnant families have

towards breastfeeding?; and
2. How do attitudes differ in relation to demographic

characteristics?

Methods
Study design
This cross-sectional survey design was implemented to
ascertain the breastfeeding attitudes of pregnant
mothers and fathers. In Finland, all pregnant mothers
are entitled to the free use of maternity healthcare
clinics (MHCCs) [48]. This study was conducted in
MHCCs and thereby as many mothers as possible were
reached. The pregnant mothers visited the MHCCs
about once a month and so the data collection period
was five weeks. Thereafter, most of the mothers who
visited the clinics received information about the study.

Setting and participants
The study was conducted in south-east Finland because
breastfeeding rates are low in this area [38]. Eight
MHCCs were invited to participate in the study and the
public health nurses (n = 19) at the clinics were asked
to provide a covering letter describing the study to each
family who visited the MHCC between 2 March and 3
April, 2009. The Internet address of the electronic form
was provided in the written covering letter. The parents
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were asked to complete the electronic form separately,
but if they did not have access to the Internet at home,
or if they disliked the idea of completing an electronic
form, they received paper forms that they could fill in at
the MHCC and then return in a sealed envelope to the
public health nurse. The public health nurses gave out
417 covering letters and 172 people completed the sur-
vey. Ten families out of the 417 (2%) did not have Inter-
net access at home.

The development of the scale
Attitudes were measured using the Breastfeeding Knowl-
edge, Attitude and Confidence (BKAC) scale, which
was developed on the basis of previous studies
[18,22,30,35,41,49-53] for use in this study. Five breast-
feeding experts evaluated the scale and no changes were
made to the attitude items on the basis of their evalua-
tions. The pretest was performed in February 2009.
Minor changes such as alterations to the wording were
made to the scale on the basis of the pretest (n = 8
pregnant mothers). The respondents reported that there
were no ambiguous questions in the scale and it took
approximately 15 minutes to complete the form.
The scale consisted of 26 knowledge, 25 attitude and

20 confidence items regarding breastfeeding. The knowl-
edge items concerned practical issues, such as the initia-
tion of lactation and complementary feeding. This
article focuses on the attitude dimension, which was
used to describe parents’ basic attitudes to breastfeeding.
In addition, there were 16 demographic questions to
allow the dimensions to be considered in terms of back-
ground information. Three of the attitude items were
scenarios and the rest of the 22 attitude items were
measured on a four-point Likert scale (1 = strongly
agree, 2 = somewhat agree, 3 = somewhat disagree, 4 =
strongly disagree).

Data analysis
The Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) statis-
tical program, version 16.0, was used to analyse the
results. The sum variables were produced on the basis
of the factor analysis and their relationships with
demographic characteristics were examined using the
Kruskal-Wallis and Mann-Whitney U tests. If the Krus-
kal-Wallis test indicated a significant difference (p <
.05), the Mann-Whitney U test with Bonferroni correc-
tion was used to discover which groups differed. A con-
tent validity index (CVI) and Cronbach’s alpha
coefficients were used to determine the reliability and
validity of the scale.

Ethical considerations
Ethical permission was obtained from the medical direc-
tor of Mikkeli city and from the director of the public

health service of Kouvola city who are responsible for
decisions about ethical permission in the research area.
The voluntary and anonymous nature of the study was
indicated in the covering letter. The respondents
received no financial reward from participation, but
were entitled to a summary of the research findings if
they wanted one [54,55].

Results
Description of the respondents
In all, 172 people (123 females and 49 males) returned
the form. The mean age of all participants was 30.31
years (SD 5.79). Over half (53%) of the participants were
expecting their first child. Twenty-nine per cent had
one child and 18% had two or more children. Nearly all
mothers (98%) had decided to breastfeed their baby and
4% lived without a spouse. The participants were asked
about their breastfeeding histories, i.e. how many
months they had been breastfed when they were babies.
Altogether 72 mothers and 16 fathers knew the duration
of breastfeeding. The average duration was 5.8 months
(SD 4.5 months) for mothers and 7.4 months (SD 4.1
months) for fathers. This was not, however, a statisti-
cally significant difference. Breastfeeding knowledge was
also tested using a 22-item questionnaire. The scores
received ranged from four correct answers (18.2%) to 22
correct answers (100%). The means of the breastfeeding
knowledge scores were 15.85 (SD 4.0) for mothers and
13.04 (SD 3.6) for fathers. The breastfeeding knowledge
scores were classified into three categories: 5.8% had
low (0-8 points) breastfeeding knowledge, 53.5% had
moderate (9-16 points) breastfeeding knowledge and
40.7% had high (17-22 points) breastfeeding knowledge.
The description of participants by gender is presented
in Table 1.

Pregnant parents’ breastfeeding attitudes
A factor analysis using maximum likelihood and vari-
max rotation was performed [56]. An item was included
if the factor loading was more than 0.30 and if the item
had a greater than 0.30 correlation with at least one
item. Altogether, four items with loading or a correla-
tion of less than 0.30 were excluded. The maximum
likelihood factor analysis with an unlimited number of
factors produced five factors with >1.0 eigenvalues, and
these explained 53% of the total variance. The factors
and items are shown in Table 2. The first factor,
‘Regarding breastfeeding as difficult’, had loadings ran-
ging from -0.888 to 0.870 and explained 16.6% of the
variance. The second factor, ‘Regarding breastfeeding as
exhausting to the mother’, explained 9.3% of the var-
iance. The loadings ranged from -0.602 to 0.702. The
third factor, ‘Family-centred view on breastfeeding’, had
loadings ranging from 0.423 to 0.607 and explained
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9.3% of the variance. The fourth factor was ‘Equality in
feeding’ and explained 9.1% of the variance. This factor
had loadings ranging from -0.687 to 0.830. The fifth fac-
tor, ‘Worry about breastfeeding’s negative impact on
father’, explained 8.7% of the variance with loadings ran-
ging from 0.637 to 0.986.
Over 95% of the respondents regarded it as important

for their baby to receive breast milk, for the family to
spend time together and for the spouse to support the
mother in breastfeeding; they also thought that breast-
feeding brings joy to the mother and to the baby. Forty-
nine per cent, however, thought that breastfeeding puts
pressure on the mother and 54% thought it important
that both of the parents could feed the newborn baby.
The means and the numbers of the agreed answers for
the attitude items are shown in Table 2. Breastfeeding
in front of others was presented with three scenarios
and the division of the answers is shown in Table 3.
Every third respondent (n = 172) regarded it inappropri-
ate to breastfeed a one-year-old child in a hamburger
restaurant.

The relationship between demographic characteristics
and breastfeeding attitudes
A significant difference was evident in breastfeeding atti-
tudes when gender, parity, age, education, knowledge
and breastfeeding history were examined. No difference
existed when income, smoking and area of residence
were examined as characteristics. The mean rank values
of the compared groups are presented in Table 4 (see
Additional file 1, Group comparisons of breastfeeding
attitudes). Table 5 indicates the responses to single
items by gender and parity, which allowed specific infor-
mation to be inferred (see Additional file 2, Breastfeed-
ing attitudes by parity and gender).

Discussion
The main finding was that parents regard breastfeeding
positively but found it important that fathers can also
participate in the infant feeding. In this sense, equality
in feeding was a new aspect in breastfeeding attitude
studies. It was evident that fathers wanted to be
involved in choosing the feeding method and found it
important to play an active role in feeding. The respon-
dents who were expecting their first child regarded a
joint parental decision about the newborn’s feeding
method as especially significant. Both parents valued
breastfeeding and nearly all mothers intended to breast-
feed. Previous studies have also indicated that mothers
[24,26] who intend to breastfeed have partners [18] with
positive attitudes towards breastfeeding.
There is scarce information about public breastfeeding

in the Finnish culture. The majority of respondents
regarded breastfeeding at home or in a public place as
appropriate, but 33% did not regard the public breast-
feeding of a one-year old child at a hamburger restau-
rant as acceptable. Studies conducted in other cultures
have indicated that breastfeeding in front of others
might be seen as embarrassing [57,58]. In the USA, pub-
lic breastfeeding is protected by law e.g. in Arkansas
[59]. Studies on African and Indian cultures have indi-
cated that non-breastfeeding might be seen as evidence
that the mother has been unfaithful or that she is HIV-
positive [60,61]. Overall, public breastfeeding seems to
be a culture-related issue.
Attitudes differed when parity was considered. The

parents expecting their first child were more worried
about the effect of breastfeeding on the father’s relation-
ship with the baby and his feeling of being an outsider
than those who had at least one child. A Swedish quali-
tative study indicated that some first-time fathers
experienced negative feelings when the mother was
breastfeeding [45]. It is possible that the trend for equal
parenthood means that breastfeeding is seen as a pro-
blematic issue. However, we noted that the parents who
had at least one child did not think breastfeeding was

Table 1 Description of the participants by gender

Demographics Mothers Fathers

(n = 123) (n = 49)

% %

Number of children

0 48 65

1 33 18

2 or more 19 17

Highest educational level

comprehensive school or matriculation 13.8 16

vocational qualification 40.7 39

higher vocational diploma or academic degree 44.7 45

missing 0.6 0

Personal income per month (net salary)

≤ 1413 $ (1000 €) 26 20

1415-2827 $ (1001-2000 €) 50 32

≥ 2828 $ (2001 €) 23 45

missing 1 2

Smoking

yes 8 22

no 92 76

missing 0 2

Had been breastfed oneself

yes 88 71

no 5 4

don’t know 7 25
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as complicated as the parents who were expecting their
first child did. This could imply that previous breast-
feeding experience had been positive or that the respon-
dents relied on their ability to resolve possible
problems, whereas the parents who were expecting their
first child had no prior experience on which to base
their opinion.

Breastfeeding attitudes differed when education was
considered. Sittlington and colleagues found the same
result [24]. In the current study, respondents with a
moderate level of education had more negative views on
breastfeeding than those with a high level of education.
No significant differences were found, however, when
low levels of education were examined. This might be

Table 2 Parents’ breastfeeding attitudes

Factors and items Mean (n = 172) Agree with the item af

fr %

Factor 1 Regarding breastfeeding as difficult d 3.0 33 20 0.858

breastfeeding is handy d (loaded negatively to the factor) 1.4 157 93

breastfeeding is painful c 3.1 31 18

breastfeeding is easy c (loaded negatively to the factor) 2.1 128 76

breastfeeding is difficult b 3.0 43 25

breastfeeding causes pressure a 2.5 83 49

Factor 2 Regarding breastfeeding as exhausting for the mother b 2.3 105 62 0.602

the mother’s own time is important b 1.9 131 77

breastfeeding gives strength to the mother a (loaded negatively to the factor) 2.4 96 56

breastfeeding exhausts the mother a 2.5 95 56

Factor 3 Family-centred view on breastfeeding e 1.3 165 99 0.643

important that the baby receives breast milk b 1.3 162 95

important that the family spends time together b 1.1 169 99

important that the spouse supports mother in breastfeeding b 1.3 161 95

breastfeeding brings joy to the mother b 1.5 163 96

breastfeeding brings joy to the baby b 1.2 166 98

Factor 4 Equality in feeding c 2.3 101 60 0.655

both parents decide about the feeding method a 2.1 118 69

only the mother decides about the feeding method a (loaded negatively to the factor) 2.4 94 55

important that both parents can feed the newborn a 2.3 92 54

Factor 5 Worry about breastfeeding’s negative impact on father b 3.3 19 11 0.826

worried about the father’s relationship with the baby b 3.4 18 11

worried that the father feels himself to be an outsider b 3.3 27 16
a one missing answer
b two missing answers
c three missing answers
d four missing answers
e five missing answers
f Cronbach’s alpha value

Table 3 The division of the responses (n = 172) in the breastfeeding attitude scenarios

Mothers (n = 123) Fathers (n = 49) Total (n = 172)

Scenario nes
%

no
%

I don’t
know
%

Yes
%

no
%

I don’t
know
%

p yes
%

no
%

I don’t
know
%

The father would like the mother to breastfeed because he thinks the
breast milk would be the best for the baby. The mother does not want to
breastfeed because she thinks it is too binding. Should the mother
breastfeed the baby?

56 19 25 82 10 8 .006 63.4 16.3 20.3

Laura is breastfeeding when her friends (a man and a woman) come to
visit. Should Laura move to another room to breastfeed?

15 78 7 18 76 6 ns.* 16 77 7

Kati is in the hamburger restaurant with her one-year-old baby. There are
many customers and her meal is unfinished when the baby starts to cry.
The baby is tired. Does Kati do right when she starts to breastfeed her baby
at the table?

50 30 20 43 39 18 ns. 48 33 19

*Exact test was used
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explained by the fact that some of those with the lowest
level of education were students, e.g. at university, and
they had not completed their education at the time of
response.
According to this study, respondents over 27 years old

regarded breastfeeding as less troublesome than those
who were younger. Nonetheless, there were more par-
ents who were expecting their first child in the youngest
age group than in the other groups (p < .001) and they
had no experience of breastfeeding. Therefore, some of
them might have seen breastfeeding as a complicated
method of feeding, although the reasons for this are
unclear.
In addition, respondents with high levels of breast-

feeding knowledge considered breastfeeding as less diffi-
cult and less exhausting than those with moderate or
low levels of knowledge. This suggests that those who
knew a lot about breastfeeding also had a very positive
view of it.
The reliability of the BKAC scale is considered fairly

good for the first measure because the Cronbach’s alpha
coefficients of the attitude dimension varied between
0.602 and 0.858 for each factor. The elimination of the
item about the feeding of the newborn by both parents
would have increased the Cronbach’s alpha coefficient, but
the item was regarded as relevant on the basis of experts’
evaluations. Nevertheless, a Cronbach’s alpha coefficient
of over 0.6 has been described as acceptable [62]. The
Cronbach’s alpha coefficient was 0.84 in the knowledge
dimension and 0.932 in the confidence dimension. The
validity of the BKAC scale was measured using the CVI.
Evaluations by all five breastfeeding experts rated 18 of the
21 attitude items as highly or quite relevant and thereby
the scale-level content validity index, universal agreement
calculation method was 0.857. The scale-level content
validity index, averaging calculation method and item-level
content validity index of the attitude items was 0.96, indi-
cating the high validity of the dimension [63].
Nonetheless, this study has some limitations. First, the

low response rate limits the generalisation of the results.
Those who had poor computer skills or who were not
interested in the research issue might have bypassed the
study. Therefore, the results might indicate a misleadingly
positive view about breastfeeding, although the high breast-
feeding initiation rates in Finland would indicate that most
mothers do regard breastfeeding as important. Further-
more, the small proportion of fathers needs to be taken
into consideration. In this study, there were both fathers
and mothers who regarded breastfeeding as not important
and their responses seemed to be real; this implies that the
respondents did not wilfully offer socially desirable answers.
The response rate (21%) in this study was similar, however,
to that of the web-based survey performed by Lucero and

colleagues, in which 16.6% of paediatricians answered a
questionnaire concerning attitudes, knowledge and clinical
practices regarding breastfeeding and smoking [46].
A second limitation is that the families were informed

only once about the study, so it is possible that some
could have forgotten about it. The public health nurses
said that some of the mothers placed the covering letter
inside their maternity card and found it there the next
time they visited the MHCC. In such cases, the public
health nurses reminded the mothers and fathers to par-
ticipate in the study if there was still time to respond.
The participants were anonymous so the researchers
had no opportunity to remind them. The chance to par-
ticipate anonymously in the study might have increased
interest in it, however.
The results of this study could be used in the develop-

ment of breastfeeding counselling. The fathers’ active
attitudes towards and the image of breastfeeding of
first-time parents need to be taken into account in clini-
cal nursing. More studies are now required to examine
equality in feeding. Follow-up studies are also needed to
discover whether breastfeeding attitudes change between
the prenatal and postnatal periods.

Conclusions
The following conclusions were drawn on the basis of
this study.

1. Pregnant Finnish parents have a positive attitude
towards breastfeeding overall. The fathers’ active
attitudes towards feeding need to be considered in
breastfeeding counselling and different ways to sup-
port the mother should be discussed.
2. Those expecting their first child, or were young,
had vocational qualifications or moderate levels of
breastfeeding knowledge had particularly negative
feelings or were worried about breastfeeding. There-
fore, breastfeeding counselling should focus on these
groups and information about breastfeeding should
be given prenatally.
3. The BKAC scale is a suitable instrument for the
examination of parents’ breastfeeding attitudes.

Additional material

Additional file 1: Group comparisons of breastfeeding attitudes. The
mean rank values of compared groups.

Additional file 2: Breastfeeding attitudes by parity and gender. The
responses to single attitude items by gender and parity.

Acknowledgements
This study was supported by the Finnish Cultural Foundation.

Laanterä et al. BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth 2010, 10:79
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2393/10/79

Page 6 of 8

http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2393-10-79-S1.DOC
http://www.biomedcentral.com/content/supplementary/1471-2393-10-79-S2.DOC


Author details
1Piikivenkuja 5, 50600 Mikkeli, Finland. 2Institute of Health Sciences, Faculty
of Medicine, University of Oulu, PO Box 5000, FI-90014 University of Oulu,
Finland. 3School of Life Sciences, University of Skövde, PO Box 408, SE-54128
Skövde, Sweden. 4Department of Nursing Science, Faculty of Health
Sciences, University of Eastern Finland, Social and Health Care Center of
Kuopio, PO Box 1627, FI-70211, Kuopio, Finland.

Authors’ contributions
SL participated in the design of the study, data collection, performed the
statistical analysis and drafted the manuscript. AE contributed to the analysis
and critically revised the manuscript. TP and A-MP participated in the design
of the study, supervised the study and critically revised the manuscript. All
authors have given their approval for the manuscript to be submitted in its
present form.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 10 February 2010 Accepted: 2 December 2010
Published: 2 December 2010

References
1. Stuebe AM, Schwarz EB: The risks and benefits of infant feeding practices

for women and their children. J Perinatol 2010, 30(3):155-162.
2. Cattaneo A, Burmaz T, Arendt M, Nilsson I, Mikiel-Kostyra K, Kondrate I,

Communal MJ, Massart C, Chapin E, Fallon M: Protection, promotion and
support of breast-feeding in Europe: progress from 2002 to 2007. Public
Health Nutr 2009, 15:1-9.

3. Callen J, Pinelli J: Incidence and duration of breastfeeding for term
infants in Canada, United States, Europe, and Australia: A literature
review. Birth: Issues in Perinatal Care 2004, 31(4):285-292.

4. Bosnjak AP, Grguric J, Stanojevic M, Sonicki Z: Influence of
sociodemographic and psychosocial characteristics on breastfeeding
duration of mothers attending breastfeeding support groups. J Perinat
Med 2009, 37(2):185-192.

5. Thulier D, Mercer J: Variables associated with breastfeeding duration.
JOGNN: Journal of Obstetric, Gynecologic & Neonatal Nursing 2009,
38(3):259-268.

6. Forster DA, McLachlan HL, Lumley J: Factors associated with
breastfeeding at six months postpartum in a group of Australian
women. Int Breastfeed J 2006, 1:18.

7. McMillan B, Conner M, Green J, Dyson L, Renfrew M, Woolridge M: Using
an extended theory of planned behaviour to inform interventions aimed
at increasing breastfeeding uptake in primiparas experiencing material
deprivation. Br J Health Psychol 2009, 14(Pt 2):379-403.

8. Amir LH, Donath S: A systematic review of maternal obesity and
breastfeeding intention, initiation and duration. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth
2007, 7:9.

9. Scott JA, Binns CW: Factors associated with the initiation and duration of
breastfeeding: A review of the literature. Australian Journal of Nutrition &
Dietetics 1998, 55(2):51.

10. Kong SK, Lee DT: Factors influencing decision to breastfeed. J Adv Nurs
2004, 46(4):369-379.

11. Shaker I, Scott JA, Reid M: Infant feeding attitudes of expectant parents:
breastfeeding and formula feeding. J Adv Nurs 2004, 45(3):260-268.

12. Moore ER, Coty M: Prenatal and postpartum focus groups with
primiparas: Breastfeeding attitudes, support, barriers, self-efficacy, and
intention. Journal of Pediatric Health Care 2006, 20(1):35-46.

13. Flower KB, Willoughby M, Cadigan RJ, Perrin EM, Randolph G: Family Life
Project Investigative Team: Understanding breastfeeding initiation and
continuation in rural communities: a combined qualitative/quantitative
approach. Matern Child Health J 2008, 12(3):402-414.

14. Khoury AJ, Moazzem SW, Jarjoura CM, Carothers C, Hinton A: Breast-
feeding initiation in low-income women: Role of attitudes, support, and
perceived control. Womens Health Issues 2005, 15(2):64-72.

15. Brodribb W, Fallon A, Jackson C, Hegney D: The relationship between
personal breastfeeding experience and the breastfeeding attitudes,
knowledge, confidence and effectiveness of Australian GP registrars.
Matern Child Nutr 2008, 4(4):264-274.

16. Clark A, Anderson J, Adams E, Baker S: Assessing the knowledge, attitudes,
behaviors and training needs related to infant feeding, specifically
breastfeeding, of child care providers. Maternal & Child Health Journal
2008, 12(1):128-135.

17. Ekström A, Widström A, Nissen E: Process-oriented training in
breastfeeding alters attitudes to breastfeeding in health professionals.
Scand J Public Health 2005, 33(6):424-431.

18. Pollock CA, Bustamante-Forest R, Giarratano G: Men of diverse cultures:
knowledge and attitudes about breastfeeding. J Obstet Gynecol Neonatal
Nurs 2002, 31(6):673-679.

19. Freed GL, Fraley JK, Schanler RJ: Attitudes of expectant fathers regarding
breast-feeding. Pediatrics 1992, 90(2 Pt 1):224-227.

20. Tarrant M, Dodgson JE: Knowledge, attitudes, exposure, and future
intentions of Hong Kong university students toward infant feeding.
J Obstet Gynecol Neonatal Nurs 2007, 36(3):243-254.

21. Marrone S, Vogeltanz-Holm N, Holm J: Attitudes, knowledge, and
intentions related to breastfeeding among university undergraduate
women and men. J Hum Lact 2008, 24(2):186-192.

22. Li R, Rock VJ, Grummer-Strawn L: Changes in public attitudes toward
breastfeeding in the United States, 1999-2003. Journal of the American
Dietetic Association 2007, 107(1):122-127.

23. Altmann TK: Attitude: a concept analysis. Nurs Forum 2008, 43(3):144-150.
24. Sittlington J, Stewart-Knox B, Wright M, Bradbury I, Scott JA: Infant-feeding

attitudes of expectant mothers in Northern Ireland. Health Educ Res 2007,
22(4):561-570.

25. Lin SS, Chien LY, Tai CJ, Lee CF: Effectiveness of a prenatal education
programme on breastfeeding outcomes in Taiwan. J Clin Nurs 2008,
17(3):296-303.

26. Scott JA, Shaker I, Reid M: Parental attitudes toward breastfeeding: their
association with feeding outcome at hospital discharge. Birth 2004,
31(2):125-131.

27. Kohlhuber M, Rebhan B, Schwegler U, Koletzko B, Fromme H:
Breastfeeding rates and duration in Germany: a Bavarian cohort study.
Br J Nutr 2008, 99(5):1127-1132.

28. Mossman M, Heaman M, Dennis CL, Morris M: The influence of adolescent
mothers’ breastfeeding confidence and attitudes on breastfeeding
initiation and duration. J Hum Lact 2008, 24(3):268-277.

29. Scott JA, Binns CW, Oddy WH, Graham KI: Predictors of breastfeeding
duration: evidence from a cohort study. Pediatrics 2006, 117(4):e646-55.

30. Shepherd CK, Power KG, Carter H: Examining the correspondence of
breastfeeding and bottle-feeding couples’ infant feeding attitudes.
J Adv Nurs 2000, 31(3):651-660.

31. Freed GL, Fraley JK, Schanler RJ: Accuracy of expectant mothers’
predictions of fathers’ attitudes regarding breast-feeding. The Journal of
Family Practice 1993, 37(2):148-152.

32. Clifford J, McIntyre E: Who supports breastfeeding? Breastfeed Rev 2008,
16(2):9-19.

33. Pisacane A, Continisio GI, Aldinucci M, D’Amora S, Continisio P: A
controlled trial of the father’s role in breastfeeding promotion. Pediatrics
2005, 116(4):e494-498.

34. Susin LRO, Giugliani ER: Inclusion of fathers in an intervention to
promote breastfeeding: impact on breastfeeding rates. J Hum Lact 2008,
24(4):386-392.

35. Hannula L: Imetysnäkemykset ja imetyksen toteutuminen. Suomalaisten
synnyttäjien seurantatutkimus. [Perceptions of breastfeeding and the
outcomes of breastfeeding - a follow-up study of Finnish mothers]. PhD
thesis University of Turku, Department of Nursing; 2003.

36. Cattaneo A, Yngve A, Koletzko B, Guzman LR: Promotion of Breastfeeding
in Europe project: Protection, promotion and support of breast-feeding
in Europe: current situation. Public Health Nutr 2005, 8(1):39-46.

37. Erkkola M, Kronberg-Kippilä C, Knip M, Virtanen S: Ravitsemus
elämänkaaren alkupäässä: tavoitteisiin matkaa. [Hospital feeding,
breastfeeding and weaning in the Finnish Diabetes Prediction and
Prevention Nutrition Study]. Suomen lääkärilehti - Finlands läkartidning
2006, 61(48):5029-5035.

38. Hasunen K, Ryynänen S: Imeväisikäisten ruokinta Suomessa vuonna 2005.
[Infant feeding in Finland 2005]. Ministry of Social Affairs and Health,
Helsinki 2006, 19:1-70.

39. WHO: The Optimal Duration of Exclusive Breastfeeding. Report of an Expert
Consultation WHO, Switzerland; 2001.

Laanterä et al. BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth 2010, 10:79
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2393/10/79

Page 7 of 8

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19609306?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19609306?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18956963?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18956963?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18956963?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17034645?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17034645?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17034645?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18980709?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18980709?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18980709?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18980709?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17608952?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17608952?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15117348?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14720243?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14720243?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16399478?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16399478?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16399478?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17636458?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17636458?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17636458?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17636458?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15767196?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15767196?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15767196?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18811791?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18811791?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18811791?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16332607?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16332607?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12465863?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12465863?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1641286?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1641286?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17489930?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17489930?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18436970?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18436970?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18436970?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17197280?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17197280?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18715347?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17041021?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17041021?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17931376?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17931376?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15153132?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15153132?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18294424?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18689714?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18689714?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18689714?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16585281?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16585281?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10718885?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10718885?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8336095?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8336095?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18767233?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199676?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16199676?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18784322?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18784322?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15705244?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15705244?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15705244?dopt=Abstract


40. Hasunen K, Kalavainen M, Keinonen H, Lagström H, Lyytikäinen A,
Nurttila A, Peltola T, Talvia S: Lapsi, perhe ja ruoka: imeväis-ja leikki-
ikäisten lasten, odottavien ja imettävien äitien ravitsemussuositus. [The
child, family and food. Nutrition recommendations for infants and
young children as well as pregnant and breastfeeding mothers]. Ministry
of Social Affairs and Health, Helsinki 2004, 11:1-254.

41. Libbus MK: Breastfeeding attitudes in a sample of Spanish-speaking
Hispanic American women. J Hum Lact 2000, 16(3):216-220.

42. De La Mora A, Russell DW, Dungy CI, Losch M, Dusdieker L: The Iowa
Infant Feeding Attitude Scale: Analysis of reliability and validity. J Appl
Soc Psychol 1999, 29(11):2362-2380.

43. Scott J, Shaker I, Reid M: Parental attitudes toward breastfeeding: Their
association with feeding outcome at hospital discharge. Birth 2004,
31(2):125-131.

44. Binns CW, Graham KI, Scott JA, Oddy WH: Infants who drink cows milk: a
cohort study. J Paediatr Child Health 2007, 43(9):607-610.

45. Fagerskiold A: A change in life as experienced by first-time fathers. Scand
J Caring Sci 2008, 22(1):64-71.

46. Lucero CA, Moss DR, Davies ED, Colborn K, Barnhart WC, Bogen DL: An
examination of attitudes, knowledge, and clinical practices among
Pennsylvania pediatricians regarding breastfeeding and smoking.
Breastfeed Med 2009, 4(2):83-89.

47. Changes in Internet Usage. Results from the 2008 Survey on ICT Usage.
[http://www.tilastokeskus.fi/til/sutivi/2008/sutivi_2008_2009-04-
27_tie_002_en.html].

48. Laki sosiaali-ja terveydenhuollon asiakasmaksuista. Finland; 1992, 734
[http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/ajantasa/1992/19920734].

49. Williams EL, Hammer LD: Breastfeeding attitudes and knowledge of
pediatricians-in-training. Am J Prev Med 1995, 11(1):26-33.

50. Hull VJ, Thapa S, Wiknjosastro G: Breast-feeding and health professionals:
a study in hospitals in Indonesia. Soc Sci Med 1989, 28(4):355-364.

51. Scavenius M, van Hulsel L, Meijer J, Wendte H, Gurgel R: In practice, the
theory is different: A processual analysis of breastfeeding in northeast
Brazil. Social Science & Medicine 2007, 64(3):676-688.

52. Quintero Romero S, Bernal R, Barbiero C, Passamonte R, Cattaneo A: A
rapid ethnographic study of breastfeeding in the North and South of
Italy. Int Breastfeed J 2006, 1:14.

53. Dennis CL, Faux S: Development and psychometric testing of the
Breastfeeding Self-Efficacy Scale. Res Nurs Health 1999, 22(5):399-409.

54. World Medical Association Declaration of Helsinki. [http://www.wma.net/
en/30publications/10policies/b3/index.html].

55. Medical Reseach Act. Finland; 1999, 488[http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/
kaannokset/1999/en19990488.pdf].

56. Burns N, Grove SK: The Practice of Nursing Research: Conduct, Critique, and
Utilization Philadelphia: Elsevier/Saunders; 2005.

57. Raisler J: Against the odds: breastfeeding experiences of low income
mothers. J Midwifery Womens Health 2000, 45(3):253-263.

58. Hannon PR, Willis SK, Bishop-Townsend V, Martinez IM, Scrimshaw SC:
African-American and Latina adolescent mothers’ infant feeding
decisions and breastfeeding practices: a qualitative study. J Adolesc
Health 2000, 26(6):399-407.

59. Ogbuanu CA, Probst J, Laditka SB, Liu J, Baek J, Glover S: Reasons why
women do not initiate breastfeeding: A southeastern state study.
Womens Health Issues 2009, 19(4):268-278.

60. Bassett MT: Psychosocial and community perspectives on alternatives to
breastfeeding. Ann N Y Acad Sci 2000, 918:128-135.

61. Rogers A, Meundi A, Amma A, Rao A, Shetty P, Antony J, Sebastian D,
Shetty P, Shetty AK: HIV-related knowledge, attitudes, perceived benefits,
and risks of HIV testing among pregnant women in rural Southern India.
AIDS Patient Care STDS 2006, 20(11):803-811.

62. Hair JF, Anderson RE, Tatham RL, Black WC: Multivariate Data Analysis
Prentice Hall; 1998.

63. Polit DF, Beck CT: The content validity index: are you sure you know
what’s being reported? Critique and recommendations. Res Nurs Health
2006, 29(5):489-497.

Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2393/10/79/prepub

doi:10.1186/1471-2393-10-79
Cite this article as: Laanterä et al.: Breastfeeding attitudes of Finnish
parents during pregnancy. BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth 2010 10:79.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Laanterä et al. BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth 2010, 10:79
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2393/10/79

Page 8 of 8

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11153155?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11153155?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15153132?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15153132?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17688644?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17688644?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18269424?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19210131?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19210131?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19210131?dopt=Abstract
http://www.tilastokeskus.fi/til/sutivi/2008/sutivi_2008_2009-04-27_tie_002_en.html
http://www.tilastokeskus.fi/til/sutivi/2008/sutivi_2008_2009-04-27_tie_002_en.html
http://www.finlex.fi/fi/laki/ajantasa/1992/19920734
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7748583?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7748583?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2705008?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2705008?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16952324?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16952324?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16952324?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10520192?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10520192?dopt=Abstract
http://www.wma.net/en/30publications/10policies/b3/index.html
http://www.wma.net/en/30publications/10policies/b3/index.html
http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990488.pdf
http://www.finlex.fi/en/laki/kaannokset/1999/en19990488.pdf
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10907335?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10907335?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10822181?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10822181?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19589476?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19589476?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11131696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11131696?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17134354?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17134354?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16977646?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16977646?dopt=Abstract
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2393/10/79/prepub

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Study design
	Setting and participants
	The development of the scale
	Data analysis
	Ethical considerations

	Results
	Description of the respondents
	Pregnant parents’ breastfeeding attitudes
	The relationship between demographic characteristics and breastfeeding attitudes

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References
	Pre-publication history


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Impact
    /LucidaConsole
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.76333
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.76333
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


