
ORIGINAL ARTICLE
Child Health Nurs Res, Vol.27, No.4, October 2021;27(4):354-364
https://doi.org/10.4094/chnr.2021.27.4.354

ISSN(Print) 2287-9110

ISSN(Online) 2287-9129

CHNR

Copyright © 2021 Korean Academy of Child Health Nursing  | 354

Kangaroo mother care practices for low birthweight newborns in a district hospital in 
Indonesia

Septyana Choirunisa1, Asri Adisasmita2, Yulia Nur Izati3, Hadi Pratomo4, Dewi Iriani5

1Graduate Student, Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Indonesia, Depok ‧ Researcher, Kangaroo Mother Care Research Project Team, Faculty of Public Health, 
Universitas Indonesia, Depok; 2Professor, Department of Epidemiology, Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Indonesia, Depok ‧ Co-Principal Investigator, 
Kangaroo Mother Care Research Project Team, Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Indonesia, Depok; 3Researcher, Kangaroo Mother Care Research Project 
Team, Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Indonesia, Depok; 4Professor, Department of Health Education and Behavioral Sciences, Faculty of Public Health, 
Universitas Indonesia, Depok ‧ Principal Investigator, Kangaroo Mother Care Research Project Team, Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Indonesia, Depok; 
5Neonatologist, Koja District Hospital, North Jakarta, Special Capital Region of Jakarta Province, Indonesia

Purpose: Kangaroo mother care (KMC) was introduced in Indonesia 30 years ago, but 
the extent of its use has not been fully documented. Therefore, this study aimed to 
examine the use of KMC and evaluate the characteristics of infants who received KMC 
at Koja District Hospital in North Jakarta, Indonesia. This retrospective cohort study 
recorded the characteristics of infants with birthweights less than or equal to 2,200 g at 
the above-mentioned hospital. Methods: Data collected from infant registers included 
gestational age, birthweight, Apgar score, number of complications, history of neonatal 
intensive care unit treatment, and KMC status. Cox regression analysis was conducted. 
Results: This study found that 57.7% of infants received KMC. Infants with birthweights 
over 1,500 g were 2.16 times (95% CI: 1.20-3.89) more likely to receive KMC. Conclusion: 
Efforts to promote KMC are recommended, specifically for infants with birthweights 
greater than 1,500 g. KMC for infants with other conditions can also be considered based 
on the infants' stability.
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IN TRO D U CTIO N

Kangaroo mother care (KMC) refers to early, prolonged, 
and ongoing skin-to-skin contact between mothers and low 
birthweight (LBW) and/or preterm infants to overcome in-
cubator limitations and maintain a stable temperature. KMC 
can be performed as early as possible and on a regular basis. It 
can begin at the hospital when the infant's condition is stable 
and continue at home after the infant is discharged. Important 
factors for the implementation of KMC include KMC position, 
exclusive breastfeeding, and the prevention and management 
of infection and respiratory problems [1]. KMC can be per-
formed intermittently for at least 1 hour per session or con-
tinuously for 24 hours [1]. Previous studies [2,3] have shown 
that KMC can reduce the risk of death among neonates and 
infants. KMC also promotes exclusive breastfeeding, reduces 
the risk of infection, prevents hypothermia, and contributes to 
the growth and neurological development of infants [2-4]. 

Data on the number of LBW and preterm infants who un-
dergo KMC are quite limited since most previous studies have 
utilized experimental designs and focused on the effects of 
KMC [2]. In 2018, a global assessment of 25 low-income and 
middle-income countries in Africa, Asia, and the Middle East 
found that 32% of the examined countries listed KMC as an in-
dicator of their health service coverage [5]. However, KMC 
was only received by 9% of eligible infants, or 3,724 out of 
41,333 infants [5]. 

KMC was introduced in Indonesia in the 1990s, and several 
KMC training sessions for health workers were conducted at 
the time to support its use in health service facilities, partic-
ularly in hospitals. In 2010, a study of 10 hospitals in Indonesia 
found that KMC had been implemented in nine of them, and 
four of those hospitals ultimately adopted the routine and in-
tegrated the use of KMC [6]. However, in Indonesia, KMC has 
not been implemented nationwide. Rather, it has mostly been 
implemented in teaching hospitals (medical centers that pro-
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Infant born in or referred to hospital
April 23, 2017 to January 31, 2018

(N=3,445)

Low birth weight (≤2,200 g) infant
(n=470)

Included in study: Complete data on 
KMC during hospitalization

(n=284)

Excluded from study: Medical record could not be 
accessed and KMC data was therefore unavailable

(n=186)

Figure 1. Flowchart of the study sample. KMC, kangaroo mother care.

vide medical education and training for health professionals, 
typically affiliated with a medical school) and referral hospi-
tals in major cities. In addition, no routine data on KMC have 
been reported to the Ministry of Health from those hospitals, 
and no national-level KMC data are currently available. 
Hence, the characteristics of infants who receive KMC in Indo-
nesia have not been investigated and documented in-depth. 
The present study is expected to provide data and informa-
tion on the characteristics of preterm and LBW infants for 
whom KMC could be safely provided. 

KMC is an important tool for providing care to LBW and/or 
preterm babies, especially in areas with high rates of LBW 
and/or preterm infants. The prevalence rate of LBW in the 
Special Capital Region of Jakarta is 7.3%, with the highest rate 
being found in the administrative city of North Jakarta [7]. 

This study aimed to determine the prevalence of KMC for 
infants weighing less than or equal to 2,200 g at birth and to 
identify associations between the characteristics of infants 
and KMC use at Koja District Hospital. The findings of this 
study are expected to provide evidence for the need to in-
crease the rate of KMC for eligible infants and strengthen 
KMC use at the hospital level in major cities in Indonesia and 
other countries in the region. 

METHODS

Ethics statement: This study was approved by the ethics committee 

of the Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Indonesia (No. 230/ 

H2.F10/PPM.00.02/2015). Registers and electronic medical records 

were used after approval from the Institutional Review Board, Koja 

District Hospital, and the Provincial Health Office. 

1. Study Design

This retrospective cohort study was conducted to deter-
mine the prevalence of KMC and to identify associations be-
tween the characteristics of infants and KMC at Koja District 
Hospital in Indonesia.

2. Participants and Setting

The subjects in this study were infants who were born at or 
referred to and treated at Koja District Hospital during the pe-
riod ranging from April 23, 2017, to January 31, 2018. Those 
admitted to the perinatal ward or NICU ward were eligible 
for this study; however, only infants who weighed 2,200 g or 
less were included. Infants with birthweights less than or 
equal to 2,200 g were considered eligible for KMC and also 
were the infants who were most likely to benefit from KMC. 
This was based on the consensus of an expert panel meeting 
(experts from hospitals and an association for pediatricians) 
that was conducted as part of a KMC research project by the 
Faculty of Public Health, Universitas Indonesia (FPH-UI). 

A total of 3,445 infants were hospitalized during the study 
period (born at or referred to the hospital). Of those, 676 were 
LBW infants (<2,500 g). A total of 470 infants had a birth-
weight that was less than or equal to 2,200 g. Of the 470 infants 
with birthweights less than or equal to 2,200 g, only 284 had 
accessible medical records that indicated whether they re-
ceived KMC and could thus be used in the analysis (Figure 1). 

Koja District Hospital is a referral hospital owned by the 
North Jakarta city government. The number of deliveries in 
this hospital can reach up to 300 to 400 births per month, and 
the total number of infant patients per year is estimated to be 
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4,500. The perinatal ward and neonatal intensive care unit 
(NICU) had a capacity of 40 and 16 beds, respectively. Koja 
District Hospital is one of the hospital locations where KMC 
research was conducted by the FPH-UI, which was funded by 
the USAID Partnership for Enhanced Engagement in Research 
(PEER) Project (2015-2019). A part of FPH-UI research project 
data were analyzed in this study. The research project in-
cluded intervention and data collection. The intervention con-
sisted of a refresher training on KMC and breastfeeding and 
assistance for all health workers at Koja District Hospital (nur-
ses, midwives, general practitioners, obstetricians, and pedia-
tricians) who provided services to mothers and infants, in-
cluding antenatal care (ANC) services. The data were col-
lected from infant registers in different wards, and infant 
medical records from hospitals were used to identify the char-
acteristics of LBW infants and their KMC status. In addition, a 
survey targeting health workers and infants' mothers was also 
conducted. Health workers were surveyed to measure their 
knowledge, attitudes towards KMC, and experience/behav-
iors helping mothers perform KMC. Interviews with infants' 
mothers were also conducted to measure their knowledge, at-
titudes, and practices related to KMC, breastfeeding, and LBW 
infant care. Information on facilities (facilities, infrastructure) 
and procedures (standard operational procedure [SOP]) for 
LBW services in hospitals was also collected.

3. Study Procedure

Data were collected from infant registers and medical re-
cords at the hospital. The registers included information about 
infants from the delivery room, operating room, emergency 
room, pediatric clinic, perinatal ward, and NICU ward. Data 
on infants born at Koja District Hospital, either spontaneously 
or via a cesarean section, were recorded in the delivery room 
and operating room registers, while data on infants who were 
referred to the hospital were recorded in the emergency room 
and pediatric clinic registers. These registers were then syn-
chronized with data from the registers in the perinatal ward 
or NICU, where infants received further care while in the 
hospital.

Data recorded in the registers included gestational age, 
birthweight, type of birth, place of birth, sex, 5-minute Apgar 
score, infant's transfer status to another room, maternal age, 
and parity. Data on infants' complications at the time of initial 
admission to the perinatal ward were also collected. Compli-
cations of interest to this study were those that occurred be-
fore KMC was provided, since the start of KMC, which gen-
erally takes place in the perinatal ward or NICU, is based on 
the presence or absence of a contraindication for KMC as de-
fined by clinicians. Data on the use of KMC were not available 

in the register; therefore, these data were taken from infant 
medical records, which were also collected in the KMC study 
conducted by FPH-UI. KMC data collected from medical re-
cords included whether KMC was performed, the duration of 
KMC per day, the infant's age when KMC was first perfor-
med, and who performed KMC. However, since this study fo-
cused on infants who received KMC, the analysis only exam-
ined whether KMC was performed and the duration of KMC. 
Infants whose medical records could not be accessed during 
data collection were excluded from the analysis since KMC 
data would not be available.

4. Statistical Analysis

Univariate, bivariate, and multivariate analyses were con-
ducted using SPSS version 24.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, 
USA). Univariate analysis was conducted to examine the im-
plementation of KMC and the characteristics of infants. Cate-
gorical variables were analyzed and presented as proportions. 
Continuous variables were summarized and presented as 
means and standard deviations (SD). Differences in the pro-
portions of categorical data were determined using the x2 test 
to examine relationships related to KMC use. Comparison 
of continuous variables associated with KMC use was per-
formed using the t-test or the Mann-Whitney U test if the dis-
tribution of data was not normal to evaluate the statistical sig-
nificance of differences in mean values for ggestational age 
(week), birth weight (gram), Apgar score (score), maternal age 
(year), and parity (number). Due to the regularity with which 
KMC is practiced for preterm/LBW infants (>10%), Cox re-
gression (assigning a constant time) was preferred to logistic 
regression to obtain an estimated risk ratio (RR) closer to the 
true values, thus preventing overestimation [8]. Cox re-
gression analysis was conducted to determine the crude and 
adjusted associations (RR and 95% confidence interval [CI]) 
between the characteristics of infants and the use of KMC. 
Only characteristics with a significance level of p<.250 in the 
crude analysis were included in the multivariate analysis. 

RESULTS

Table 1 compares data on infants that were included in the 
analysis to data on infants that were excluded from the analy-
sis due to having inaccessible medical records in order to 
identify any selection bias that might have been present. The 
comparison shows that there were differences in the follow-
ing characteristics between infants who were included and in-
fants who were excluded from the analysis: gestational age, 
type of delivery, sex, 5-minute Apgar score, and total compli-
cations prior to KMC. A higher proportion of the infants in-
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Table 1. Characteristics of Infants Included in and Excluded from the Analysis (N=470)

Variables Categories
Included in 

analysis (n=284)
Excluded from 

analysis (n=186)
Total

(N=470) x2 (p)
n (%) n (%) n (%)

Gestational age* (week) ≥37 
34-36 
32-33 
＜32 

 54 (19.2)
109 (38.8)
 47 (16.7)
 71 (25.3)

 52 (29.9)
 56 (32.2)
 26 (14.9)
 40 (23.0)

106 (23.3)
165 (36.3)
 73 (16.0)
111 (24.4)

6.98
(.072)

Birthweight (g) ＞2,000 &≤2,200 
＞1,750 &≤2,000 
＞1,500 &≤1,750 
≤1,500

 87 (30.6)
 99 (34.9)
23 (8.1)

 75 (26.4)

 64 (34.5)
 49 (26.3)
 22 (11.8)
 51 (27.4)

151 (32.1)
148 (31.5)
45 (9.6)

126 (26.8)

4.76
(.190)

Type of delivery* Spontaneous
C-sec

198 (73.6)
 71 (26.4)

126 (76.8)
 38 (23.2)

324 (74.8)
109 (25.2)

0.40
(.525)

Place of birth In study hospital
Referred

230 (81.0)
 54 (19.0)

142 (76.3)
 44 (23.7)

372 (79.1)
 98 (20.9)

1.47
(.273)

Sex* Male
Female

161 (56.7)
123 (43.3)

 95 (53.7)
 82 (46.3)

256 (55.5)
205 (44.5)

0.29
(.591)

5-minute Apgar score* ≥7
5-6
＜5

178 (66.2)
 54 (20.0)
 37 (13.8)

 84 (61.8)
 32 (23.5)
 20 (14.7)

262 (64.7)
 86 (21.2)
 57 (14.1)

0.84
(.658)

Treated in the NICU Yes
No

 42 (14.8)
242 (85.2)

 26 (14.0)
160 (86.0)

 68 (14.5)
402 (85.5)

0.01
(.912)

Total complications when 
admitted to perinatal ward

0
1
≥2

 56 (19.7)
209 (73.6)
19 (6.7)

 75 (40.3)
109 (58.6)
 2 (1.1)

131 (27.9)
318 (67.6)
21 (4.5)

28.78
(＜.001)

*Missing data were not included; C-sec, cesarean section; NICU, neonatal intensive care unit.

cluded in the analysis was preterm (mainly 34-36 weeks of 
gestation), had an Apgar score at 5 minutes of at least 7, and 
had one complication than those who were excluded. Exclu-
sion from this study was based on the availability of KMC da-
ta; however, some data were missing for infants whose KMC 
data were available. Table 1 shows that the characteristics of 
infants who were included were generally not different from 
those of infants who were excluded based on the available da-
ta (type of delivery, sex, Apgar score) except with regard to 
gestational age. 

Overall, 164 (57.7%) infants received KMC (Table 2). A ma-
jority of infants who received KMC had gestational ages of 34 
to 36 weeks (73.4%) and birthweights that ranged from 1,751 g 
to 2,000 g (82.8%). The infants who received KMC had a mean 
gestational age of 34.4 weeks and a mean birthweight of 1,894 
g. The infants who did not receive KMC had a mean gesta-
tional age of 32 weeks and a mean birthweight of 1,589 g. 
KMC was more common with preterm infants than full-term 
infants. More than 73% of infants with a gestational age of 
34-36 weeks and slightly more than 68% of infants with a ges-
tational age of 32-33 weeks received KMC while they were 

hospitalized, compared to almost 54% of non-preterm infants. 
The pattern for birthweight was similar to that of gestational 
age. A higher proportion of infants whose birthweights ranged 
from 1,501 to 1,750 g received KMC than infants whose birth-
weights ranged from 2,001 to 2,200 g. There were 18 infants in 
this study weighed less than 1,000 g, none of them received 
KMC.

Most of the infants who received KMC were born in the 
hospital (60.9%), had 5-minute Apgar scores of at least 7
(65.2%), had never been admitted to the NICU (62.4%), and 
had one complication when admitted to the perinatal ward 
(61.7%). Among the 284 infants, a high proportion of stable in-
fants who did not receive treatment in the NICU and had 
Apgar scores of at least 7 received KMC. However, more than 
half (57.4%) of infants with Apgar scores of 5 or 6 also received 
KMC. A majority of the infants with complications who re-
ceived KMC had one complication when admitted to the peri-
natal ward (61.7%). There were no differences in the pro-
portion of infants who received KMC based on the type of de-
livery, sex, maternal age, and parity (Table 2). KMC in this 
study was performed intermittently in all instances, with an 
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Table 2. Characteristics of Infants Based on KMC Status at Koja District Hospital (N=284)

Variables Categories
Total

KMC

x2 or t or Z (p)Yes No

n (%) or M±SD n (%) or M±SD n (%) or M±SD

Gestational age† (week)
≥37
34-36 
32-33 
＜32 

 33.6±3.7
 54 (19.2)
109 (38.8)
 47 (16.7)
 71 (25.3)

 34.4±2.7
 29 (53.7)
 80 (73.4)
 32 (68.1)
 22 (31.0)

 32.4±4.5
 25 (46.3)
 29 (26.6)
 15 (31.9)
 49 (69.0)

-3.78 (＜.001)*
34.25 (＜.001)

Birthweight (g)
＞2,000 &≤2,200 
＞1,750 &≤2,000 
＞1,500 &≤1,750 
≤1,500

1,765.2±420.7
 87 (30.6)
 99 (34.9)
23 (8.1)

 75 (26.4)

1,894.0±239.4
 48 (55.2)
 82 (82.8)
 16 (69.6)
 18 (24.0)

1,589.1±536.8
 39 (44.8)
 17 (17.2)
  7 (30.4)
 57 (76.0)

-3.79 (＜.001)*
62.08 (＜.001)

Type of delivery† Spontaneous
C-sec

198 (73.6)
 71 (26.4)

110 (55.6)
 47 (66.2)

 88 (44.4)
 24 (33.8)

 2.02 (.156)

Place of birth In study hospital
Referred

230 (81.0)
 54 (19.0)

140 (60.9)
 24 (44.4)

 90 (39.1)
 30 (55.6)

 4.19 (.041)

Sex Male
Female

161 (56.7)
123 (43.3)

 88 (54.7)
 76 (61.8)

 73 (45.3)
 47 (38.2)

 1.18 (.278)

5-minute Apgar score†

≥7
5-6
＜5

6.6±1.9
178 (66.2)
 54 (20.0)
 37 (13.8)

6.9±1.5
116 (65.2)
 31 (57.4)
 12 (32.4)

6.2±2.2
 62 (34.8)
 23 (42.6)
 25 (67.6)

-2.73 (.018)*
13.66 (.001)

Treated in the NICU No
Yes

242 (85.2)
 42 (14.8)

151 (62.4)
 13 (31.0)

 91 (37.6)
 29 (69.0)

13.24 (＜.001)

Age of mother† (year)
＜20
20-35 
＞35 

27.5±6.9
 38 (13.9)
199 (72.6)
 37 (13.5)

27.8±6.9
 23 (60.5)
113 (56.8)
 23 (62.2)

27.2±7.0
 15 (39.5)
 86 (43.2)
 14 (37.8)

-0.71 (.480)
 0.48 (.785)

Mother's parity
1
2
≥3

2.0±1.1
115 (40.5)
 84 (29.6)
 85 (29.9)

1.9±0.9
 67 (58.3)
 44 (52.4)
 53 (62.4)

1.9±0.8
 48 (41.7)
 40 (47.6)
 32 (37.6)

-0.39 (.630)*
 1.74 (.418)

Total complications when 
admitted to perinatal ward

0
1
≥2

 56 (19.7)
209 (73.6)
19 (6.7)

 29 (51.8)
129 (61.7)
  6 (31.6)

 27 (48.2)
 80 (38.3)
 13 (68.4)

 7.50 (.023)

Total  284 (100.0) 164 (57.7) 120 (42.3)

*Analyzed using the non-parametric test, Mann-Whitney U test; †Missing data were not included; C-sec, cesarean section; KMC, kangaroo mother 
care; NICU, neonatal intensive care unit.

average duration of 2 hours and 54 minutes per session per 
day (Table 3). KMC was practiced in 1 session per day in most 
cases in this study.

Table 4 shows the crude probability of receiving KMC ac-
cording to infants' characteristics and the adjusted probability 
according to gestational age, birthweight, place of birth, 5- 
minute Apgar score, NICU treatment status, and the number 
of complications. Based on these characteristics, infants who 
weighed more than 1,500 g were 2.16 times more likely to re-

ceive KMC than infants with birthweights of 1,500 g or less 
(95% CI: 1.20-3.89), which was a statistically significant find-
ing. Although it was not statistically significant, KMC tended 
to be performed more often for infants with gestational ages of 
32 weeks or higher and who did not receive treatment in the 
NICU, with adjusted RRs of 1.41 (95% CI: 0.85-2.35) and 1.43
(95% CI: 0.80-2.58), respectively. There was no difference in 
the likelihood of KMC according to Apgar score, referral sta-
tus, or the number of complications. 



www.e-chnr.org Septyana Choirunisa, Asri Adisasmita, Yulia Nur Izati, et al. | 359

https://doi.org/10.4094/chnr.2021.27.4.354 CHNR  

Table 3. Kangaroo Mother Care Duration (N=164)

Variables M±SD Median Minimum-maximum

KMC duration (hours per session) 2.89±1.09 2 1-6

KMC, kangaroo mother care.

Table 4. Adjusted Risk Ratios of Kangaroo Mother Care

Variables Categories Crude RR (95% CI) p Adjusted RR (95% CI) p

Gestational age (week) ≥32
＜32 

2.17 (1.38-3.40)
ref.

.001 1.41 (0.85–2.35)
ref.

.186

Birthweight (g) ＞1,500
≤1,500

2.91 (1.78–4.75)
ref.

＜.001 2.16 (1.20–3.89)
ref.

.010

Type of delivery Spontaneous
C-sec

0.84 (0.60–1.18)
ref.

.315 - -

Place of birth In study hospital
Referred

1.37 (0.89–2.11)
ref.

.155 1.16 (0.71–1.89)
ref.

.547

Sex Female
Male

1.13 (0.83–1.54)
ref.

.434 - -

5-minute Apgar score ≥5
＜5

1.95 (1.09–3.52)
ref.

.026 1.16 (0.62–2.19)
ref.

.647

Treated in the NICU No
Yes

2.02 (1.14–3.55)
ref.

.015 1.43 (0.80–2.58)
ref.

.229

Age of mother (year) ＜20 
20-35
＞35 

0.97 (0.55–1.74)
0.91 (0.58–1.43)

ref.

.974

.913
-
-

Parity 1
2
≥3

0.93 (0.65–1.34)
0.84 (0.56–1.25)

ref.

.934

.840
-
-

-
-

Total complications when 
admitted to perinatal ward

0-1
≥2

1.89 (0.84–4.27)
ref.

.127 1.19 (0.52–2.72)
ref.

.686

CI, confidence interval; C-sec, cesarean section; NICU, neonatal intensive care unit; ref., reference; RR, risk ratio.

DISCUSSION

This study examined the use of KMC in a referral hospital 
for infants who weighed less than or equal to 2,200 g at birth. 
There has been a lack of studies on the use of KMC in hospitals 
according to infant characteristics in developing countries, 
particularly in Indonesia. Our study aimed to examine associ-
ations between infant characteristics related to KMC and the 
use of KMC, especially concerning preterm and LBW infants 
who would potentially benefit from KMC the most. The find-
ings of this study are expected to provide evidence that can be 
used to strengthen the use of KMC at the hospital level in ma-
jor cities in Indonesia and other similar countries. 

The proportion of infants who received KMC in this study 
was 57.7% (n=164). Using a worst-case scenario in which it 
was assumed that none of the excluded infants received KMC, 

it was estimated that at least 34% of the 470 included and ex-
cluded infants received KMC during hospitalization. The rate 
of KMC use in this study, following KMC refresher training 
and mentoring, was higher than that of other studies in Indo-
nesia [9,10]. While KMC was first introduced in Indonesia in 
the 1990s, the full scope of its use has not been examined since 
most studies on KMC have been qualitative or, if they were 
descriptive studies, only included infants who received KMC 
[9,11]. The only studies to have evaluated the proportion of 
KMC use in Indonesia were conducted across 8 hospitals and 
were based on a national survey. A post-intervention assess-
ment conducted across 8 hospitals in Indonesia in 2010, in-
cluding teaching hospitals, district hospitals, and hospitals 
specific to mothers and children, showed that approximately 
21% of the 979 LBW infants included in the sample underwent 
KMC [9]. Other data from the 2018 National Survey in Indone-
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sia (Basic Health Research) [10] showed that the proportion of 
LBW infants who received KMC was 21.7%.

In Indonesia, KMC is part of the essential neonatal service 
for infants aged 6 hours to 28 days, as stated in the Regulation 
of the Minister of Health of the Republic of Indonesia No. 53 of 
2014 [12]. The regulation states that KMC could be provided 
for infants who weigh less than 2,500 g and who do not have 
health problems/complications, breathing and drinking diffi-
culties, seizures, or diarrhea, and if the mother is healthy and 
willing to perform KMC [12]. Despite this regulation, KMC is 
implemented inconsistently in hospitals in Indonesia in terms 
of eligibility criteria, duration, initiation, and other factors [9]. 

In Ethiopia and Zambia, KMC in hospital was practiced 
with 41.9% and 60% of preterm and/or LBW infants, respec-
tively [13,14]. Furthermore, a rapid assessment of 25 low- and 
middle-income countries in Africa, Asia, and the Middle East 
found that only 9% of eligible infants received KMC [5]. Com-
parisons in coverage are quite difficult to generalize given 
that the criteria for KMC eligibility, duration, initiation, and 
other factors may vary across studies. For example, this study 
found that KMC was provided intermittently for approx-
imately 2 to 3 hours per session per day, while a study from 
Zambia reported that KMC was provided for a minimum of 
20 hours per day [14]. Another rapid assessment examining 
KMC in 25 countries reported a KMC duration of at least 18 
hours per day [5]. In Indonesia, KMC is mostly practiced in-
termittently, regardless of duration [9,10]. 

1. Gestational Age

This study showed that infants with a gestational age of at 
least 32 weeks were more likely to receive KMC, although the 
finding was not statistically significant. This may be related to 
the superior reflexes and coordination related to swallowing 
and sucking of LBW infants with a gestational age of at least 
32 weeks [15], considering that the Indonesian regulation on 
KMC includes not having drinking difficulty as a criterion for 
KMC [12]. In addition, significantly preterm infants are gen-
erally still very unstable and require more intensive care. 
Although the criteria for a stable infant to receive KMC gen-
erally can still vary and lack specific guidelines, another study 
classified the stability of infants according to their ability to 
breathe on their own without an assistive device and not re-
quiring intravenous fluids [16]. Thus, health workers and 
mothers likely have medical concerns about non-stable in-
fants receiving KMC, especially significantly preterm or un-
stable infants, due to possible negative consequences such as 
dislocation of medical devices (e.g., intravenous lines, cathe-
ters, nasogastric tubes) or the contraction of nosocomial in-
fections in the NICU [17,18]. A study from the United States 

found that the average gestational age of infants who received 
KMC was around 33 weeks, with KMC being performed when 
the infant was in a stable condition [18]. However, another 
study that included infants in a NICU with a gestational age 
less than 32 weeks found that KMC could be initiated after 
several days once the infant was considered to be in stable 
condition by a neonatologist [19,20]. Infants with a gestational 
age less than 32 weeks generally have a longer stay in the 
NICU, leading to more anxiety among the infant's family 
members, which could lead to a longer period of more intense 
KMC education during the infant's hospitalization [19]. This 
can provide an opportunity for more successful KMC for very 
preterm infants. 

Our study also found that the proportion of full-term in-
fants (53.7%) who received KMC was lower than that of pre-
term infants (73.4% among infants with gestational ages of 34 
to 36 weeks and 68.1% among infants with gestational ages of 
32 to 33 weeks). KMC is intended primarily for preterm and/ 
or LBW infants; however, several other studies have shown 
that KMC can also be practiced with full-term infants [21]. A 
full-term LBW infant may not require a long duration of hos-
pitalization; therefore, KMC may only be performed for a few 
days before the infant is discharged, and the brief experience 
of KMC may not provide the mother with sufficient con-
fidence to continue KMC at home if it is needed [9,22]. 

2. Birthweight

The present study found that infants with a birthweight 
above 1,500 g were twice as likely to receive KMC than infants 
with a birthweight below 1,500 g. More than 50% of infants 
with birthweights between 1,501 and 2,200 g received KMC. 
The World Health Organization recommends for KMC to be 
practiced until the infant reaches 40 gestational weeks or 
weighs 2,500 g [1]. The SOP of KMC in the study hospital, 
which was developed in 2016, stated that KMC should be 
used for infants who weigh less than 2,000 g and are in stable 
condition, as indicated by a pulse of 120 to 160 beats per mi-
nute, a respiration rate of 30 to 60 breaths per minute, and a 
temperature of 36.5°C to 37.5°C for at least 3 consecutive days. 
Despite the SOP stating that KMC should be used for infants 
who weigh less than 2,000 g, this study found that 55.2% of in-
fants with birthweights between 2,001 g and 2,200 g received 
KMC. However, the proportion of KMC use was lower than 
that of infants with birthweights between 1,751 g and 2000 g.

The results of this study also showed that 24.0% of LBW in-
fants with birthweights between 1,001 g and 1,500 g received 
KMC. This rate was lower than that of another study that ex-
amined the use of KMC in Zambian teaching hospitals, where 
60.8% of LBW infants who weighed 1,000 g to 1,400 g received 
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KMC [14]. A qualitative study at the study hospital showed 
that health workers tended to be more confident performing 
KMC when the infant weighed at least 1,800 g [23]. According 
to information from other hospitals in Indonesia, although 
KMC implementation criteria are not always based on birth-
weight, KMC is more likely to be carried out with infants who 
are stable, as determined by the infant's ability to suck well, 
move, and cry actively and if the infant does not require treat-
ment in an incubator [23]. In this study, no infants whose 
birthweights were under 1,000 g were found to have received 
KMC, which corresponds to the results of a study from the 
United States that found that nurses were not confident 
enough to provide KMC for infants who weighed less than 
1,000 g [24]. 

3. Place of Birth

The distance between one's home and the hospital and dai-
ly travel to a hospital to perform KMC with a newborn infant 
can pose problems for mothers and families [9], particularly if 
the economic status of the family makes it difficult to afford 
daily transport to the hospital or secure accommodations near 
the hospital. Meanwhile, families with a relatively high socio-
economic level or that are more educated are more likely to 
seek to continue KMC since they are also more likely to be 
aware that the benefits outweigh the financial burden [22]. In 
this study, 50% of referred infants came from primary-level 
health facilities or hospital networks located more than 10 km 
from the study hospital. Although there is no guarantee that 
parents of infants born at the hospital live nearby, the distance 
barrier is likely worse for mothers of referred infants. Our da-
ta showed that 60.9% of infants born at the hospital received 
KMC as opposed to only 44.4% of referred infants, and the dif-
ference in proportion was statistically significant (x2=4.19, 
p=.041). However, multivariate analysis showed only a slight, 
non-statistically significant increase in the probability of KMC 
use (RR=1.16, 95% CI: 0.71-1.69, p=.547). This suggests that 
KMC could also be performed safely for referred infants with 
1 or more complications upon admission to the hospital.

4. Neonatal Intensive Care Unit

Infants who were not treated in the NICU were almost 1.5 
times more likely to receive KMC, although the result was not 
statistically significant. This study found that KMC was pro-
vided for 62.4% of infants who were not treated in the NICU, 
but only 31% of infants who were treated in the NICU. A 
study from China found that limited access to the NICU and a 
short duration of stay during visits were also factors that 
made KMC difficult [22]. KMC for infants in the NICU still re-

quires more detailed guidelines and careful assessment to en-
sure that it can be practiced safely while also continuing to 
provide optimal benefits. Adequate knowledge and prepar-
edness of trained medical personnel, such as pediatricians 
and nurses, as well as the awareness that KMC can be pro-
vided to vulnerable infants, are important for supporting the 
use of KMC in the NICU. The results of a 2002 hospital survey 
from the United States showed that around 67% of infants in a 
level 3 NICU received KMC, although more up-to-date data 
are required [25]. If an infant who was initially treated in the 
NICU improves, and the family is educated about KMC while 
the infant is being treated and willing to perform KMC, then 
KMC can be performed [19,20]. 

5. Complications and Apgar Scores

This study found that there was no significant difference in 
the likelihood of KMC according to an infant's 5-minute 
Apgar score and the number of complications experienced by 
the infant. This means that there was an equivalent likelihood 
of using KMC for infants with Apgar scores of 5 or above and 
those with Apgar scores of less than 5 (RR=1.16, 95% CI: 
0.62-2.19, p=.647), and the likelihood of using KMC was also 
similar between infants with zero or one complication and 
those with more than one complication (RR=1.19, 95% CI: 
0.52-2.72, p=.686). Among the 12 infants with an Apgar score 
of 3, five received KMC and survived. In addition, among the 
14 infants with an Apgar score of 4, four received KMC and 
survived. Therefore, with careful assessment and follow-up 
by an experienced neonatologist, KMC can be provided to 
some infants with Apgar scores of less than 5 (3-4) and infants 
with more than one complication. This result is similar to the 
findings of previous studies that found that complications 
and Apgar scores were not considered when deciding to per-
form KMC [20,26]. In one of the aforementioned studies, KMC 
was initiated on the 24th day after birth for preterm infants 
with a gestational age of 25 to 28 weeks and an average Apgar 
score of 4.5 [20]. In our study, the mean age at which infants 
began to receive KMC was 10 days for infants with an Apgar 
score of 3 to 4 and 23 days for infants with more than one 
complication. KMC was initiated after each infant's condition 
stabilized.

When the infant's condition enables them to be considered 
eligible for KMC, there is a strong chance that KMC will be 
performed for infants with birthweights above 1,500 g, infants 
with a gestational age of 32 weeks or more, and infants with-
out a history of NICU treatment. In addition, with careful as-
sessment, close monitoring, and adequate follow-up, KMC 
can be performed safely for referred infants, infants with Ap-
gar scores of less than 5 (3-4), and infants with more than one 
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complication. This indicates that there was an equivalent 
probability of KMC being performed for infants with Apgar 
scores of less than 5 and those with scores of 5 or more, infants 
who were referred to the hospital rather than born in the hos-
pital, and also for infants who had zero or one complication 
versus those with more than one complication. This finding 
indicates that KMC could be performed even for infants with 
a low Apgar score or complications with further assessment 
and close monitoring of the infant's condition by clinicians. 
Thus, our study provides evidence that KMC could be per-
formed for high-risk newborns with Apgar scores of 3 or above 
or with more than one complication.

To ensure that eligible LBW infants receive the optimum 
benefits of KMC, in addition to the previously mentioned in-
fant characteristics, the quality of KMC must also be high. The 
elements of KMC quality include the duration, position, and 
breastfeeding status. The duration of intermittent KMC can be 
increased (recommended for 18 hours or more) or adjusted to 
be performed continuously [27]. Continuous KMC can be per-
formed at the hospital in this study since it has a dedicated 
room with 3 beds where mothers of infants can stay to per-
form KMC free of charge. 

To improve the use of KMC for small infants, expecting pa-
rents should be educated during antenatal care visits, espe-
cially if there are indications of preterm delivery, and during 
and prior to labor to provide mothers with KMC knowledge 
[17,28]. Furthermore, longer and more intensive KMC educa-
tion during hospitalization could improve the willingness of 
mothers to perform KMC as well as their confidence. This 
could minimize the likelihood of missing the window for pro-
viding KMC to eligible infants [9,19,22]. Health workers, espe-
cially nursing staff, play a vital role in promoting KMC due to 
their role in caring for infants, educating mothers about infant 
care, and performing daily monitoring of infants [29]. Hence, 
periodic training, meetings, workshops, and knowledge shar-
ing within professional and hospital networks are necessary 
to improve KMC knowledge, acceptance, and confidence 
among nursing staff [30]. 

There are several limitations to this study due to missing 
data, particularly missing medical records and missing data 
for some variables in the available medical records. In addi-
tion, no information was collected on the characteristics of 
mothers and families, such as education level, occupation, so-
cioeconomic status, and family support, which are factors that 
can contribute to the acceptance of KMC by the mother and 
family.

CONCLUSION

The results of this study showed that KMC can be provided 

safely to infants who weigh more than 1,500 g at birth, who 
have a gestational age of at least 32 weeks, and who have nev-
er been treated in the NICU. In addition, it is also relatively 
safe to provide KMC to high-risk infants with Apgar scores as 
low as 3 or 4, who are born in a different hospital, or who have 
more than one complication as long as the infant is closely 
monitored by competent clinicians. It is recommended that 
KMC be provided to all eligible LBW infants with a longer du-
ration of KMC and better KMC quality, even for high-risk 
neonates. KMC education should be provided for mothers 
and family members during ANC visits and labor to promote 
immediate skin-to-skin contact and during hospitalization to 
improve the likelihood and quality of KMC. To improve KMC 
knowledge, acceptance, and confidence among nursing staff, 
training, meetings, workshops, and knowledge-sharing with-
in professional and hospital networks should be conducted 
regularly.

ORCID
Septyana Choirunisa https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5756-8957
Asri Adisasmita https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8859-7862
Yulia Nur Izati https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4421-9939
Hadi Pratomo https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3468-5274
Dewi Iriani https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2030-1965

Authors' contribution
Conceptualization: all authors; Data collection: Septyana Choi-
runisa, Asri Adisasmita, Yulia Nur Izati; Formal analysis: 
Septyana Choirunisa; Writing-original draft: Septyana Choi-
runisa, Asri Adisasmita; Writing-review and editing: all au-
thors; Final approval of published version: all authors.

Conflict of interest
No existing or potential conflict of interest relevant to this 
article was reported.

Funding
This study was made possible by the generous support of the 
American people through the PEER Program. The program is 
supported by USAID and implemented by the U.S. National 
Academies of Sciences. HP, as the principal investigator of 
this study, received funding under Sponsor Grant Award 
Number: AID-OAA-A-11- 00012.
The publication of this study was made possible by the sup-
port of Universitas Indonesia (Grant PUTI Saintekes No. 
NKB-4862/UN2.RST/HKP.05.00/2020) including funding 



www.e-chnr.org Septyana Choirunisa, Asri Adisasmita, Yulia Nur Izati, et al. | 363

https://doi.org/10.4094/chnr.2021.27.4.354 CHNR  

for publication. 

Data availability
The datasets generated and/or analyzed in this study are not 
publicly available because they are property of Universitas 
Indonesia and Koja District General Hospital; however, they 
may be available from the corresponding author on reason-
able request.

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank all parties involved in this study: the 
enumerators/data collection team, Koja District Hospital (ma-
nagement, all pediatricians, nursing staffs, and midwives), the 
North Jakarta City Administration Health Sub-office, the DKI 
Jakarta Provincial Health Office, and the team of experts 
(including Dr. Ekawaty Lutfia Haksari, Prof. Yeni Rustina, Dr. 
Risa Etika, Dr. Nani Dharmasetiawani, the late Prof. Rulina 
Suradi, and the late Dr. Uut Uhudiyah) from major teaching 
hospitals, Indonesian Pediatric Society-Neonatology Work-
ing Group, and the Indonesian Society of Perinatology. 

REFERENCES

1. World Health Organization. Kangaroo mother care: A practical 

guide [Internet]. Geneva: World Health Organization; 2003 [cited 

2020 September 10]. Available from: 

https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/9241590351

2. Conde-Agudelo A, Díaz-Rossello JL. Kangaroo mother care to re-

duce morbidity and mortality in low birthweight infants. Cochrane 

Database of Systematic Reviews. 2016;2016(8):CD002771.

https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD002771.pub4

3. Boundy EO, Dastjerdi R, Spiegelman D, Fawzi WW, Missmer SA, 

Lieberman E, et al. Kangaroo mother care and neonatal outcomes: 

A meta-analysis. Pediatrics. 2016;137(1):e20152238.

https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2015-2238

4. Vaivada T, Gaffey MF, Bhutta ZA. Promoting early child develop-

ment with interventions in health and nutrition: A systematic 

review. Pediatrics. 2017;140(2):e20164308.

https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2016-4308

5. Hailegebriel TD, Bergh AM, Zaka N, Roh JM, Gohar F, Rizwan S, et 

al. Improving the implementation of kangaroo mother care. 

Bulletin of the World Health Organization. 2021;99(1):69-71.

https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.20.252361

6. Bergh AM, Rogers-bloch Q, Pratomo H, Uhudiyah U, Sidi LP, 

Rustina Y, et al. Progress in the implementation of kangaroo moth-

er care in 10 hospitals in Indonesia. Journal of Tropical Pediatrics. 

2012;58(5):402-405. https://doi.org/10.1093/tropej/fmr114

7. Dinas Kesehatan DKI Jakarta. Profil Kesehatan Provinsi DKI 

Jakarta Tahun 2018 (Health Profile of DKI Jakarta Province 2018) 

[Internet]. Jakarta: Dinas Kesehatan DKI Jakarta; 2018 [cited 2019 

March 15]. Available from: 

https://jakarta.bps.go.id/publication/2019/12/26/72990d8b238

0d478f3fa845c/profil-kesehatan-provinsi-dki-jakarta-2019.html

8. Zhang J, Yu KF. What's the relative risk? A method of correcting 

the odds ratio in cohort studies of common outcomes. JAMA. 

1998;280(19):1690-1691.

https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.280.19.1690

9. Pratomo H, Uhudiyah U, Sigit Sidi IP, Rustina Y, Suradi R, Bergh 

AM, et al. Supporting factors and barriers in implementing kanga-

roo mother care in Indonesia. Paediatrica Indonesiana. 2012;52(1): 

43-50.

10. Kementerian Kesehatan Republik Indonesia. Laporan Nasional 

RISKESDAS 2018 [Internet]. Jakarta: Lembaga Penerbit Badan 

Penelitian dan Pengembangan Kesehatan; 2019 [cited 2020 Octo-

ber 21]. Available from: 

http://labdata.litbang.kemkes.go.id/images/download/laporan

/RKD/2018/Laporan_Nasional_RKD2018_FINAL.pdf

11. Endyarni B, Roeslani RD, Rohsiswatmo R, Soedjatmiko S. Mothers' 

response on kangaroo mother care intervention for preterm in-

ants. Paediatrica Indonesiana. 2009;49(4):224-228.

https://doi.org/10.14238/pi49.4.2009.224-8

12. Menteri Kesehatan Republik Indonesia. Peraturan menteri keseha-

tan republik Indonesia nomor 53 tahun 2014 tentang pelayanan ke-

sehatan neonatal esensial [Internet]. Jakarta: Kementerian Keseha-

tan Republik Indonesia; 2014 [cited 2020 March 10]. Available from: 

https://peraturan.go.id/common/dokumen/bn/2014/bn1185-2

014.pdf

13. Yusuf E, Fiseha F, Dulla D, kassahun G. Utilization of kangaroo 

mother care (KMC) and influencing factors among mothers and 

care takers of preterm/low birth weight babies in Yirgalem town, 

southern, Ethiopia. Diversity and Equality in Health and Care. 

2018;15(2):87-92. https://doi.org/10.21767/2049-5471.1000160

14. Kampekete GS, Ngoma C, Masumo M. Acceptance of kangaroo 

mother care by mothers of premature babies. African Journal of 

Midwifery and Womens Health. 2018;12(4):178-188.

https://doi.org/10.12968/ajmw.2018.12.4.178

15. Liu YL, Chen YL, Cheng I, Lin MI, Jow GM, Mu SC. Early oral-motor 

management on feeding performance in premature neonates. Jour-

nal of Formosan Medical Association. 2013;112(3):161-164.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfma.2012.08.003

16. McMaster P, Haina T, Vince JD. Kangaroo care in port moresby, 

papua new guinea. Tropical Doctor. 2000;30(3):136-138.

https://doi.org/10.1177/004947550003000307

17. Chan G, Bergelson I, Smith ER, Skotnes T, Wall S. Barriers and en-

ablers of kangaroo mother care implementation from a health sys-

tems perspective: A systematic review. Health Policy and Plann-

ing. 2017;32(10):1466-1475.

https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czx098

https://jakarta.bps.go.id/publication/2019/12/26/72990d8b2380d478f3fa845c/profil-kesehatan-provinsi-dki-jakarta-2019.html
http://labdata.litbang.kemkes.go.id/images/download/laporan/RKD/2018/Laporan_Nasional_RKD2018_FINAL.pdf
https://peraturan.go.id/common/dokumen/bn/2014/bn1185-2014.pdf


364 | Kangaroo mother care practices in a hospital www.e-chnr.org

CHNR Child Health Nurs Res, Vol.27, No.4, October 2021: 354-364

18. Lewis TP, Andrews KG, Shenberger E, Betancourt TS, Fink G, 

Pereira S, et al. Caregiving can be costly: A qualitative study of bar-

riers and facilitators to conducting kangaroo mother care in a US 

tertiary hospital neonatal intensive care unit. BMC Pregnancy and 

Childbirth. 2019;19(1):1-12.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12884-019-2363-y

19. Liu X, Li Z, Chen X, Cao b, Yue S, Yang C, et al. Utilization pattern 

of kangaroo mother care after introduction in eight selected neo-

natal intensive care units in China. BMC Pediatrics. 2020;20(1):1-9.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12887-020-02153-2

20. Park H, Choi BS, Lee SJ, Son I, Seol IJ, Lee HJ. Practical application 

of kangaroo mother care in preterm infants: Clinical characteristics 

and safety of kangaroo mother care. Journal of Perinatal Medicine. 

2014;42(2):239-245. https://doi.org/10.1515/jpm-2013-0066

21. Chan GJ, Labar AS, Wall S, Atun R. Kangaroo mother care: A sys-

tematic review of barriers and enablers. Bulletin of the World 

Health Organization. 2016;94(2):130J-141J. 

https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.15.157818

22. Yue J, Liu J, Williams S, Zhang B, Zhao Y, Zhang Q, et al. Barriers 

and facilitators of kangaroo mother care adoption in five Chinese 

hospitals: A qualitative study. BMC Public Health. 2020;20(1):1-11.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-020-09337-6

23. Pratomo H, Amelia T, Nurlin F, Adisasmita AC. Knowledge and 

perceptions of kangaroo mother care among health providers?: A 

qualitative study. Clinical and Experimental Pediatrics. 2020;63 

(11):433-437. https://doi.org/10.3345/cep.2018.06506

24. Stikes R, Barbier D. Applying the plan-do-study-act model to in-

crease the use of kangaroo care. Journal of Nursing Management. 

2013;21(1):70-78. https://doi.org/10.1111/jonm.12021

25. Engler AJ, Ludington-Hoe SM, Cusson RM, Adams R, Bahnsen M, 

Brumbaugh E, et al. Kangaroo care: National survey of practice, 

knowledge, barriers, and perceptions. MCN The American Jour-

nal of Maternal Child Nursing. 2002;27(3):146-153.

https://doi.org/10.1097/00005721-200205000-00004

26. Pratiwi R, Kosim MS, Wijayahadi N. Prognostic factors for success 

in the kangaroo mother care method for low birth weight babies. 

Paediatrica Indonesiana. 2015;55(3):142-146.

https://doi.org/10.14238/pi55.3.2015.05

27. Cattaneo A, Amani A, Charpak N, Leon-Mendoza SD, Moxon S, 

Nimbalkar S, et al. Report on an international workshop on kanga-

roo mother care: Lessons learned and a vision for the future. BMC 

Pregnancy and Childbirth. 2018;18(1):1-10.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12884-018-1819-9

28. Bergh AM, Banda L, Lipato T, Ngwira G, Luhanga R, Ligowe R. 

Evaluation of kangaroo mother care services in Malawi [Internet]. 

Malawi: MCHI; 2012 [cited 2021 January 25]. Available from: 

https://www.mchip.net/sites/default/files/Malawi%20KMC%20

Report.PDF

29. Namnabati M, Talakoub S, Mohammadizadeh M, Mousaviasl F. 

The implementation of kangaroo mother care and nurses' per-

spective of barriers in Iranian' NICUs. Iranian Journal of Nurs-

ing and Midwifery Research. 2016;21(1):84-88.

https://doi.org/10.4103/1735-9066.174753

30. Kinshella ML, Hiwa T, Pickerill K, Vidler M, Dube Q, Goldfarb D, 

et al. Barriers and facilitators of facility-based kangaroo mother 

care in sub-Saharan Africa: A systematic review. BMC Pregnancy 

and Childbirth. 2021;21(1):1-10.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12884-021-03646-3

https://www.mchip.net/sites/default/files/Malawi%20KMC%20Report.PDF

