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Abstract

Background: In the postpartum period, certain groups of women are at a higher risk for developing depressive
episodes. Several studies have described risk factors for developing postpartum depression (PPD). However, these
studies have used limited numbers of participants, and therefore the estimated prevalence of PPD varies greatly.

Methods: The objective of this study is to identify the main risk factors for developing PPD by using data collected
via the Czech version of the European Longitudinal Study of Pregnancy and Childhood (ELSPAC). This database
provides a representative sample (n = 7589) observed prospectively and a large amount of data on depressive
symptoms and on biological, socioeconomic, and environmental factors.
The Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) was used to screen for incidence of PPD. The affective pathology
was examined at three time points: before delivery, 6 weeks after delivery, and 6 months after delivery.

Results: The prevalence of depressive symptoms before delivery was 12.8%, 6 weeks after delivery 11.8%, and 6
months after delivery 10.1%. The prevalence rates are based on women who completed questionnaires at all three
time-points (N = 3233).
At all three time points, the main risk factors for developing PPD identified as significant by both univariate and
multivariate analysis were personal history of depressive episodes and mothers experiencing psychosocial stressors.
Other risk factors occurring in both types of analysis were: family history of depression from expectant mother’s
paternal side (prenatal), mothers living without partners (6 weeks postpartum) and feelings of unhappiness about
being pregnant (6 months postpartum). Several protective factors were also observed: male child gender (prenatal),
primiparous mothers (6 months postpartum), and secondary education (prenatal, only by multivariate analysis).
Significant risk factors found solely by univariate analysis were family history of depression in both parents of the
expectant mother (prenatal and 6 weeks postpartum), family history of depression from subject’s maternal side (6
months postpartum), unintentional pregnancy (prenatal and 6 weeks postpartum), feelings of unhappiness about
being pregnant (prenatal and 6 weeks postpartum), primary education (prenatal and 6 weeks postpartum), mothers
who opted not to breastfeed (6 months postpartum) and mothers living without partners (prenatal and 6 months
postpartum). Family savings were identified as protective factor (prenatal and 6 months postpartum).

Conclusions: We identified significant predictors of PPD. These predictors can be easily detected in clinical practice, and
systematic screening can lead to identifying potentially at risk mothers. Since the risk is linked with experience of
psychosocial stressors it seems that they might benefit from increased psychosocial support to prevent affective pathology.
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Background
During the postpartum period, women are vulnerable to
clinical depression. There are two main types of
postpartum depressive disorders: postpartum blues and
postpartum depression (PPD).
Postpartum blues, also known as “the baby blues,” is a

mild and brief mood problem. The prevalence rate for
postpartum blues varies from 15.3% to 84% [1]. Symp-
toms usually begin three to 4 days after delivery and tend
to resolve by day 12. The most frequent symptoms are
mood swings with times of feeling anxious, irritable or tear-
ful, poor appetite, and sleep problems [2, 3]. Symptoms are
subtle and resolve spontaneously. However, up to 25% of
patients with postpartum blues develop PPD [4].
The symptoms of PPD are identical to those of a

major depressive episode but with a postpartum specifier
[3]. The fifth edition of the Diagnostic and Statistical
Manual (DSM-V) describes is as a major depression with
peripartum onset, a diagnosis which can be applied if
symptoms occur during pregnancy or in the 4 weeks fol-
lowing delivery [5]. However, many researchers extend
the postpartum period beyond 4 weeks, some to six to
12 weeks [6], with the most frequent definition being 12
months after delivery [7, 8]. The main reason that PPD
is considered a severe condition is that it leads to nega-
tive parenting practices, breastfeeding problems, and im-
paired child development [7, 9].
The data indicate that 10 to 20% of women experience a

postpartum depressive episode [10]. In theory any mother
could be affected by PPD, regardless of her age, number of
other children or race [11]. Several studies have identified
some risk factors for developing PPD. However, these
studies have used only limited numbers of participants;
therefore, the estimated prevalence of PPD varies greatly.
Estimations of PPD prevalence depend mostly on the
diagnostic method, the population examined, the time
period studied, and the sampling bias [12]. There are no
standardized diagnostic tools. The frequently used
Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale [13] is a nonspecific
tool for both depression and anxiety symptoms, and there
is an inconsistency in the use of cut-off score. Moreover,
fewer than half of PPD cases are diagnosed in clinical
practice [14]. Therefore there is a need to improve case
detection, identify risk populations, and implement
evidence-based treatment [9].
The aim of this study is to examine depressive signs in a

representative sample observed prospectively via the data
collected in a longitudinal study and to identify sociodemo-
graphic and delivery risk factors. We try to verify the as-
sumption that negative social events and delivery issues are
related to the development of PPD as well as to confirm that
personal history and family history of depression are risk
factors. The main benefit of this study is that it uses a large
amount of data obtained not only on depressive symptoms

but also on the biological, socioeconomic, and environmen-
tal factors which can contribute to the development of PPD.
Another benefit of this studied population is that mothers
were enrolled in 1991 and 1992, shortly after the Velvet
Revolution – the time of a change of regime from commun-
ism into democracy, which could be a time with a higher
psychosocial burden. This could increase the risk of devel-
oping PPD. At that time, general knowledge about PPD was
much lower than now which may have prevented overesti-
mations in the self-administered questionnaires.

Methods
Sample
In this study, we used the data from the Czech part of
the European Longitudinal Study of Pregnancy and
Childhood (ELSPAC).
ELSPAC is a prospective longitudinal cohort study de-

signed to investigate the effects of biological, psychosocial,
economic, and environmental factors on pregnancy, deliv-
ery, and subsequent child development and health [15].
There are seven independent centers of ELSPAC: the
United Kingdom, Isle of Man, Czech Republic, Slovakia,
Ukraine, Greece, and Russia. The Czech ELSPAC study
population has been defined as all pregnancies and births
in two regions of the Czech Republic (Brno and Znojmo)
between 1st April 1991 and 30th June 1992. Mothers were
enrolled into the study in the period between an ultrasound
examination at the 20th week of their pregnancy and the
childbirth. Participating mothers were able to invite their
partners to join the study as well. The enrolment of the
Czech participants started in 1991 and the data collection
period ended in 2011; the total sample size was 7589. In
the following years, data were transferred into a compre-
hensive electronic database. The records consist of self-
reported questionnaires from mothers, fathers, children,
and their teachers, as well as from the mothers gynecolo-
gists and children’s pediatricians [16]. The primary objective
of the Czech ELSPAC study was to evaluate the state of
health of the birth cohorts. Our study used these data to
assess sociodemographic and delivery risk factors for
developing PPD. However, not all 7589 participants in the
study completed questionnaires at all three time points we
considered in our study (prenatal, 6 weeks postpartum, and
6 months postpartum). Therefore, we were unable to use
their data for analysis because of the longitudinal design of
our study. This natural drop-out was the only exclusionary
criteria, we did not actively eliminate any other subjects.
The number of subjects who completed questionnaires at
all three time points was 3233.

Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale
To identify PPD signs we used a Czech translation of the
Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS). The EPDS
is a self-reporting questionnaire consisting of ten items
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validated for the postpartum population. The question-
naire takes approximately 5 minutes to complete [13].
We used the EPDS with a threshold of ten points, as

was used in the original EPDS study [13]. However, the
scale includes many questions about non-specific signs.
For this reason, we conditioned the determination of
depressive symptoms on a positive answer to question
number eight, which refers to mood problems (a score of
at least two means the participants have felt sad or miser-
able at least quite often). This condition was added to a
threshold of ten points among the original ten questions.

Variables
We tried to identify several risk variables. We included ques-
tions about the mother’s personal history and family history
of depression (from the expectant mother’s maternal and
paternal side). The next question was about whether the
pregnancy was intentional. We included a question about
whether the mother would describe herself as feeling un-
happy about being pregnant. Further questions were if the
mother was primiparous or multiparous, the gender of the
child, the gestational maturity of the child, and the method
of delivery. We included a question about newborns being
transferred to intensive care units (ICU) to identify any pos-
sible links between serious newborn conditions and develop-
ing PPD. There was a question about the child’s nutrition–
whether it was breastfed or formula fed. Finally, there were
several questions about the mother – her age (we separated
a group of adolescent mothers – under 18 years), highest
level of education achieved, socioeconomic status (identified
by whether the family is saving money) and whether the
mother lives alone (without a partner).
The last variable we examined were psychosocial

stressors. There were 35 questions regarding possible
occurrences of psychosocial stressors, such as death or
illness in close family members, signs of domestic

violence, occupational or relationship problems, or finan-
cial difficulties. Questionnaires completed before child-
birth examined the occurrence of these variables in the
time period from the beginning of the pregnancy; ques-
tionnaires given 6 weeks after childbirth covered the sec-
ond half of the pregnancy; and questionnaires completed
at 6 months postpartum covered the period since child-
birth. Participants marked the impact of each stressor on
a scale from 0 to 4 points. The total points were a scale
from 0 to 140 points making one variable: psychosocial
stressors.

Statistics
Standard descriptive statistics were used in the analyses.
Categorical variables were described by absolute and rela-
tive frequencies. The means, supplemented by standard
deviation or median with 5-95% percentile, were adopted
for continuous variables.
Factors influencing maternal depression were analyzed

using logistic regression. Results are presented as odds ra-
tios (OR) supplemented by a 95% confidence interval. The
Wald test was used to test the statistical significance of OR.
The results were considered statistically significant at the

level of alpha <0.05 in all applied analyses. Analyses were
performed using IBM SPSS 22.0.0 (IBM Corporation, 2013).

Results
Sample characteristics
This study used the Czech ELSPAC database, which in-
cludes 7589 mothers. A self-reported questionnaire during
pregnancy and at least one questionnaire 6 weeks after
childbirth were completed by 3768 mothers. More than
85% of them also completed a subsequent questionnaire at
the sixth month after delivery (N = 3233). Also see Fig. 1 –
Completion of the questionnaires (Table 1).

Fig. 1 Completion of the questionnaires. Numbers of women who completed questionnaires at each time-point. Blue represents subjects who completed
questionnaire at certain time-point as well as the following one. Orange represents women, who did not complete the following questionnaire (drop-outs)
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Questionnaires were completed 6 months after delivery
by 3233 mothers with a mean age of 25.6 years (SD
+/−4.8). Of these women, 36.1% had only a primary educa-
tion (N = 1167), 43.9% had only finished high school
(N = 1420), and 18.8% were university graduates (N = 609).
The rest (N = 37) were marked as unknown. Roughly half
of the mothers were multiparous (49.5%, N = 1588), and
48.9% were primiparous (N = 1570), the rest (N = 52) were
marked as unknown. More than half of the children were
male (51.9%, N = 1678), and 48.0% were females
(N = 1553). Two children were marked as unknown
gender (Table 2).
Data from all three time points are available from

3233 mothers. The data analysis was performed on this
subsample of mothers. We used a threshold score of ten
points in the EPDS and a positive answer to question
number eight to identify the group of mothers with
symptoms of a depressive episode. The prevalence of
PPD in our sample was 12.8% during pregnancy
(N = 414), 11.8% 6 weeks after childbirth (N = 380), and
10.1% 6 months after childbirth (N = 327) (Table 3).

There was a partial overlap between the three time
points. Fewer than 2 % of mothers were depressed at all
three time points; we detected no depressive signs at any
time point in 75.5% of participants. Before childbirth, 414
(12.8%) of the mothers-to-be had signs of depression. Six
weeks postpartum, 380 mothers (11.8%) had depressive
signs; 130 of that 380 (34%) had also been depressed
during the prenatal period and 175 of the 380 (46%)
exhibited depressive signs only during this period. At 6
months postpartum, 327 mothers (10.1%) had signs of de-
pression; 55 (16%) had also been depressed during the
prenatal period and 6 weeks postpartum (Tables 3 and 4).

Risk factors for prenatal maternal depression
Risk factors for prenatal depression were assessed based
on questionnaire data collected in the period between an
ultrasound examination at the 20th week of the preg-
nancy and the childbirth. We used univariate analysis to
identify the following significant risk factors for develop-
ing prenatal depressive symptoms: personal history of
depression (N = 167, OR = 2.7 (1.9; 3.9), p < 0.001), fam-
ily history of depression of the expectant mother’s on
both the maternal side (N = 553, OR = 1.7 (1.3; 2.2),
p < 0.001) and paternal side (N = 154, OR = 1.9 (1.3;
2.9), p = 0.001), unintentional pregnancy (N = 1566,
OR = 1.4 (1.2; 1.8), p = 0.001), feelings of unhappiness
about being pregnant (N = 164, OR = 2.3 (1.6; 3.4),
p < 0.001), only primary education (N = 1167, OR = 1.8
(1.3; 2.5), p < 0.001), mothers living alone (N = 88,
OR = 3.0 (1.9; 4.8), p < 0.001) and psychosocial stressors
(on a scale of 0–140 points, the increase of one point
gained 9% (1.07; 1.10) greater chance of developing PPD;
p < 0.001). The most frequent psychosocial stressors
occurring at this period were thoughts that the mother
might experience a spontaneous abortion, lowered in-
come, and specialized testing for congenital anomalies.
Good financial status, described as a family with monet-
ary savings (N = 1274, OR = 0.7 (0.6; 1.0), p = 0.021),
and male child gender (N = 1678, OR = 0.8 (0.7; 1.0),
p = 0.047) were identified as protective factors against
developing prenatal depressive signs. We found no
contributing effects of the number of the children, sec-
ondary education, or mother’s age on prenatal depression.
Multivariate analysis identified the following significant

risk factors for developing prenatal depressive symptoms:
personal history of depression (N = 167, OR = 2.1 (1.2;
3.6), p = 0.008), family history of depression on the

Table 1 Completion of the questionnaires

Whole database N = 7589

Before childbirth N = 4586

6 weeks postpartum N = 3768

6 months postpartum N = 3233

Table 2 Sample characteristics

Characteristics Category Results

Newborn’s gender Male 1678 (51.9%)

Female 1553 (48.0%)

Unknown 2 (0.1%)

Birth order Primiparous 1570 (48.9%)

Multiparous 1588 (49.5%)

Unknown 52 (1.6%)

Pregnancy term Preterm (< 38 weeks) 83 (2.6%)

Term 2397 (75.7%)

Postmature (> 42 weeks) 10 (0.3%)

Unknown 678 (21.4%)

Delivery route Vaginal 2863 (88.6%)

C-section 241 (7.5%)

Other 59 (1.8%)

Unknown 70 (2.2%)

Education of mothers University 609 (18.8%)

Secondary 1420 (43.9%)

Primary 1167 (36.1%)

Unknown 37 (1.1%)

Mean age of mothers 25.6 (4.8)

Table 3 Maternal depression

Depression Without depression

Before childbirth 414 (12.8%) 2819 (87.2%)

6 weeks postpartum 380 (11.8%) 2853 (88.2%)

6 months postpartum 327 (10.1%) 2906 (89.9%)
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expectant mother’s paternal side (N = 154, OR = 1.8 (1.1;
3.1), p = 0.017) and psychosocial stressors (the increase of
one point gained 7% (1.04; 1.09) more chance of develop-
ing PPD; p < 0.001). Male child gender (N = 1678, OR = 0.7
(0.5; 1.0), p = 0.022) and secondary education (N = 1420,
OR = 0.6 (0.4; 0.9), p = 0.026) were identified as protective
factors (Table 5).

Risk factors for postnatal depression at 6 weeks
postpartum
Risk factors for postnatal depression were assessed based
on questionnaire data collected at 6 weeks after the
delivery. In this period, we identified the following signifi-
cant risk factors for developing depressive symptoms
using univariate analysis: personal history of depression
(N = 167, OR = 3.8 (2.7; 5.3), p < 0.001), family history of

depression from both maternal (N = 553, OR = 1.8 (1.4;
2.4), p < 0.001) and paternal (N = 154, OR = 1.6 (1.1; 2.5),
p = 0.026) sides, unintentional pregnancy (N = 1566,
OR = 1.3 (1.1; 1.7), p = 0.009), feelings of unhappiness
about being pregnant (N = 164, OR = 2.4 (1.6; 3.5),
p < 0.001), mothers living alone (N = 88, OR = 3.7 (2.3;
5.9), p < 0.001), and psychosocial stressors (increase of
one point in our stress scale made a 12% (1.10; 1.13)
greater risk of developing PPD; p < 0.001). The most
frequent psychosocial stressors occurring at this period
were disagreements with partner, specialized testing for
congenital anomalies, and lowered income. We found no
significant association between PPD and the following
factors: number of other children, child gender, gestational
age, delivery route, newborn ICU transfers, breastfeeding,
mother’s age, education, or financial status.
Multivariate analysis identified the following significant

risk factors for developing postnatal depressive symptoms:
personal history of depression (N = 167, OR = 2.7 (1.5;
4.9), p = 0.001), mothers living alone (N = 88, OR = 2.4
(1.1; 5.6), p = 0.033), and psychosocial stressors (an
increase of one point made a 10% (1.07; 1.13) greater risk
of developing PPD; p < 0.001) (Table 6).

Risk factors for maternal depression at 6 months
postpartum
Risk factors for maternal depression at 6 months post-
partum were acquired based on data collected 6 months
after the childbirth. At this time point the following
significant risk factors were identified in our study using
univariate analysis: personal history of depression

Table 4 Overlap in maternal depression

N (%)

Whole time without depression 2441 (75.5%)

Prenatal depression only 215 (6.7%)

Postnatal depression only 175 (5.4%)

Depression only at 6 months after childbirth 128 (4.0%)

Prenatal and postnatal depression 75 (2.3%)

Depression postnatal and at 6 months after childbirth 75 (2.3%)

Prenatal depression and at 6 months after childbirth 69 (2.1%)

Depression at all three time points 55 (1.7%)

Table 5 Risk factors for prenatal maternal depression

Risk factors Frequency Univariate analysis Multivariate analysis

Odds ratio p-value Odds ratio p-value

Personal or family history
of depression

Personal history of depression 167 (5.2%) 2.7 (1.9; 3.9) <0.001 2.1 (1.2; 3.6) 0.008

Mother of the expectant mother had
a personal history of depression

553 (19.0%) 1.7 (1.3; 2.2) <0.001 1.2 (0.8; 1.7) 0.357

Father of the expectant mother had
a personal history of depression

154 (5.3%) 1.9 (1.3; 2.9) 0.001 1.8 (1.1; 3.1) 0.017

Factors regarding pregnancy Unintentional pregnancy 1566 (48.7%) 1.4 (1.2; 1.8) 0.001 1.2 (0.9; 1.7) 0.173

Mother felt unhappy about being pregnant 164 (5.2%) 2.3 (1.6; 3.4) <0.001 1.5 (0.8; 2.7) 0.176

Primiparous 1570 (48.6%) 1.0 (0.9; 1.3) 0.677 1.0 (0.7; 1.3) 0.798

Gender of the child – male 1678 (51.9%) 0.8 (0.7; 1.0) 0.047 0.7 (0.5; 1.0) 0.022

Mother under 18 years 41 (1.3%) 1.2 (0.5; 2.8) 0.725 0.9 (0.2; 4.3) 0.947

Education – secondarya 1420 (44.4%) 1.3 (0.9; 1.8) 0.114 0.6 (0.4; 0.9) 0.026

Education – primarya 1167 (36.5%) 1.8 (1.3; 2.5) <0.001 0.8 (0.5; 1.1) 0.111

Factors regarding the time
of questionnaire

Family savingsb 1274 (56.9%) 0.7 (0.6; 1.0) 0.021 0.7 (0.5; 1.0) 0.056

Mother living aloneb 88 (2.7%) 3.0 (1.9; 4.8) <0.001 1.6 (0.8; 3.5) 0.196

Psychosocial stressorsc 4.0 (0.0; 18.0) 1.09 (1.07; 1.10) <0.001 1.07 (1.04; 1.09) <0.001
aWe used college education as a reference value
bQuestion was asked at 6 months postpartum
cThis variable includes 35 questions regarding psychosocial stressors (the scale is 0-140 point), we stated median and a 5-95% percentile
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(N = 167, OR = 2.9 (2.0; 4.3), p < 0.001), family history
of depression on the mother’s maternal side (N = 553,
OR = 1.5 (1.2; 2.0), p = 0.003), feelings of unhappiness
about being pregnant (N = 164, OR = 2.3 (1.5; 3.4),
p < 0.001), mothers who opted not to breastfeed
(N = 563, OR = 1.4 (1.0; 1.8), p = 0.025), mothers living
alone (N = 88, OR = 4.0 (2.5; 6.4), p < 0.001), psycho-
social stressors (an increase of one point resulted in a
13% (1.11; 1.15) greater chance of PPD; p < 0.001). The
most frequent psychosocial stressors occurring at this
period were lowered income, disagreements with part-
ner, and if one of the mother’s children was ill. Primipar-
ous mothers (N = 1570, OR = 0.8 (0.6; 1.0), p = 0.029)
and mothers with family savings (N = 1274, OR = 0.7
(0.6; 1.0), p = 0.029) were identified as lower risk groups.
We found no contributing effect of unintentional preg-
nancy, child gender, gestational age, delivery route,
newborn transfers to ICU, mother’s age or education on
depressive signs at 6 months postpartum.
Multivariate analysis identified the following significant

risk factors: feelings of unhappiness about being pregnant
(N = 164, OR = 2.5 (1.3; 4.7), p = 0.005) and psychosocial
stressors (an increase of one point resulted in a 6% (1.04;
1.09) greater chance of PPD; p < 0.001). Primiparous

mothers (N = 1570, OR = 0.6 (0.4; 0.9), p = 0.016) were at
lower risk for developing PPD (Table 7).

Discussion
The objective of this study was to identify sociodemo-
graphic and delivery risk factors for developing PPD. We
used the EPDS as a screening tool to identify women
with depressive signs.
In our study we found the following risk factors:

personal and family history of depression, socioeconomic
factors, number of other children, child gender, breastfeed-
ing and attitude towards pregnancy. No significant con-
nection between PPD and delivery risk factors was found.
The most frequently described risk factor for developing

PPD is a personal history of postpartum or nonpuerperal
depressive episodes [17–24]. Llewellyn et al. [25] estimated
a 50% to 62% increased risk of developing a depressive
episode during pregnancy among women with a personal
history of PPD. Women with a personal history of a major
depressive episode are said to be at a 30% higher risk of
developing PPD [26]. In our study, the association between
personal history of a depressive episode and developing
PPD was even higher – women were at 170% higher risk
antepartum (OR = 2.7, p < 0.001), at 280% higher risk

Table 6 Risk factors for postnatal maternal depression at 6 weeks postpartum

Risk factor Frequency Univariate analysis Multivariate analysis

Odds ratio p-value Odds ratio p-value

Personal or family history
of depression

Personal history of depression 167 (5.2%) 3.8 (2.7; 5.3) <0.001 2.7 (1.5; 4.9) 0.001

Mother of the expectant mother had
a personal history of depression

553 (19.0%) 1.8 (1.4; 2.4) <0.001 1.1 (0.7; 1.7) 0.659

Father of the expectant mother had
a personal history of depression

154 (5.3%) 1.6 (1.1; 2.5) 0.026 1.2 (0.7; 2.3) 0.508

Factors regarding pregnancy
or delivery

Unintentional pregnancy 1566 (48.7%) 1.3 (1.1; 1.7) 0.009 1.2 (0.9; 1.8) 0.264

Mother felt unhappy about being pregnant 164 (5.2%) 2.4 (1.6; 3.5) <0.001 1.9 (1.0; 3.7) 0.051

Primiparous 1570 (48.6%) 1.1 (0.9; 1.3) 0.626 1.1 (0.7; 1.5) 0.743

Gender of the child – male 1678 (51.9%) 1.0 (0.8; 1.2) 0.724 1.2 (0.8; 1.7) 0.381

Preterm birth (less than 38 weeks) 83 (3.3%) 0.8 (0.4; 1.7) 0.541 0.6 (0.1; 2.7) 0.534

C-section 241 (7.6%) 1.4 (1.0; 2.0) 0.087 1.5 (0.8; 2.9) 0.241

Newborn transfer to ICU 153 (4.9%) 0.8 (0.5; 1.4) 0.488 0.6 (0.2; 2.4) 0.519

No breastfeeding 563 (18.4%) 1.2 (0.9; 1.6) 0.179 1.2 (0.8; 1.8) 0.392

Mother under 18 yearsa 41 (1.3%) 0.8 (0.3; 2.3) 0.690 - -

Education – secondaryb 1420 (44.4%) 0.9 (0.6; 1.2) 0.328 1.3 (0.8; 2.2) 0.242

Education – primaryb 1167 (36.5%) 0.9 (0.7; 1.3) 0.654 1.4 (0.9; 2.1) 0.146

Factors regarding the time
of questionnaire

Family savingsc 1274 (56.9%) 0.8 (0.6; 1.1) 0.192 0.8 (0.5; 1.1) 0.137

Mother living alonec 88 (2.7%) 3.7 (2.3; 5.9) <0.001 2.4 (1.1; 5.6) 0.033

Psychosocial stressorsd 4.0 (0.0; 17.0) 1.12 (1.10; 1.13) <0.001 1.10 (1.07; 1.13) <0.001
aAnalysis not conducted due to small sample size
bWe used college education as a reference value
cQuestion was asked at 6 months postpartum
dThis variable includes 35 questions regarding psychosocial stressors (the scale is 0-140 point), we stated median and a 5-95% percentile
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at 6 weeks postpartum (OR = 3.8, p < 0.001) and at 190%
higher risk at 6 months postpartum (OR = 2.9, p < 0.001).
In multivariate analysis, the OR were lower – 2.1 antepar-
tum (p = 0.008), 2.7 at 6 weeks postpartum (p = 0.001)
and nonsignificant at 6 months postpartum (OR = 1.5,
p = 0.235). We also found an association between family
history of depression and developing PPD which is
consistent with numerous other studies [19–23, 27].
Many papers [11, 28–32] describe low socioeconomic

status as a risk factor for developing PPD. Segre et al.
[32] describes women with high income levels ($70,000
annually) to be at four times lower risk of developing
PPD than women with low incomes ($10,000 annually).
Limited financial means for raising an infant indicates a
high amount of stress for the mother, which can lead to
depression [20]. This is in concordance with our
findings: women with family savings were less prone to
develop prenatal depression (OR = 0.7, p = 0.021), or
depressive signs in the 6 months postpartum (OR = 0.7,
p = 0.034). However, this was not significant in the
multivariate model.
We found a strong association in the univariate analysis

between low levels of education and developing prenatal
depression (OR = 1.8, p < 0.001). This result was also
found in several other studies [33–36] that attribute this
to a lower income being connected with a low level of
education. In our study however the secondary education

was found to be a protective factor (OR = 0.6, p = 0.026)
in the prenatal period in a multivariate analysis. We found
no association in the postpartum period.
Several studies describe the female gender of a child to

be a risk factor for developing PPD [29, 31, 37, 38]. This
was attributed to dissatisfaction with a child’s gender.
However, other studies describe no association between
PPD and a child gender [18, 19]. In our study, we found
the male gender of a child to be a mild protective factor
for developing antepartum depression (OR = 0.8,
p = 0.047 in the univariate analysis, OR = 0.7, p = 0.022
in the multivariate analysis); no association was found in
the postpartum period. This may suggest that dissatisfac-
tion with a child’s gender was lowered after the delivery.
An unplanned or unwanted pregnancy may be a strong

stressful event [39]. Kitamura et al. [38] describe a higher
risk of antenatal depression among women with a negative
attitude to a current pregnancy. Patel et al. [29] discovered
planned pregnancy to be a very strong protective factor for
developing PPD (OR = 0.3); this may be partially explained
by the poverty of a researched territory. In our study we
found unintentional pregnancy in the univariate model to
be a mild risk factor antepartum (OR = 1.4, p = 0.001) and
at 6 weeks postpartum (OR = 1.3, p = 0.009) with no asso-
ciation at 6 months postpartum. This may suggest that
these women eventually accepted the role of motherhood.
However, these associations were not confirmed in the

Table 7 Risk factors for maternal depression at 6 months postpartum

Risk factor Frequency Univariate analysis

Odds ratio p-value Odds ratio p-value

Personal or family history
of depression

Personal history of depression 167 (5.2%) 2.9 (2.0; 4.3) <0.001 1.5 (0.8; 2.9) 0.235

Mother of the expectant mother had
a personal history of depression

553 (19.0%) 1.5 (1.2; 2.0) 0.003 1.3 (0.9; 2.1) 0.196

Father of the expectant mother had
a personal history of depression

154 (5.3%) 1.5 (0.9; 2.4) 0.095 1.3 (0.7; 2.4) 0.431

Factors at the time of
pregnancy or delivery

Unintentional pregnancy 1566 (48.7%) 1.2 (0.9; 1.5) 0.136 1.1 (0.7; 1.6) 0.806

Mother felt unhappy about being pregnant 164 (5.2%) 2.3 (1.5; 3.4) <0.001 2.5 (1.3; 4.7) 0.005

Primiparous 1570 (48.6%) 0.8 (0.6; 1.0) 0.029 0.6 (0.4; 0.9) 0.016

Gender of the child – male 1678 (51.9%) 1.0 (0.8; 1.2) 0.933 1.0 (0.7; 1.4) 0.863

Preterm birth (less than 38 weeks) 83 (3.3%) 0.9 (0.4; 2.0) 0.854 0.3 (0.1; 1.7) 0.187

C-section 241 (7.6%) 1.3 (0.9; 2.0) 0.175 1.1 (0.5; 2.3) 0.772

Newborn transfer to ICU 153 (4.9%) 1.1 (0.7; 1.9) 0.626 1.7 (0.6; 5.0) 0.322

No breastfeeding 563 (18.4%) 1.4 (1.0; 1.8) 0.025 1.5 (1.0; 2.3) 0.074

Mother under 18 years 41 (1.3%) 0.2 (0.0; 1.6) 0.135 1.0 (0.1; 8.2) 0.997

Education – secondarya 1420 (44.4%) 0.8 (0.6; 1.1) 0.167 0.8 (0.5; 1.4) 0.445

Education – primary a 1167 (36.5%) 1.1 (0.8; 1.5) 0.645 0.8 (0.5; 1.3) 0.359

Factors at the time
of questionnaire

Family savings 1274 (56.9%) 0.7 (0.6; 1.0) 0.034 0.8 (0.5; 1.1) 0.154

Mother living alone 88 (2.7%) 4.0 (2.5; 6.4) <0.001 2.2 (0.9; 5.3) 0.075

Psychosocial stressorsb 5.0 (0.0; 20.0) 1.13 (1.11; 1.15) <0.001 1.06 (1.04; 1.09) <0.001
aWe used college education as a reference value
bThis variable includes 35 questions regarding psychosocial stressors (the scale is 0-140 point), we stated median and a 5-95% percentile
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multivariate model. If a mother felt unhappy about being
pregnant, the risk of developing PPD was much higher in
the univariate model (antepartum OR = 2.3, p < 0.001; at 6
weeks postpartum OR = 2.4, p < 0.001; at 6 months
postpartum OR = 2.3, p < 0.001). The multivariate analysis
confirmed this at 6 months postpartum (OR = 2.5,
p = 0.005). This suggests an unwanted pregnancy is a stron-
ger stressor than an unplanned pregnancy.
Other high risk group in our study were mothers

without a partner (in the univariate analysis antepartum
OR = 3.0, p < 0.001; at 6 weeks postpartum OR = 3.7,
p < 0.001; at 6 months postpartum OR = 4.0, p < 0.001; in
the multivariate model this was significant only at 6 weeks
postpartum – OR = 2.4, p = 0.033), which was also
described by Melo et al. [28]. Many other studies also
found an association between PPD and the lack of family
and social support [19, 21, 22, 40, 41].
Several studies [28, 42] described multiparity as a risk

factor for PPD. Mathisen et al. [42] attribute this to a
higher care burden and psychosocial stress. In our find-
ings, there was no association between the number of
other children and depression antepartum or postnatal,
but we found primiparas to be at a lower risk at 6
months postpartum (in univariate analysis OR = 0.8,
p = 0.029; in multivariate analysis OR = 0.6, p = 0.016).
In our study psychosocial stressors were also highly as-

sociated with developing PPD, which is in concordance
with many other studies [11, 24, 43, 44] and emphasizes
the relevance of stress in developing PPD.
Problems with breastfeeding are considered to be a

strong risk factor for developing PPD. For example,
McCoy et al. [17] found the relative risk of developing
PPD when using artificial feeding techniques to be 2.04;
Patel et al. [29] assessed the odds ratio of breastfeeding
problems to be 3.1 in a sample of Indian women. Other
studies showed roughly similar results [22, 41]. In our
study, the univariate analysis suggested that women
using artificial feeding techniques are at a higher risk for
developing PPD at 6 months postpartum (OR = 1.4,
p = 0.025), this was nonsignificant in the multivariate
analysis (OR = 1.5, p = 0.074). The reason for this asso-
ciation varies across different papers. Misri et al. [45] re-
port that most of their patients developed symptoms of
PPD prior to the cessation of breastfeeding, suggesting
that depressive symptoms lead to breastfeeding prob-
lems. The most frequently cited study, by Labbok [46],
reported that in countries where exclusive breastfeeding
is a norm the incidence of developing PPD peaks at 9
months; in countries prioritizing formula feeding the in-
cidence peaks at 3 months after delivery. These results
suggest that in the postpartum period, breastfeeding can
be looked at as protective factor for developing PPD.
As in many other studies, we found no association be-

tween PPD and the gestational maturity of a child or the

delivery route [17–19, 29, 47, 48]. No association was
found between depressive signs in mothers and their
newborns being transferred to ICU. This converges with
findings of Hachem et al. [22],who describe newborn trans-
fer to ICU as a risk factor of developing PPD (p = 0.025).
However, this could be explained by the fact that they used
an EPDS score only. Higher EPDS scores could also mean
higher anxiety levels; it is not specific for PPD.
Troutman et al. [49] described adolescent mothers as

a high risk group for developing PPD, with a prevalence
of about 26%. This was not confirmed in our study or in
many other studies describing lack of association with
the age of mothers [17–20, 22, 24].

Limitations
The biggest limitations are related to the ELSPAC study.
It contains large amounts of data about the subjects, but
there is a large drop-out rate among the study partici-
pants (mostly due to the high number of questions in
each questionnaire), which introduces a possible selec-
tion bias. We were able to use the data from only 42.6%
of the participants. The administration date of the first
questionnaire was not very consistent – it was adminis-
tered between the 20th week of pregnancy and the child-
birth. Some of the questions included in the database
also have methodological issues, such as the question
about whether the family is saving money as an indicator
of socioeconomic status.
Another limitation of our study is that it is a correl-

ational study; it can only describe significant associations
between sociodemographic and delivery risk factors, and
it cannot determine the causality of these events, which
would require further investigation.
We used the EPDS scale to detect depressive symptoms.

It is considered to be a suboptimal tool for detecting clinic-
ally significant depressive syndrome and it cannot replace a
systematic clinical interview. EPDS contains many items
that are non-specific for depression, which can lead to high
false positive rates. Moreover, there is no consensus on the
depression detection based on EPDS – the EPDS cut-off
score for identifying patients at risk for PPD varies through
different studies. The original study recommends using a
cut-off score of ten points or higher [13] which is still used
in many countries [50–52]. According to some authors, an
EPDS score of 12 points or higher is an accepted cut-off for
recognizing patients at risk of PPD. [14, 22, 24, 53] Some
authors prefer a threshold of 13 points [54, 55]. Other stud-
ies recommend lower scores – a threshold of nine points is
commonly used [56–58], but some recommend a score of
eight [59, 60] or seven points [61]. In our study we used the
EPDS with a threshold of ten points, as was used in the
original EPDS study [13]. With this methodology the
incidence of depressive symptoms prenatal was 22.1%, it
was 21,9% at 6 weeks postpartum and 18.4% at 6 months
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postpartum. This was higher than the expected incidence
of PPD. We believe that a depressive mood is the most
important sign of a depressive syndrome, therefore we con-
ditioned positivity in our screening with a positive answer
to item number eight referring to mood problems. In this
way, we tried to increase the specificity of EPDS for depres-
sive symptoms.

Conclusion
The prevalence of PPD in a large epidemiological sample
fluctuates between 10 and 12% before delivery, 6 weeks
after delivery, and 6 months after delivery; however, only
2% of mothers were depressed at all three time points.
The main risk factors for developing PPD identified as sig-
nificant at all three time points were a personal history of
previous depressive episodes and mothers who experience
significant psychosocial stressors. We propose that
mothers-to-be in these risk groups could benefit from
screening for the presence of PPD. Since the risk is linked
with experience of psychosocial stressors it seems that
they might benefit from increased psychosocial support
(social counseling, couple counseling, family and friend
support etc.) to prevent affective pathology.

Abbreviations
ELSPAC: European Longitudinal Study of Pregnancy and Childhood;
EPDS: Edinburgh postnatal depression scale; ICU: Intensive care unit;
OR: Odds ratio; PPD: Postpartum depression

Acknowledgements
We would like to express our gratitude to all participating children and their
families for their long-term support.

Funding
The ELSPAC study was enabled by a series of projects from the Internal Grant
Agency of the Ministry of Health and the Grant Agency of the Czech Republic
between 1990 and 2012. Since 2013, the study has been supported by the
Czech Ministry of Education, Youth, and Sports (RECETOX research infrastructure
LM2011028) and by Masaryk University (CETOCOEN PLUS, MUNI/M/1075/2013).

Availability of data and materials
The datasets analyzed during the current study are available on reasonable
request through the website of the Czech ELSPAC project: http://www.elspac.cz/
index-en.php.

Author contributions
FA interpreted the data and wrote most parts of the manuscript. ŠJ
performed the data analysis and wrote the description of statistical methods.
KJ provided support regarding the ELSPAC database. KT designed the study
and was a major contributor in writing the manuscript. All authors read and
approved the final manuscript.

Author information
FA works as a psychiatrist at the University Hospital in Brno, Department of
Psychiatry and is currently a post-graduate student in psychiatry. The theme
of FA’s thesis is the efficacy of repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation on
cognitive functions in adult patients with ADHD. FA participated in the
research of postpartum depression as a part of the Czech ELSPAC study.
ŠJ is a data analyst at the Institute of Biostatistics and Analyses and at the
Research Centre for Toxic Compounds in the Environment. ŠJ is a MSc and
PhD candidate at Masaryk University with 6 years of experience with health
care data analysis.
KJ is a professor at Masaryk University and the director of the Research
Centre for Toxic Compounds in the Environment. KJ’s research interest

focuses on human exposure to toxic chemicals as a factor affecting human
health. KJ is a PI of projects on global air quality monitoring networks
(MONET), environmental information systems (GENASIS), and long-term
epidemiological studies (ELSPAC).
KT is a professor of psychiatry at Masaryk University in Brno. KT is the head of
the Department of Psychiatry in Brno and vice director of research at the
University Hospital Brno-Bohunice. KT’s research has been focused on brain
imaging techniques in the neurobiology of psychiatric disorders.

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

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
This study used data from the Czech part of the ELSPAC study. The ELSPAC
study ethics committee, which was established at the beginning of the project
by the coordinating team, promoted the international legal and ethics
framework of the study design. On the national level, the study was approved
by the local ethics committee. Informed consent was sought from all study
participants during each data collection, when using both self-administered
questionnaires and transcriptions of medical records. Informed consent forms
and information leaflets for study participants were an integral part of each
questionnaire. Confidentiality and data protection were high priorities of the
study. Only anonymous (often aggregated) data are available for research
purposes. Each participant was assigned a unique code by the database system,
with participant names, birthdates, and contact details kept separately. [16].

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Author details
1Department of Psychiatry, Masaryk University, Brno, Czech Republic.
2Research Centre for Toxic Compounds in the Environment (RECETOX),
Faculty of Science, Masaryk University, Kamenice 5, 625 00 Brno, Czech
Republic. 3Institute of Biostatistics and Analyses, Faculty of Medicine and
Faculty of Science, Masaryk University, Brno, Czech Republic.

Received: 22 August 2016 Accepted: 9 March 2017

References
1. Henshaw C. Mood disturbance in the early puerperium: a review. Arch

Womens Ment Health. 2003;6(Suppl 2):S33–42.
2. Kennedy R, Suttenfield K. Postpartum Depression. Medscape Psychiatry

Ment Heal eJournal. 2001. http://www.medscape.com/viewarticle/408688.
Accessed 25 June 2015.

3. Bobo WV, Yawn BP. Concise review for physicians and other clinicians:
postpartum depression. Mayo Clin Proc. 2014;89:835–44. doi:10.1016/j.
mayocp.2014.01.027.

4. Josefsson A, Berg G, Nordin C, Sydsjö G. Prevalence of depressive symptoms in
late pregnancy and postpartum. Acta Obstet Gynecol Scand. 2001;80:251–5.

5. Association AP. The Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders.
Fifth ed: DSM 5. Washington, D.C: American Psychiatric Association; 2013.

6. O’Hara MW, Neunaber DJ, Zekoski EM. Prospective study of postpartum
depression: prevalence, course, and predictive factors. J Abnorm Psychol.
1984;93:158.

7. O’Hara MW, McCabe JE. Postpartum depression: current status and future
directions. Annu Rev Clin Psychol. 2013;9:379–407.

8. Yawn BP, Olson AL, Bertram S, Pace W, Wollan P, Dietrich AJ. Postpartum
depression: screening, diagnosis, and management programs 2000 through
2010. Depress Res Treat. 2012;2012:158–71.

9. Gjerdingen DK, Yawn BP. Postpartum depression screening: importance,
methods, barriers, and recommendations for practice. J Am Board Fam
Med. 2007;20:280–8.

10. Miller LJ. Postpartum depression. JAMA. 2002;287:762–5.
11. Beck CT. Predictors of postpartum depression: an update. Nurs Res. 2001;50:275–85.
12. Pawar G, Wetzker C, Gjerdingen D. Prevalence of Depressive Symptoms in

the Immediate Postpartum Period. J Am Board Fam Med. n.d.;24:258–61.

Fiala et al. BMC Psychiatry  (2017) 17:104 Page 9 of 10

http://www.elspac.cz/index-en.php
http://www.elspac.cz/index-en.php
http://www.medscape.com/viewarticle/408688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mayocp.2014.01.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mayocp.2014.01.027


13. Cox JL, Holden JM, Sagovsky R. Detection of postnatal depression.
Development of the 10-item Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale.
Br J Psychiatry. 1987;150:782–6.

14. Teissedre F, Chabrol H. A study of the Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale
(EPDS) on 859 mothers: detection of mothers at risk for postpartum
depression. Encéphale. 2003;30:376–81.

15. Golding J. European longitudinal study of pregnancy and childhood
(ELSPAC). Paediatr Perinat Epidemiol. 1989;3:460–9.

16. Piler P, Kandrnal V, Kukla L, Andrýsková L, Švancara J, Jarkovský J, et al.
Cohort Profile: The European Longitudinal Study of Pregnancy and
Childhood (ELSPAC) in the Czech Republic. Int J Epidemiol 2016.
https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/dyw091.

17. McCoy SJB, Beal JM, Shipman SBM, Payton ME, Watson GH. Risk factors for
postpartum depression: a retrospective investigation at 4-weeks postnatal
and a review of the literature. J Am Osteopath Assoc. 2006;106:193–8.

18. Goker A, Yanikkerem E, Demet MM, Dikayak S, Yildirim Y, Koyuncu FM.
Postpartum Depression: Is Mode of Delivery a Risk Factor? ISRN Obstet
Gynecol. 2012;2012 doi:10.5402/2012/616759.

19. Al Dallal FH, Grant IN. Postnatal depression among Bahraini women:
prevalence of symptoms and psychosocial risk factors. East Mediterr Health J.
2012;18:439–45.

20. O’hara MW, Swain AM. Rates and risk of postpartum depression-a meta-analysis.
Int Rev Psychiatry. 1996;8:37–54.

21. Chaaya M, El Kak F, Shaar D, Harb H, Kaddour A, Campbell OMR.
Postpartum depression: Prevalence and determinants in Lebanon. Arch
Womens Ment Health. 2002;5:65–72. doi:10.1007/s00737-002-0140-8.

22. El-Hachem C, Rohayem J, Khalil RB, Richa S, Kesrouani A, Gemayel R, et al.
Early identification of women at risk of postpartum depression using the
Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) in a sample of Lebanese
women. BMC Psychiatry. 2014;14:242.

23. Verkerk GJM, Pop VJM, Van Heck GL, Van Son MJM. Prediction of depression in
the postpartum period: A longitudinal follow-up study in high-risk and low-risk
women. J Affect Disord. 2003;77:159–66. doi:10.1016/S0165-0327(02)00146-5.

24. Gonidakis F, Rabavilas AD, Varsou E, Kreatsas G, Christodoulou GN.
A 6-month study of postpartum depression and related factors in
Athens Greece. Compr Psychiatry. 2008;49:275–82.

25. Llewellyn AM, Stowe ZN, Nemeroff CB. Depression during pregnancy and
the puerperium. J Clin Psychiatry. 1997;58:26–32.

26. Beck CT. A meta-analysis of predictors of postpartum depression. Nurs Res.
1996;45:297–303.

27. Kumar R, Robson KM. A prospective study of emotional disorders in
childbearing women. Br J Psychiatry. 1984;144:35–47.

28. Melo Jr EF, Cecatti JG, Pacagnella RC, Vulcani DE, Makuch MY, Leite DFB. The
prevalence of perinatal depression and its associated factors in two different
settings in Brazil. J Affect Disord. 2012;136:1204–8. doi:10.1016/j.jad.2011.11.023.

29. Patel V, Rodrigues M, DeSouza N. Gender, poverty, and postnatal depression:
A study of mothers in Goa, India. Am J Psychiatry. 2002;159:43–7.
doi:10.1176/appi.ajp.159.1.43.

30. Inandi T, Elci OC, Ozturk A, Egri M, Polat A, Sahin TK. Risk factors for depression
in postnatal first year, in eastern Turkey. Int J Epidemiol. 2002;31:1201–7.

31. Chandran M, Tharyan P, Muliyil J, Abraham S. Post-partum depression in a
cohort of women from a rural area of Tamil Nadu, India - Incidence and risk
factors. Br J Psychiatry. 2002;181:499–504.

32. Segre LS, O’Hara MW, Arndt S, Stuart S. The prevalence of postpartum
depression: the relative significance of three social status indices. Soc
Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol. 2007;42:316–21.

33. Fellenzer JL, Cibula DA. Intendedness of pregnancy and other predictive
factors for symptoms of prenatal depression in a population-based study.
Matern Child Health J. 2014;18:2426–36. doi:10.1007/s10995-014-1481-4.

34. Goyal D, Gay C, Lee KA. Article: How Much Does Low Socioeconomic
Status Increase the Risk of Prenatal and Postpartum Depressive Symptoms
in First-Time Mothers? Women’s Heal Issues. 2010;20:96–104.

35. Field T, Diego M, Hernandez-Reif M. Prenatal depression effects and
interventions: A review. Infant Behav Dev. 2010;33:409–18.

36. Abujilban SK, Abuidhail J, Al-Modallal H, Hamaideh S, Mosemli O.
Predictors of Antenatal Depression Among Jordanian Pregnant Women
in Their Third Trimester. Health Care Women Int. 2014;35:200–15.

37. Xie R. h., He G, Liu A, Wen SW, Bradwejn J, Walker M. Fetal gender and
postpartum depression in a cohort of Chinese women. Soc Sci Med. 2007;
65:680–4. doi:10.1016/j.socscimed.2007.04.003.

38. Kitamura T, Yoshida K, Okano T, Kinoshita K, Hayashi M, Toyoda N, et al.
Multicentre prospective study of perinatal depression in Japan: incidence
and correlates of antenatal and postnatal depression. Arch Womens Ment Health.
2006;9:121–30.

39. While AE. The incidence of unplanned and unwanted pregnancies among
live births from health visitor records. Child Care, Heal Dev. 1990;16:219–26.

40. O’Hara MW. Postpartum depression: what we know. J Clin Psychol.
2009;65:1258–69. doi:10.1002/jclp.20644.

41. Quelopana AM, Champion JD, Reyes-Rubilar T. Factors associated with
postpartum depression in chilean women. Health Care Women Int. 2011;32:
939–49. doi:10.1080/07399332.2011.603866.

42. Mathisen SE, Glavin K, Lien L, Lagerløv P. Prevalence and risk factors for
postpartum depressive symptoms in Argentina: a cross-sectional study.
Int J Womens Health. 2013;5:787–93. doi:10.2147/IJWH.S51436.

43. Robertson E, Grace S, Wallington T, Stewart DE. Antenatal risk factors for
postpartum depression: a synthesis of recent literature. Gen Hosp Psychiatry.
2004;26:289–95.

44. Boyce P, Hickey A. Psychosocial risk factors to major depression after
childbirth. Soc Psychiatry Psychiatr Epidemiol. 2005;40:605–12.

45. Misri S, Sinclair DA, Kuan AJ. Breast-feeding and postpartum depression:
Is there a relationship? Can J Psychiatr. 1997;42:1061–5.

46. Labbok MH. Effects of Breastfeeding on the Mother. Pediatr Clin N Am.
2001;48:143–58.

47. Carter FA, Frampton CMA, Mulder RT. Cesarean section and postpartum
depression: A review of the evidence examining the link. Psychosom Med.
2006;68:321–30.

48. Bergant AM, Heim K, Illmensee K, Ulmer H. Early postnatal depressive mood:
Associations with obstetric and psychosocial factors. J Psychosom Res. 1999;
46:391–4. doi:10.1016/S0022-3999(98)00116-0.

49. Troutman BR, Cutrona CE. Nonpsychotic postpartum depression among
adolescent mothers. J Abnorm Psychol. 1990;99:69.

50. Wisner KL, Parry BL, Piontek CM. Postpartum Depression. N Engl J Med.
2002;347:194–9. doi:10.1056/NEJMcp011542.

51. Eberhard-Gran M, Tambs K, Opjordsmoen S, Skrondal A, Eskild A.
Depression during pregnancy and after delivery: A repeated measurement study.
J Psychosom Obstet Gynecol. 2004;25:15–21. doi:10.1080/
01674820410001737405.

52. Ekeroma AJ, Ikenasio-Thorpe B, Weeks S, Kokaua J, Puniani K, Stone P, et al.
Validation of the Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) as a
screening tool for postnatal depression in Samoan and Tongan women
living in New Zealand. N Z Med J. 2012;125:41–9.

53. Boyce P, Stubbs J, Todd A. The Edinburgh postnatal depression scale:
validation for an Australian sample. Aust N Z J Psychiatry. 1993;27:472–6.

54. Sit DK, Wisner KL. The identification of postpartum depression. Clin Obstet
Gynecol. 2009;52:456.

55. Rubertsson C, Börjesson K, Berglund A, Josefsson A, Sydsjö G. The Swedish
validation of Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS) during pregnancy.
Nord J Psychiatry. 2011;65:414–8. doi:10.3109/08039488.2011.590606.

56. Zelkowitz P, Milet TH. Screening for post-partum depression in a
community sample. Can J Psychiatry/La Rev Can Psychiatr 1995.

57. Murray L, Carothers AD. The validation of the Edinburgh Post-natal
Depression Scale on a community sample. Br J Psychiatry. 1990;157:288–90.

58. Zhao Y, Kane I, Wang J, Shen B, Luo J, Shi S. Combined use of the
Postpartum Depression Screening Scale (PDSS) and Edinburgh Postnatal
Depression Scale (EPDS) to identify antenatal depression among Chinese
pregnant women with obstetric complications. Psychiatry Res. 2015;226:
113–9. doi:10.1016/j.psychres.2014.12.016.

59. Matijasevich A, Munhoz TN, Tavares BF, Neto Barbosa APP, da Silva DM,
Abitante MS, et al. Validation of the Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale
(EPDS) for screening of Major Depressive Episode among adults from the
general population. BMC Psychiatry. 2014;14:1–20.

60. Husain N, Rahman A, Husain M, Khan SM, Vyas A, Tomenson B, et al.
Detecting depression in pregnancy: validation of EPDS in British Pakistani
mothers. J Immigr Minor Health. 2014;16:1085–92. doi:10.1007/s10903-014-9981-2.

61. Lagerberg D, Magnusson M, Sundelin C. Drawing the line in the Edinburgh
Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS): A vital decision. Int J Adolesc Med
Health. 2011;23:27–32. doi:10.1515/IJAMH.2011.005.

Fiala et al. BMC Psychiatry  (2017) 17:104 Page 10 of 10

https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/dyw091
http://dx.doi.org/10.5402/2012/616759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00737-002-0140-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0165-0327(02)00146-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jad.2011.11.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.159.1.43
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10995-014-1481-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2007.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jclp.20644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07399332.2011.603866
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/IJWH.S51436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-3999(98)00116-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMcp011542
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01674820410001737405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01674820410001737405
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/08039488.2011.590606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2014.12.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10903-014-9981-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/IJAMH.2011.005

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Sample
	Edinburgh Postnatal Depression Scale
	Variables
	Statistics

	Results
	Sample characteristics
	Risk factors for prenatal maternal depression
	Risk factors for postnatal depression at 6 weeks postpartum
	Risk factors for maternal depression at 6 months postpartum

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Conclusion
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Author contributions
	Author information
	Competing interests
	Consent for publication
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Publisher’s Note
	Author details
	References

