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Preventing sleeping problems in infants who are at risk of
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Aims: (1) To identify factors at 1 week of age which put infants at risk of failing to sleep through the
night at 12 weeks of age. (2) To assess whether a behavioural programme increases the likelihood that
these infants will sleep through the night at 12 weeks of age.
Methods: A community sample of 316 newborn infants was employed to identify the risk factors at 1
week of age which increased the likelihood of failing to sleep through the night at 12 weeks of age.
Infants who met these risk criteria and were randomly assigned to a behavioural programme were
compared with at risk infants in the control group on measures of sleeping, crying, and feeding at 12
weeks of age.
Results: Infants who had a high number (>11) of feeds in 24 hours at 1 week were 2.7 times (95% CI
1.5 to 4.8) more likely than other control group infants to fail to sleep through the night at 12 weeks of
age. At 12 weeks, 82% of these at risk infants assigned to the behavioural programme, compared to
61% in the control group, slept through the night. The findings were similar in breast and bottle feed-
ers.
Conclusions: Preventing infant sleeping problems should be more cost effective than treating them
after they have arisen. This study provides evidence that it is possible to identify infants who are at risk
of failing to sleep through the night at an early age, and that a simple, three step, preventive behav-
ioural programme increases the number who sleep through the night by 21%.

In industrialised societies, around two thirds of babies
develop the ability to “sleep through the night” by 12 weeks
of age.1–3 Infants who fail to do so are particularly likely to

wake at night at older ages,4 a phenomenon often called infant
(or child) “sleeping problems”.5 Particularly where parents are
constrained by office hours and other Western cultural
practices, an infant who wakes, cries, and disturbs their own
sleeping night after night can be a source of considerable dis-
tress. As a result, these problems concern many Western par-
ents and are costly for health services.6

Development of the ability to sleep through the night prob-
ably requires infants to be sufficiently physically mature and
to learn how to use environmental cues to regulate their
behaviour. Evidence that it is possible to help parents to sup-
port this learning comes from studies which have used behav-
ioural methods to treat problems after they have arisen. Struc-
tured behavioural programmes, which distinguish day from
night time environments, withdraw rewards for night time
waking and crying, and reward desired behaviours such as
resettling, are effective.5 7 However, a substantial number of
parents fail to implement this approach, because it involves
leaving babies to cry, which they consider cruel.8

In principle, prevention of infant crying or sleeping
problems is preferable to treating them later. However, the
suitability of behavioural programmes for this purpose
depends on parents’ willingness to implement them, and on
babies’ ability to learn from their environment at an early age.
To address these issues, a randomised control trial of the cost
effectiveness of a behavioural programme in the first 12 weeks
of age in preventing infant sleeping problems (called COSI)
was recently completed.9 The infants were found to grow
healthily, while 10% more of those given the behavioural pro-
gramme slept through the night by 12 weeks of age, compared
to infants in two comparison groups. Parents approved of the
behavioural programme,10 which did not require babies to be
left to cry. Fewer parents in the behavioural than other groups

sought help for crying or sleeping problems over the next six

months.9 These improvements were achieved with little

increase in service costs.6

These results were encouraging. However, most (71%)

infants in the general community, control group slept through

the night by 12 weeks without a specific behavioural

programme. These results were achieved by parents and

infants with the support solely of the routine National Health

Service. Given limited resources, a resulting question is

whether health services should try to deliver a behavioural

programme to all families. A more cost effective strategy may

be to target cases “at risk” of developing later sleep problems,

and to deliver the programme to them. This strategy depends

on two assumptions: that it is possible to identify early on

those infants who are most likely to develop later sleeping

problems; and that the behavioural programme helps them.

The present study involves a reanalysis of the COSI dataset

in order to address these assumptions. It asks two questions:

(1) Is it possible to identify at 1 week of age those infants who

are especially likely to be unable to sleep through the

night at 12 weeks of age?

(2) When such infants are given the behavioural programme,

does this increase the probability that they will sleep

through the night at 12 weeks of age?

METHODS
The present study is based on a randomised control trial

involving mothers and babies recruited in postnatal wards of

a large maternity hospital.9 Women who delivered a live

singleton baby at >37 weeks gestation at the Royal Berkshire

Hospital and were registered with a general practitioner in the

West Berkshire area were eligible for inclusion. Except where

mothers did not speak English fluently, did not have a

telephone, or where their babies had congenital anomalies or

were admitted to the intensive care unit, the mothers were

approached consecutively. Of 1721 mothers invited to partici-

pate, 1111 (65%) declined before randomisation. The chief
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reason given was inability to cope with a newborn baby and

the study requirements, which involved completing behaviour

diaries and accepting random assignment to an independently

selected method of baby care. Where informed consent was

given (n = 610), each mother was asked to complete a single,

prospectively kept, 24 hour behaviour diary of her infant’s and

her own caregiving behaviour at 1 week of age (baseline).

The mothers were then visited at home when their babies

were 8–14 days of age, where an opaque envelope containing

group allocation was opened. Group allocation was randomly

predetermined using a computer program by the study

administrator. A total of 205 were assigned to a behavioural

programme group, 202 to an “educational booklet and

telephone helpline group”, and 203 to a “routine services”

group. Measures of obstetric history, and of infant and demo-

graphic characteristics, were obtained by maternal question-

naire. The resulting groups, which did not differ in back-

ground, demographic or infant characteristics at baseline, are

described in table 1, available on the ADC website (www.arch-

dischild.com).

Behaviour diaries were used to measure the babies’ and

mothers’ behaviour for three successive days and nights (72

hours) at 3, 6, 9, and 12 weeks of age. At 3 weeks, 184 (90%),

187 (93%), and 191 (94%) of the recruited mothers in the

behavioural, educational booklet, and routine services group,

respectively, returned completed diaries; reducing to 162

(79%), 164 (81%), and 152 (78%), respectively, by 12 weeks of

age. Rates of attrition did not differ between groups. The

validity of behaviour diaries in measuring infant crying and

sleeping has been repeatedly shown,11–13 and they have been

widely used to investigate infant sleeping problems.14–16

Data processing and analysis
Because earlier analyses showed that the educational booklet

and helpline did not change maternal or infant behaviour,

compared to the routine services group,9 the two groups were

combined into a single “control group” to increase the sample

size for the present study.

The data were examined in three stages. First, evidence

from previous studies was used to identify infant or parent

potential “risk factors” which could reduce the likelihood that

infants would sleep through the night at 12 weeks of age. Each

case in the control group was then scored on each of the fol-

lowing potential risk factors at 1 week of age: parental social

class (defined by paternal occupation1); maternal age,17

maternal ethnic origin,18 and maternal highest educational

level1; childbirth delivery type19; infant feeding method4 18 20;

infant sex1 21; infant birth order1 21; and amount of infant cry-

ing, feeding, and sleeping behaviour.4 22 23 So far as possible,

each case was categorised dichotomously into “at risk” and

“not at risk” categories on each factor, using the original

authors’ criteria, but taking into account the need for an

adequate sample size. For continuous variables, such as infant

sleeping and crying, the 25th or 75th centiles were chosen as

cut off points, according to whether a low, or high, amount

predicted failure to sleep through the night in previous

research. For a few variables, previous research has employed

three, rather than dichotomous, categories and these were

retained. The resulting categories and sample sizes are shown

in table 2, available on the ADC website (www.archdischild.

com).

In step 2, the data were analysed to examine whether any of

the infant or parental potential risk factors did, in fact, reduce

the likelihood of sleeping through the night at 12 weeks of age

in the present control group. For this purpose, the relation

between the week 1 potential risk factors and sleeping

through the night at 12 weeks was examined using χ2 cross

tabulations, employing Cramer’s V coefficient as a measure of

association. Logistic regression and t tests were used to explore

these relations further.

In step 3, regression analyses assessed whether infants with

these risk factors who had been randomly assigned to receive

the behavioural programme were more likely than the equiv-

alent, at risk, infants in the control group to sleep through the

night at 12 weeks of age. Following previous studies, the night

was defined as 7 pm to 7 am,9 and “sleeping through the

night” as continuous sleeping lasting at least five hours in at

least two of three nights, according to parental report.9 15

RESULTS
Predicting sleeping through the night at 12 weeks of
age
Cross tabulation analyses revealed that, in the present control

group, only two of the potential risk factors did, in fact,

significantly increase the probability that infants would fail to

sleep through the night at 12 weeks of age. Babies who had

>11 feeds in 24 hours at week 1 were more likely to fail to

sleep through the night at 12 weeks than infants who had

fewer feeds at week 1 (39% v 20%, Cramer’s V = 0.19,

p < 0.001, n = 295). Similarly, infants whose mothers were of

non-caucasian ethnic origin were more likely to fail to sleep

through the night at week 12, than infants whose mothers

were of caucasian origin (54% v 23%, Cramer’s V = 0.15,

p < 0.05, n = 304).

Stepwise logistic regression estimated the contribution of

each of these two risk factors to failure to sleep through the

night at 12 weeks. The criterion for variables to enter the

logistic model was set at p < 0.05, for removal p > 0.10. The

total 24 hour number of feeds at week 1 emerged as the best

predictor of sleeping through the night at 12 weeks

(p < 0.001; odds ratio 2.7; 95% CI 1.5 to 4.8). Mother’s ethnic

origin was an additional predictor (p < 0.05; odds ratio 0.2;

95% CI 0.1 to 0.7; model χ2 17.4, df = 2, p < 0.001). A χ2 cross

tabulation between the total 24 hour number of feeds at week

1 and the mother’s ethnic origin identified no association

between them. Further logistic regression analysis identified

no significant interaction between the two variables in

relation to the week 12 outcome. The total 24 hour number of

feeds at week 1 contributed more to the logistic model (model

χ2 10.3, p < 0.01) than the mother’s ethnic origin (model χ2

5.5, p < 0.05). As documented below, ethnicity was subse-

quently excluded from the statistical analysis because of an

inadequate sample size.

At week 1, compared to other control group infants, control

group babies who had >11 feeds in 24 hours spent more time

feeding, both in the day (mean (SD) minutes: 139.7 (57.1) v
120.3 (51.4); t (382) = 3.1, p < 0.01) and night (mean (SD)

minutes: 142.8 (61.1) v 112.2 (52.2); t (382) = 4.7, p < 0.001).

They had more feeds in the day (mean (SD) no: 7.3 (2.0) v 4.2

(1.2); t (112.9) = 13.6, p < 0.001) and night (mean (SD) no:

7.1 (1.8) v 4.1 (1.2); t (119.3) = 15.4, p < 0.001). They also

spent less total time asleep during the night (mean (SD) min-

utes: 463.5 (76.9) v 493.5 (89); t (382) = 2.9, p < 0.001) and

had more night fuss/cry bouts (mean (SD) no: 3.9 (2.6) v 2.6

(1.9); t (123.5) = 4.5, p < 0.001).

As well as failing to sleep through the night at 12 weeks,

control group babies who had >11 feeds in 24 hours at week

1 slept less in total during the night at week 12 than compari-

son week 1 babies (mean (SD) minutes: 550.6 (59.4) v 568.7

(60.9); t (294) = 2.3, p < 0.05). At week 12, they also had

more night fuss/cry bouts (mean (SD) no: 2.5 (1.8) v 1.8 (1.5);

t (294) = 3.5, p < 0.001) and more feeds in the day (mean

(SD) no: 5.6 (1.8) v 4.5 (1.5); t (122.2) = 5.0, p < 0.001) and

night (mean (SD) no: 3.7 (1.5) v 2.5 (1.1); t (113.9) = 6.6,

p < 0.001). The two groups did not differ in their total 24 hour

feeding duration at week 12, but babies with >11 feeds in 24

hours at week 1 spent longer feeding at night at week 12 than

babies with fewer week 1 feeds (mean (SD) minutes: 65.1

(51.2) v 51.2 (26.9); t (110) = 3.1, p < 0.01).
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Effects of the behavioural programme
At week 1, 42 of 193 (22%) infants in the behavioural group

met the criterion of >11 feeds in 24 hours, compared with 92

of 384 (24%) infants in the control group. For ethnicity, 12 of

203 (6%) infants in the behavioural group, compared to 25 of

401 (6%) infants in the control group were of non-caucasian

background. By 12 weeks, the number of non-caucasian

infants in the behavioural group dwindled to 10. The small

number of non-caucasian infants in the behavioural group

ruled out a statistically robust assessment of the effects of the

behavioural programme on these infants. Analyses below

focus on the groups of infants who had >11 feeds in 24 hours

at 1 week of age, and we revisit ethnicity in the Discussion.

The chief question was whether at risk infants who received

the behavioural programme would be more likely to sleep

through the night at week 12 than at risk infants in the con-

trol group. A χ2 cross tabulation confirmed that the

behavioural programme increased the number of at risk

infants who slept through the night at 12 weeks significantly,

and by 21%. While only 49 of 80 (61%) of the control group

infants slept through the night at week 12, 32 of 39 (82%) of

the behavioural group infants did so (Cramer’s V coefficient:

0.21, p < 0.05, n = 119).

There was no difference between the two at risk infant

groups in their total 24 hour sleep duration, or in most other

behaviours, at week 12. Table 3 (available on the ADC website,

www.archdischild.com) provides detailed figures. However, at

risk infants given the behavioural programme spent signifi-

cantly more time sleeping during the night at 12 weeks than

at risk infants in the control group (mean (SD) minutes: 593.0

(55.6) v 550.6 (59.4); t (115) = 3.8, p < 0.001) and woke up

less often at night (mean (SD) no. of sleep bouts = 3.6 (1.0) v
4.3 (1.5), t (99.3) = 3.0, p < 0.01). At risk babies who received

the behavioural programme also had significantly fewer night

feeds at 12 weeks than at risk babies in the control group

(mean (SD) no: 2.8 (1.3) v 3.7 (1.5); t (115) = 3.1, p < 0.01)

and spent less time feeding at night (mean (SD) minutes: 50.1

(29.4) v 65.1 (37.8); t (115) = 2.1, p < 0.05). The behavioural

programme had similar benefits irrespective of whether the

babies were fed by breast, bottle, or a mixture (see table 3,

available on the ADC website, www.archdischild.com).

To assess whether the behavioural programme helped the at

risk infants to sleep as well as their not at risk peers, the week

12 behaviour of the at risk and not at risk infants in the

behavioural group was compared. At week 12, 18% of the at

risk, compared to 16% of the not at risk infants, failed to sleep

through the night (a non-significant difference). At risk and

not at risk behavioural programme babies had similar day and

night sleeping and crying behaviour. The at risk infants still

had a higher total 24 hour number of feeds at 12 weeks than

the not at risk behaviour programme babies (mean (SD) no:

8.3 (2.7) v 6.7 (2.2); t (148) = 3.6, p < 0.001), but this differ-

ence was a result of more feeds in the day (mean (SD) no: 5.4

(1.9) v 4.3 (1.4); t (148) = 4.1, p < 0.001) and not in the night

time.

DISCUSSION
To be included in routine health services, any programme

designed to prevent infant sleeping problems should be cost

effective and acceptable to parents and healthcare staff.

Recent, randomised controlled trials have found that a simple,

three step, behavioural programme goes a long way towards

meeting these criteria.6 9 10 15 However, given limited resources

and the evidence that most babies learn to sleep through the

night without a specific behavioural programme, the optimum

strategy for health services may be to target cases at risk of

sleeping problems and to deliver the programme to them.

The present study sought, first, to identify in a community

sample the infant and parental factors which predicted

infants’ failure to sleep through the night at 12 weeks of age.

The principal risk factor found was frequent feeding (>11
feeds per 24 hours) at 1 week of age. Approximately 25% of
infants received more than 11 feeds per 24 hours at 1 week
and these babies were 2.7 times more likely than other infants
to fail to sleep through the night at 12 weeks of age.

To assess the benefits of the behavioural programme for
these at risk cases, infants who met the criterion of >11 feeds
in 24 hours at 1 week and who were assigned at random to the
behavioural programme were compared with infants with
>11 feeds randomised to the control group. At 12 weeks, 82%
of the infants given the behavioural programme, compared to
61% of infants in the control group, slept through the night.
This 21% difference was statistically significant and twice that
found previously among infants in the general community,
suggesting that the behavioural progamme was of particular
benefit for such at risk infants. As well as longer night time
sleeping, these infants fed less often at night and were
comparable to babies who were not at risk on most measures
of behaviour, suggesting that the behavioural programme
“normalised” the night sleeping behaviour of the at risk
infants at 12 weeks of age. The exception was that they still
had more feeds than not at risk infants in the day, but not at
night. It is not clear whether this reflects infant characteris-
tics, parental characteristics, or both. However, assuming that
in such cases parents will prefer to feed often in the day, rather
than night, this can be considered a helpful outcome. An
important finding was that the behavioural programme was
equally effective with breast and bottle fed babies.

Non-caucasian ethnicity was also found to increase the
likelihood that infants would not sleep through the night at 12
weeks. Unfortunately, the small number of such cases in the
behavioural programme group ruled out statistical analysis of
whether the programme was equally effective in such cases.
Visual inspection of the data suggested that it had similar
effects, but this remains to be tested satisfactorily.

The behavioural programme, described in more detail
elsewhere,9 consists of three main steps. First, parents are
asked to maximise the difference between day and night time
environments, by minimising light and social interaction at
night. Second, they are asked to settle a baby judged to be
sleepy in a cot or similar place, and to avoid feeding or
cuddling to sleep, at night time. Third, once the baby is 3
weeks old, healthy, and putting on weight normally, they can
begin to delay feeding when baby wakes at night, in order to
dissociate waking from feeding. This is done gradually, using
nappy changing or handling to introduce a delay, and does not
involve leaving babies to cry. In keeping with these
recommendations, mothers of at risk infants in the behav-
ioural programme spent less time feeding at night at 12 weeks
than mothers of at risk infants in the control group, and their
babies received fewer night time feeds at this age than control
cases. These findings confirm that mothers of at risk infants in
the behavioural group successfully implemented the pro-
gramme, with beneficial consequences.

The findings identify several questions for further analysis.
First, we need to understand how the behavioural programme
works. Most babies continue to wake at night as they get older,
the main difference between these and infants who disturb
their parents being that the latter cry and demand attention,
whereas infants who “sleep through the night” according to
parents, in fact resettle back to sleep without crying.13 16 The
behavioural programme may aid this normal developmental
progression, by providing an environmental “scaffold” which
helps babies to learn to resettle when they wake in a familiar
darkened environment at night. Studies which use infrared
video recording of infant sleeping, waking, crying, and reset-
tling behaviour at night should address this issue.

Second, advice to settle infants in a cot, rather than by
carrying, and to increase intervals between night feeds rather
than feed often, is contrary to child care practices used widely
in non-industrialised societies, which are believed to prevent

110 Nikolopoulou, St James-Roberts

www.archdischild.com

 on M
ay 19, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://adc.bm

j.com
/

A
rch D

is C
hild: first published as 10.1136/adc.88.2.108 on 1 F

ebruary 2003. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://adc.bmj.com/


babies from crying.24 25 Studies of the behaviour programme to
date have not found increased crying among babies who
receive it, but these puzzling inconsistencies warrant research.

A third issue is the need to assess how individual parents
feel about, and manage, the behavioural programme. In an
earlier study, implementation was patchy in some respects,
and this may have been a result of parents’ expectations, or the
difficulties they encountered in practice in implementing the
programme with their particular babies.9 Parents’ preferences
may also be part of the reason why most mothers invited to
take part in this study declined allocation to a randomly
selected form of baby care. Since this occurred before
randomisation, it does not threaten the internal validity of the
findings, but does indicate the need for care in generalising
the findings to parents who hold strong views about baby care.
Studies which examine parental viewpoints should increase
our understanding of these issues and may improve pro-
gramme delivery and effectiveness.

The decision on whether or not the behavioural programme
should be routinely adopted by health services involves
balancing costs against benefits. On the one hand, it is impor-
tant to acknowledge that an infant who fails to sleep through
the night is not ill, or at greatly increased risk of later problems
other than waking and crying at night. “Infant and child
sleeping problems” are usually greater sources of concern for
parents than for children. Further, whether or not parents
wish to have their baby sleep through the night by 12 weeks of
age is likely to be influenced by parents’ culture and values.26

On the other hand, many Western parents find infant and
child night waking to be a source of substantial stress, both for
themselves and their relationships with their children.5 7 8 16

This problem takes up a good deal of professional time and is
costly for health services,6 while the behavioural programme
adds little to health service costs.6 Where babies feed often at
1 week of age, and having their baby sleep through the night
at 12 weeks of age is a parental priority, health services may
wish to consider whether the behavioural programme can be
recommended to help parents to bring this about.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
This research was supported by National Health Executive Project
Grant MCH 0906. We are grateful to Charlie Owen for help with data
analysis and to Jennifer Sleep and Steve Morris who collaborated in
the COSI study on which these analyses are based. We thank the
mothers who participated, the staff at the Royal Berkshire Hospital,
and the local community for their support.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Authors’ affiliations
M Nikolopoulou, I St James-Roberts, Thomas Coram Research Unit,
Institute of Education, University of London, UK

REFERENCES

1 Moore T, Ucko LE. Night waking in early infancy: Part I. Arch Dis Child
1957;32:333–42.

2 Anders T, Keener M. Development courses of nightime sleep-wake
patterns in full-term and premature infants during the first year of life.
Sleep 1985;8:193–204.

3 Parmelee A, Wenner W, Schulz H. Infant sleep patterns from birth to 16
weeks of age. J Pediatr 1964;65:576–82.

4 Wolke D, Meyer R, Ohrt B, et al. Co-morbidity of crying and sleeping
problems with sleeping problems in infancy: concurrent and predictive
associations. Early Development & Parenting 1995;4:191–207.

5 Ferber R. Solve your child’s sleep problems. London: Dorling Kindersley,
1986.

6 Morris S, St James-Roberts I, Sleep J, et al. Economic evaluation of
strategies for managing infant crying and sleeping problems in the first
12 weeks of age: the COSI study. Arch Dis Child 2001;84:15–19.

7 Ramchandani P, Wiggs L, Webb V, et al. Systematic review of
treatments for settling problems and night waking in young children. BMJ
2000;320:209–213.

8 Morrell J. The role of maternal cognitions in infant sleep problems as
assessed by a new instrument, the maternal cognitions about infant sleep
questionnaire. J Child Psychol Psychiatry 1999;40:247–58.

9 St James-Roberts I, Sleep J, Morris S, et al. Use of a behavioural
programme in the first 3 months to prevent infant crying and sleeping
problems. J Paediatr Child Health 2001;37:289–97.

10 Sleep J, St James-Roberts I, Gillham P, et al. Randomised control trial to
compare alternative strategies for preventing infant crying and sleeping
problems in the first 12 weeks. Prim Health Care Res Dev
2002;3:176–83.

11 Barr RG, Kramer MS, Boisjoly C, et al. Parental diary of infant cry and
fuss behaviour. Arch Dis Child 1988;63:380–7.

12 St James-Roberts I, Conroy S, Wilsher K. Bases for maternal
perceptions of infant crying and colic behaviour. Arch Dis Child
1996;75:375–84.

13 Keener MA, Zeanah CH, Anders TF. Infant temperament, sleep
organisation, and nighttime parental interventions. Pediatrics
1988;81:762–71.

14 Messer D, Richards M. The development of sleeping difficulties. In: St
James-Roberts I, Harris G, Messer D, eds. Infant crying, feeding and
sleeping: development, problems and treatments. London: Harvester
Wheatsheaf, 1993:150–73.

15 Pinilla T, Birch L. Help me make it through the night: behavioral
entrainment of breast-fed infants’ sleep patterns. Pediatrics
1993;91:436–44.

16 Minde K, Popiel K, Leos N, et al. The evaluation and treatment of sleep
disturbances in young children. J Child Psychol Psychiatry
1993;34:521–33.

17 Scott G, Richards MPM. Night waking in 1-year-old children in England.
Child Care Health Dev 1990;16:283–302.

18 Zuckerman B, Stevenson J, Bailey V. Sleep problems in early childhood:
continuities, predictive factors, and behavioural correlates. Pediatrics
1987;80:664–71.

19 Anders TF, Taylor TR. Babies and their sleep environment. Children’s
Environments 1994;11:123–34.

20 Carey WB. Breast feeding and night waking. J Pediatr 1975;87:327.
21 Pollock JI. Predictors and long-term associations of reported sleeping

difficulties in infancy. J Reprod Infant Psychol 1992;10:151–68.
22 Bamford FN, Bannister RP, Benjamin CM, et al. Sleep in the first year of

life. Dev Med Child Neurol 1990;32:718–24.
23 Bernal JF. Night waking in infants during the first 14 months. Dev Med

Child Neurol 1973;15:760–9.
24 Barr RG, Konner M, Bakeman R, et al. Crying in Kung San infants: a test

of the cultural specificity hypolthesis. Dev Med Child Neurol
1991;33:601–10.

25 Hewlett BS, Lamb ME, Leyendecker B, et al. Internal working models,
trust, and sharing amoung foragers. Current Anthropology
2000;41:287–97.

26 Super CM, Harkness SA. The infant’s niche in rural Kenya and
metropolitan America. In: Adler LL, ed. Cross-cultural research at issue.
New York: Academic Press, 1982:247–55.

The tables can be viewed on the ADC website
(www.archdischild.com)

Preventing sleeping problems in infants 111

www.archdischild.com

 on M
ay 19, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://adc.bm

j.com
/

A
rch D

is C
hild: first published as 10.1136/adc.88.2.108 on 1 F

ebruary 2003. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://adc.bmj.com/


Table 1.  Background characteristics of the overall groups of mothers and infants

Behavioural
group (n=205)

Control 
group (n=405)

Mothers
Mean (SD) age in years 30.2 (5.1) 30.4 (4.8)
% Caucasian 94 94
% Primiparae 47 50
% Married 81 85
% Univ./college degree 34 43
Usual occupation
   % Professional
   % Managerial/technical
   % Skilled non-manual
   % Skilled manual
   % Partly skilled/unskilled
   % Unemployed

4
38
32
7
11
9

6
50
26
3
8
7

% Other children < 5 42 40
Infants
Mean (SD) weeks gestational age 39.5 (1.3) 39.7 (1.4)
Type of delivery
   % Unassisted vaginal 
   % Caesarean section
   % Forceps or vacuum assisted

65
25
10

61
24
16

Mean (SD) birthweight 3439.2 (448.6) 3472.1 (460.1)
Infant feeding method
(% feeding by breast only: bottle only : breast
+ bottle)
Week 1
Week 12

68 : 22 : 10
30 : 25 : 45

70 : 22 : 8
34 : 21 : 45



Table 2. Week 1 potential risk variables, category cut-off points, and number of
cases per category in the control group.

Category 1 Category 2 Category 3
Mother's usual
occupation

professional/ managerial /
technical (n=210)

skilled non-manual/
manual (n=110)

partly skilled/ unskilled/
unemployed/ other (n=60)

Partner's usual 
occupation

professional/ managerial/
technical (n=225)

skilled non-manual/
manual (n=112)

partly skilled/ unskilled/
unemployed/ other (n=47)

Mother's age in years <25 or >37 (n=62) 25 to 37 (n=339)            _
Mother's ethnic origin white (n=376) not white (n=25)            _
Mother's highest 
educational level 

university/ other higher
education (n=65)

GCSE, O levels/ CSE
GCE A level (n=124)

no educ. qualifications/
other (n=40)

Delivery type normal (n=243) instrumental (n=63) caesarean section (n=94)
Feeding method breast only (n=280) breast & bottle (n=33) bottle only (n=87)
Baby's sex male (n=217) female (n=184)            _
Number of live 
births

one live birth
(n=200)

two live births
(n=137)

three or more live births
(n=64)

Total 24hr fuss/cry 
duration

long  
(>150 mins) (n=96)   

short-average 
(<= 150 mins) (n=288)

           _

Night time fuss/cry
duration

long 
(>75 mins) (n=96)

short-average
(<=75 mins) (n=288)

           _

Night time number of 
fuss/cry bouts

high
(>4) (n=87)

low-average
 (<=4) (n=297)

           _

Night time duration of 
fuss/cry bout

long
 (>75 mins) (n=90)

short-average
(<= 75 mins) (n=294)

            _

Total 24hr feeding 
duration

long 
(>293.75 mins) (n=96)

short-average 
(<= 293.75 mins) (n=288)

           _

Total 24hr number of  
feeds

high 
(>11) (n=92)

low-average 
(<=11) (n=292)

           _

Total 24hr sleep 
duration

short  
(<836.25 mins) (n=96)

long-average  
(>= 836.25 mins)  (n=288)

           _

Night time sleep 
duration

short 
(<440 mins) (n=97)

long-average
(>= 440 mins) (n=287)

           _

Night time duration of 
sleep bout

short
 (<435 mins) (n=95)

long-average
(>= 435 mins) (n=289)

           _



Table 3.  Comparison of the at-risk infants assigned to the behavioural and control
conditions on week 12 behaviours. 
 

Behavioural Group
(N=37)

Control Group 
(N=80)

Number of infants feeding by breast only:
breast & bottle : bottle only 

(17 : 8 : 12) (46 : 17 : 17)

Feeding
Mean (SD) total 24hr minutes of feeding
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

141.6 (50.9)
158.5 (62.2)
137.9 (37.9)
120.3 (31.4)

153.6 (63.5)
160.7 (71.5)
153.1 (65.2)
134.2 (26.7)

Total 24hr number of feeds
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

8.3 (2.8)
9.3 (3.2)
8.1 (2.1)
7.0 (2.0)

9.3 (2.7)
10.2 (2.5)
9.1 (2.6)
7.1 (2.2)

Mean (SD) minutes of night-time feeding*
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

50.1 (29.4)
62.0 (36.2)
42.1 (16.4)
38.5 (18.5)

65.1 (37.8)
70.6 (41.2)
67.1 (39.0)
48.4 (19.3)

Night time number of feeds**
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

2.8 (1.3)
3.6 (1.3)
2.4 (0.6)
2.3 (1.5)

3.7 (1.5)
4.1 (1.5)
3.8 (1.2)
2.5 (0.8)

Crying
Mean (SD) total 24hr minutes of fuss/crying 
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

74.8 (34.8)
70.2 (26.8)
91.2 (49.7)
70.4 (33.2)

67 (37.3)
68.9 (39.2)
52.7 (31.8)
75.9 (34.8)

Total 24hr number of fuss/cry bouts
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

7.1 (3.5)
7.1 (3.7)
9.5 (3.3)
5.5 (2.4)

7.0 (3.7)
7.4 (4.1)
5.6 (3.0)
7.3 (3.2)

Night time fuss/cry duration
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

23.1 (14.8)
26.0 (13.5)
19.6 (17.0)
19.2 (15.2)

23.8 (17.1)
24.7 (17.5)
19.7 (13.6)
25.4 (19.2)

Night time number of fuss/cry bouts
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

2.1 (1.4)
2.6 (1.7)
1.9 (1.1)
1.5 (0.8)

2.5 (1.8)
2.7 (2.0)
2.1 (1.2)
2.4 (1.6)

Sleeping
Mean (SD) total 24hr minutes of sleep 
breast only 
breast & bottle 
bottle only 

861.8 (81.6)
837.3 (88.2)
852.7 (62.6)
902.5 (72.0)

828.7 (87.7)
823.3 (88.4)
829.9 (107.3)
842.4 (64.5)

Total 24hr number of  sleep bouts
breast only
breast & bottle

8.6 (1.6) 
9.1 (1.6)
7.9 (1.0)

9.3 (2.3)
9.8 (2.5)
9.0 (2.2)



bottle only 8.4 (1.7) 8.5 (1.6)
Night time sleep duration***
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

593.0 (55.6)
578.8 (63.2)
604.8 (51.1)
605.2 (45.5)

550.6 (59.4)
543.9 (57.5)
545.8 (65.2)
573.4 (56.3)

Night time number of sleep bouts**
breast only
breast & bottle
bottle only

3.6 (1.0)
3.8 (1.0)
3.0 (0.9)
3.7 (1.0)

4.3 (1.5)
4.5 (1.5)
4.4 (1.4)
3.6 (1.2)

***p<.001; **p<.01;*p<.05.
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