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Abstract

Background: Applying mobile phones in healthcare is increasingly prioritized to strengthen healthcare systems.
Antenatal care has the potential to reduce maternal morbidity and improve newborns’ survival but this benefit may
not be realized in sub-Saharan Africa where the attendance and quality of care is declining. We evaluated the
association between a mobile phone intervention and antenatal care in a resource-limited setting. We aimed to
assess antenatal care in a comprehensive way taking into consideration utilisation of antenatal care as well as
content and timing of interventions during pregnancy.

Methods: This study was an open label pragmatic cluster-randomised controlled trial with primary healthcare
facilities in Zanzibar as the unit of randomisation. 2550 pregnant women (1311 interventions and 1239 controls)
who attended antenatal care at selected primary healthcare facilities were included at their first antenatal care visit
and followed until 42 days after delivery. 24 primary health care facilities in six districts were randomized to either
mobile phone intervention or standard care. The intervention consisted of a mobile phone text-message and
voucher component. Primary outcome measure was four or more antenatal care visits during pregnancy.
Secondary outcome measures were tetanus vaccination, preventive treatment for malaria, gestational age at last
antenatal care visit, and antepartum referral.

Results: The mobile phone intervention was associated with an increase in antenatal care attendance. In the
intervention group 44% of the women received four or more antenatal care visits versus 31% in the control group
(OR, 2.39; 95% CI, 1.03-5.55). There was a trend towards improved timing and quality of antenatal care services
across all secondary outcome measures although not statistically significant.

Conclusions: The wired mothers’ mobile phone intervention significantly increased the proportion of women
receiving the recommended four antenatal care visits during pregnancy and there was a trend towards improved
quality of care with more women receiving preventive health services, more women attending antenatal care late
in pregnancy and more women with antepartum complications identified and referred. Mobile phone applications
may contribute towards improved maternal and newborn health and should be considered by policy makers in
resource-limited settings.
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Background
With more than 600 million mobile phone users in
Africa, applying mobile phones in healthcare, mHealth,
is increasingly prioritized to strengthen healthcare
systems [1,2]. Targeting mobile phone interventions
to women in low income countries is appealing owing
to the potential of empowering women to make in-
formed choices in relation to their health. The inter-
est to use mobile phones to promote reproductive
health is not yet reflected in research evidence for
effectiveness. We know of no other cluster-rando-
mized controlled trial that has assessed the use of a
mobile phone intervention to improve access to es-
sential reproductive health services in a resource-limited
setting.
Recent evidence indicates steady progress towards the

achievement of Millennium Development Goals (MDG)
4: reduce child mortality, and MDG 5: improve maternal
health. However, with approximately 270.000 maternal
and 3 million annual neonatal deaths, reduction of ma-
ternal and neonatal mortality remains a global challenge
[3,4]. Further, it is estimated that at least 2.65 million
stillbirths occur worldwide, many of them due to pre-
ventable causes related to poor maternal health and
most of these happens in low and middle-income coun-
tries [5]. Antenatal care has the potential to reduce
maternal morbidity and improve newborns’ health
[6,7]. It provides pregnant women with a broad range
of health promotion and preventive health services
and is important in identifying risk factors for adverse
pregnancy outcomes. Inadequate antenatal care is related
to poor pregnancy outcome and women who seek
antenatal care late with few visits are less likely to be
assisted during delivery by a skilled attendant [8].
With an emphasis on quality over quantity the re-
vised Focused Antenatal Care model of the World
Health Organization (WHO) recommends at least four
antenatal care visits for uncomplicated pregnancies
with the first visit starting before 16 weeks of gesta-
tion [9]. However, lack of relevant and high quality
antenatal care is a major concern for many pregnant
women in sub-Saharan Africa [10]. According to the
2012 MDG report the proportion of women attending
antenatal care four times or more by any provider
during pregnancy decreased in sub-Saharan Africa
from 50% in 1990 to 46% in 2010 [11].
This article presents results from a cluster-randomized

controlled trial aimed to evaluate the association be-
tween a mobile phone intervention named “wired
mothers” and antenatal care in Zanzibar. We assessed
the hypothesis that the Wired Mothers intervention can
increase antenatal care attendance as well as improve
content and timing of antenatal care services provided
to individual women.
Methods
Wired mothers is a pragmatic cluster-randomised con-
trolled trial with the primary healthcare facility as the unit
of randomisation. The study took place from March 2009
to March 2010 in Zanzibar, United Republic of Tanzania.
The study design and intervention have previously been
described in detail [12]. The national ethical committee,
Research Council of Zanzibar, approved the study proto-
col on 27th January 2009 with reference number 23. The
nature and purposes of the study was summarized in a
consent form in the local language Swahili that was pre-
sented to all women eligible for inclusion in the study. All
participating women provided informed consent either by
signature or fingerprint. Women were free to drop up of
the study at any time without a change in the quality of
care provided to them.

Setting
Zanzibar is a semi-autonomous part of the United
Republic of Tanzania and consists of numerous small
islands and two large ones. The wired mothers study
took place on the island of Unguja. The island has six
districts with 80 healthcare facilities. Of the six districts,
two are urban and four rural.

Participants
As this is a cluster design, eligibility criteria apply to
both the primary healthcare facility and individual levels
of analysis. In each district, the four primary healthcare
facilities with highest level of antenatal care attendance
in the preceding year and staffed with at least one
midwife were included. At individual level, the study
included 2550 women distributed in the 24 primary
healthcare facilities (Figure 1). Women who attended
antenatal care at selected healthcare facilities, were
included on their first antenatal care visit and followed
until 42 days after delivery. Women were eligible for
study participation irrespective of their mobile phone
ownership and literacy status. The terminology “wired
mothers” was used to describe women linked to the
health system by use of a mobile phone intervention
throughout their pregnancy and postpartum period.

Intervention
The wired mothers’ intervention consisted of an auto-
mated short messaging service (SMS) system providing
wired mothers with unidirectional text messaging and a
mobile phone voucher system providing the possibility of
direct two-way communication between wired mothers
and their primary health care providers. While only
women with registered phone numbers received text
messages, all women in the intervention group were given
mobile phone vouchers to contact their local primary
health care provider. The aim of the SMS component was



Figure 1 Procedures for selection of study population.
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to provide simple health education and appointment
reminders to encourage attendance at routine antenatal
care, skilled delivery attendance and postnatal care. A
wired mothers software was developed to automatically
generate and sent text messages to registered phone
numbers throughout the pregnancy until six weeks after
delivery. Based on the gestational age of the women at first
antenatal care visit the wired mothers software creates an
individual pregnancy time schedule. A welcome message
was send at registration regardless of gestational age.
Hereafter the content of messages varied depending on
individual gestational age. The frequency was two mes-
sages per month before gestational week 36 and inten-
sified till two per week from gestational week 36. The
information required for the SMS software, gestational
age, date and mobile phone number, was gathered during
the first antenatal care visit and entered into the web
based system. The registered phone numbers were either
the women’s own phone or an access phone number of a
relative who could relay the text messages. If the women
could not provide a phone number she benefitted only
from the mobile phone voucher component. The content
of the messages were developed by a team of international
researchers and local partners from the Ministry of Health
in Zanzibar. Message content was standardised with
neutral phrasing and provided as simple text in the local
language of Swahili. In addition, primary health care
facilities randomised for intervention and hospitals were
provided with a mobile phone to improve timely referrals
between different levels of the health system and to enable
health workers in the periphery of the health system to
consult patients with higher levels of care. To further
improve access to emergency obstetric care, communica-
tion and referral links wired mothers were given a phone
voucher with modest credit and a card with the phone
number of her local primary health care provider allowing
all wired mothers to communicate directly with primary
health care providers.

Outcomes
We evaluated the effect of a mobile phone intervention
on two different outcomes. The present paper is con-
cerned with antenatal care whereas another manuscript
is concerned with skilled delivery attendance [12]. The
primary outcome measure for antenatal care was the
number of women receiving four or more antenatal care
visits, and secondary outcome measures were quality of
care indicators reflecting content and timing of antenatal
care services according to the recommended antenatal
care package for pregnant women in Zanzibar (Table 1),
specifically: number of women receiving anti-tetanus
vaccinations, preventive treatment for malaria, gestational
age at last antenatal care visit, antepartum referrals
and the timing of the mentioned services in gestational
age [13].

Sample size calculation
Power calculations were made on the outcomes skilled
birth attendance and antenatal care attendance and did
not take into account the clustering effect. We started



Table 1 Recommended timing and content of antenatal visits

First visit Second visit Third visit Fourth visit

<16 weeks 20–24 weeks 28–32 weeks 36–40 weeks

Goal Confirm pregnancy and
expected date of delivery

Assess maternal and fetal
well-being

Assess maternal and fetal
well-being

Assess maternal and
fetal well-being

Classify women for basic ANC
or more specialized care

Exclude PIH and anaemia Exclude PIH and anaemia
and multiple pregnancies

Exclude PIH, anaemia,
multiple pregnancies
and malpresentation

Screen, treat and give
preventive measures

Give preventive measures Give preventive measures Give preventive measures

Develop a birth and
emergency plan

Review and modify birth
and emergency plan

Review and modify birth
and emergency plan

Review and modify birth
and emergency plan

Advice and counsel Advice and counsel Advice and counsel Advice and counsel

Screening and test Blood pressure Blood pressure Blood pressure Blood pressure

Haemoglobin Haemoglobin Haemoglobin Haemoglobin

Protenuria* Protenuria* Protenuria* Protenuria*

Bacteriuria** Bacteriuria** Bacteriuria** Bacteriuria**

HIV

Syphilis

Blood/Rh group**

Preventive measures Tetanus toxoid*** Tetanus toxoid***

Iron and folate Iron and folate Iron and folate Iron and folate

IPTp**** IPTp****

ARV if eligible ARV if eligible ARV if eligible

*Only nulliparous women, women with previous pre-eclampsia and women with diastolic blood pressure above 90. **Additional intervention for use in referral centres
but not recommended as routine for resource-limited settings. *** TT1 at first antenatal care visit, TT2 at least four weeks after, TT3 at least six months later, TT4 at least
1 year later, TT5 at least one year later. Five doses are considered to give protection during the rest of the childbearing years. ****1st dose gestational week 16–28,
2nd dose gestational week 28–40. There should be at least four weeks between doses. ANC = antenatal care, PIH = Pregnancy Induced Hypertension, IPTp = Intermittent
Preventive Treatment in pregnancy.
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by enrolling antenatal care attendees during a three
months period. According to the health management
information system records from the previous year we
could expect 1,400 women in the intervention group
and 1,100 (80%) was estimated to complete a follow up
interview 42 days postpartum whereas 1,720 women
would be enrolled as non-wired mothers (control group)
and an estimated 1,375 (80%) would be followed until 42
days post partum. To estimate whether this sample size
was sufficient for detection of public health relevant ef-
fects of the intervention, we used data from the Tanzanian
Demographic Health Survey (DHS 2005). With a 95%
probability and a power of 90% 590 women (295 in each
group) were necessary for showing an increase of a rele-
vant size (10% increase in the number of women receiving
four or more antenatal care visits). Hence, according to
our power calculations, our proposed sample size was
sufficient to document an effect of our intervention.

Randomisation and masking
Primary healthcare facilities, stratified by district, were
assigned by simple random allocation to either the
mobile phone intervention or control group. Neither study
participants nor clinic staff were masked because of the
nature of the intervention requiring overt participation.
Analysis accounted for within-cluster correlation of women
cared for at the same facility. The average cluster size was
106 women: with a range of 26 to 146.

Procedures and data collection
All enrolled women were offered standard maternal health
services consisting of at least four antenatal care visits,
skilled attendance at delivery and a postnatal visit within
the first 48 hours for deliveries taking place outside health
facilities [13]. Optimal conditions for provision of quality
care in both intervention and control sites were ensured
with the distribution of essential drugs for provision of
antenatal care, electronic blood pressure meters, weighing
scales, hemocues for measuring hemoglobin and urinalysis
sticks. The selected primary health care facility staff also
functioned as research assistants. Research assistants in
intervention facilities received training on the mobile
phone intervention. Each district was assigned a super-
visor who visited all facilities once a week during the study
period for quality control. Supervisors reported any en-
countered problems to the research team.



Table 2 Baseline characteristics of the study population.
Values are numbers (%)

Variable Intervention Control

Health facilities

No 12 12

Participants

No of women 1311 1239

Age

<19 107/1258 (9%) 118/1197 (10%)

20–24 310/1258 (25%) 307/1197 (26%)

25–29 371/1258 (29%) 309/1197 (26%)

30–34 248/1258 (20%) 259/1197 (22%)

35+ 222/1258 (18%) 204/1197 (17%)

Literacy

Can read very well 3601298 (28%) 384/1221 (31%)

Can read well 447/1298 (34%) 363/1221 (30%)

Can read some 178/1298 (14%) 174/1221 (14%)

Can read little 86/1298 (7%) 88/1221 (7%)

Cannot read 227/1298 (18%) 212/1221 (17%)

Education

No 204/1278 (16%) 220/1200 (18%)

Primary 464/1278 (36%) 440/1200 (37%)

Secondary and above 569/1278 (45%) 503/1200 (42%)

Other 41/1278 (3%) 37/1200 (3%)

Mobile phone status

Owns 494/1307 (38%) 439/1235 (36%)

Does not own 813/1307 (62%) 796/1235 (65%)

Residence status

Rural 743/1311 (57%) 730/1239 (59%)

Urban 568/1311 (43%) 509/1239 (41%)

Parity

Nullipara 264/1290 (21%) 233/1201 (19%)

1–2 428/1290 (33%) 356/1201 (30%)

3–4 292/1290 (23%) 297/1201 (25%)

5+ 306/1290 (24%) 315/1201 (26%)

Gestational age at first
antenatal care visit

<16 256/1310 (20%) 329/1233 (27%)

17–26 930/1310 (71%) 814/1233 (66%)

27–35 121/1310 (9%) 87/1233 (7%)

36+ 3/1310 (0%) 3/1233 (0%)

Complication last pregnancy
according to mother

Yes 89/1271 (7%) 122/1271 (11%)

No 918/1271 (72%) 811/1271 (70%)

Nullipara 264/1271 (21%) 233/1271 (20%)
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Demographic and covariate information were recorded
with structured questionnaires at inclusion and six weeks
after delivery. In between, all contacts with the health
system were recorded at antenatal care, delivery and post-
natal care visits. All enrolled women received an individ-
ual identity number and card. If the women did not return
for the end-of-study interview the research assistant
contacted them either by phone or directly. Radio an-
nouncements were also used to request women to provide
the end-of-study interview. Double entry of data was
performed in Epidata and transferred and validated in
SPSS (version 20).

Statistical analysis
Analyses were performed according to the intention-to-
treat principle, and all available data were included in
the analysis. Double entry of data was performed in
Epidata and transferred and validated in SPSS (version 20)
where all statistical analysis were conducted. The primary
outcome was antenatal care attendance and logistic re-
gression analysis was performed on the binary outcome of
four or more antenatal care visits (yes or no) to assess the
impact of the intervention. Because facilities rather than
individual women were randomised, we used generalised
estimating equations to account for within-cluster correl-
ation in all statistical analysis.
The statistical model was developed initially including

all variables shown in Table 2 as explanatory variables
(including two-factor interactions) in a logistic regres-
sion analysis. The model was reduced by removing non
significant confounders using backwards elimination.
This resulted in a final model including age, literacy,
gestational age at first antenatal care visit and interven-
tion status. No interaction with intervention was identi-
fied. The logistic regression model was used to assess
the primary as well as secondary outcomes. We also
performed a Poisson loglinear analysis of continuous
antenatal care visits to assess the intervention impact with
mean number of antenatal care visits. Timing (in gesta-
tional age) of secondary outcomes was analysed using a
linaer multiple regression model.
Results were expressed as odds ratios (ORs) for pri-

mary and secondary binary outcomes and differences for
linear multiple regression with 95% confidence intervals
(95% CI). Statistical significance was defined as P < 0.05.

Results
The sociodemographic characteristics of the intervention
and control group were similar, with most women being
housewives with limited education and literacy (Table 2).
Thirty-seven percent of the women included in the study
owned a mobile phone. The remaining had various
degrees of access to mobile phones. Only 20% of the
women in the intervention group and 27% in the control
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group attended their first antenatal care visit before
gestational week 16 as recommended in national and
international guidelines. Because the recruitment to the
study was done at the first antenatal visit the timing of
this visit could not be affected by the intervention. There
was no difference between intervention and control
groups by maternal risk factor such as young/old age,
late antenatal care booking, nulliparity and previous
pregnancy complication. Table 3 shows the characteris-
tics of primary and secondary outcomes. Seven percent
of intervention women attended antenatal care only once
versus 18% of control women. Women who booked for
antenatal care after gestational week 28, women below 19
years of age and illiterate were less likely to receive four or
more antenatal care visits. Women who booked for ante-
natal care before gestational week 16, and those who were
able to read well or very well were more likely to receive
four or more antenatal care visits (data not shown).
The timing of antenatal care visits and preventive

health services were similar in both the intervention and
control groups (Table 4). Visit numbers one and two
were later than recommended while visit numbers three
and four were earlier. Tetanus vaccinations were given
Table 3 Characteristics of primary and secondary
outcomes

Intervention Control

Primary outcome

No of antenatal care visits

1 92/1311 (7%) 222/1239 (18%)

2 222/1311 (17%) 258/1239 (21%)

3 423/1311 (32%) 374/1239 (30%)

4 380/1311 (29%) 234/1239 (19%)

>5 194/1311 (15%) 151/1239 (12%)

Secondary outcomes

Tetanus vaccination
of nullipara*

TT11 223/232 (96%) 195/208 (94%)

TT22 155/232 (72%) 112/201 (56%)

Intermittent Preventive
Treatment in pregnancy

IPTp1 1191/1311 (91%) 1060/1239 (86%)

IPTp2 846/1311 (65%) 640/1239 (52%)

Gestational age at last
antenatal care visit

<16 17/1307 (1%) 44/1230 (4%)

17–26 140/1307 (11%) 254/1230 (21%)

27–35 784/1307 (60%) 684/1230 (56%)

36+ 366/1307 (28%) 248/1230 (20%)

Antepartum referral 127/1311 (10%) 57/1239 (5%)

Data are n/N (%). *N = 264 intervention and 233 control. 152 not eligible. 268
not eligible.
later than recommended while preventive treatment for
malaria was administered within the recommended
timeframe. The mean gestational age at last antenatal
care visit was higher for intervention women than for
control; both were however below the recommendation
of last visit after gestational week 36. The mean gesta-
tional age at antepartum referral was 29.47 for interven-
tion and 26.67 for control women.
More women in the intervention group (44%) received

the recommended four or more antenatal care visits
than in the control group (31%) (Table 5). The odds for
receiving four or more antenatal care visits were more
than double for women benefiting from the mobile
phone intervention (OR, 2.39; 95% CI, 1.03-5.55). There
was a trend towards favorable intervention association
across all secondary outcome measures although not
statistically significant. In the intervention group 72% of
nullipara women received two doses of tetanus vaccin-
ation versus 56% in the control group (OR, 1.62; 95% CI,
0.81-3.26) and 65% received two doses of preventive
malaria treatment versus 52% in the control group (OR,
1.97; 95% CI, 0.98-3.94). More intervention women (28%)
had their last antenatal care visit after gestational week 36
compared to control women (20%) (OR, 1.48; CI 0.89-
2.45), and 10% intervention women were referred during
the antepartum period compared to 5% control women
(OR, 1.66; 95% CI, 0.68-4.06). Overall, women in the
intervention group received 16% more antenatal care visits
than the control group. 385 women, 30%, called their
health provider. Calls were made both in case of
emergencies and for non-emergencies. The majority,
59%, of intervention women stated that receiving text
messages influenced the number of times they attended
antenatal care. In addition, 71% felt that the educational
messages helped them in various areas including learning
about danger signs in pregnancy and feeling that the
health system cared for them.

Discussion
Our findings showed that a simple mobile phone inter-
vention improved antenatal care attendance. Women in
the intervention group had more than double odds for
attending four or more antenatal care visits as recom-
mended in national and international guidelines. There
was also a trend towards favorable intervention associ-
ation across secondary outcome measures such as tet-
anus vaccination, preventive treatment for malaria,
gestational age at last antenatal care visit, and antepar-
tum referral although not statistically significant.
We used simple mobile phone technology to address

irregular attendance to essential reproductive health ser-
vices in low-income countries. Evidence of interventions
that effectively improve utilization of antenatal care ser-
vices is particularly important in sub-Saharan Africa



Table 4 Timing in gestational age of primary and secondary outcomes

Intervention
mean (+- SD)

Control
mean (+- SD)

Unadjusted difference*
(95% CI)

Adjusted difference**
(95% CI)

Primary outcome

Weeks of gestation at antenatal care visit no

1 20.71 (4.69) 20.10 (4.80) 0.68 (−0.39–1.74) 0.64 (−0.44–1.73)

2 26.13 (4·04) 25.92 (4.29) 0.20 (−0.45–0.86) 0.13 (−0.51–0.77)

3 30.27 (3·50) 30.41 (3.88) −0.32 (−1.31–0.67) −0.37 (−1.34–0.61)

4 33.39 (3·05) 32.79 (3.14) 0.21 (−0.83–1.25) 0.29 (−0.72–1.30)

5 35.45 (2·45) 34.77 (2.37) 0.53 (−0.46–1.51) 0.45 (−0.57–1.47)

Secondary outcomes

Weeks of gestation at tetatnus vaccination of nullipara***

TT1 20.28 (5.08) 19.46 (5.15) 0.90 (−0 · 39–2.18) −0.05 (−0.94–0.85)

TT2 25.53 (4.05) 25.42 (4.78) 0.07 (−1.10–1.24) −0.84 (−1.93–0.26)

Weeks of gestation at Intermittent Preventive Treatment in
pregnancy

IPTp1 23.75 (3.48) 22.93 (3.84) 0.80 (0.06−1.54) 0.83 (0.06–1.59)

IPTp2 29.33 (3.25) 28.90 (3.48) 0.59 (−0.49–1.66) 0.59 (−0.48–1.65)

Weeks of gestation at last antenatal care visit 31.81 (4.90) 30.15 (5.86) 1.41 (−0.21–3.02) 1.38 (−0.23–2.99)

Weeks of gestation at antepartum referral 29.47 (6.38) 26.67 (8.06) 2.90 (−0.58–6.38) 2.67 (−0.54–5.89)

*Adjusted for within cluster effect. **Adjusted for significant variables associated with antenatal care attendance and within cluster effect. ***N = 264 intervention and
233 control. 152 not eligible. 268 not eligible. SD Standard Deviation.
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which has the lowest antenatal care attendance com-
pared to other regions. Regular attendance to antenatal
care throughout the pregnancy is important to identify
complications of pregnancy and improve pregnancy
outcomes for mother and child [6]. In our study there
was a trend towards more antepartum referrals among
the intervention group, indicating that more women
with complications were being identified and treated.
Worldwide, fewer newborns are dying but they account
for a higher share of child deaths and estimates suggest
that 14% of all deaths amongst children under five are
Table 5 Association between mobile phone intervention and

Intervention

Primary outcome

Four or more antenatal care visits 574/1311 (44%) 3

Secondary outcomes

Tetatnus vaccination of nullipara***

TT11 223/232 (96%)

TT22 155/232 (72%)

Intermittent Preventive Treatment in pregnancy

IPTp1 1191/1311 (91%) 1

IPTp2 846/1311 (65%) 6

Gestational age 36 or more at last antenatal care visit 366/1307 (28%) 2

Antepartum referral 127/1311 (10%)

*Adjusted for within cluster effect. **Adjusted for significant variables associated with a
control. 152 not eligible. 268 not eligible.
due to preterm birth complications [3]. As there is an
association between few antenatal care visits and a sub-
sequent preterm birth, regular attendance to antenatal
care is essential to improve child survival [14].
The weak relationship between antenatal care use and

maternal and newborn survival has motivated an increased
focus on content and quality of care provided rather than
mere antenatal care attendance [15]. We therefore aimed
to assess antenatal care in a more comprehensive way
considering not only utilization but also content and
timing of interventions during pregnancy. A recent
primary and secondary outcomes

Control Unadjusted OR* (95% CI) Adjusted OR** (95% CI)

85/1239 (31%) 1.54 (0.80–2.96) 2.39 (1.03–5.55)

195/208 (94%) 1.38 (0.39–4.87) 1.58 (0.41–6.01)

112/201 (56%) 1.67 (0.84–3.33) 1.62 (0.81–3.26)

060/1239 (86%) 1.78 (0.49–6.52) 1.10 (0.35–3.43)

40/1239 (52%) 1.69 (0.82–3.48) 1.97 (0.98–3.94)

48/1230 (20%) 1.45 (0.88–2.37) 1.48 (0.89–2.45)

57/1239 (5%) 1.58 (0.61–4.09) 1.66 (0.68–4.06)

ntenatal care attendance, within cluster effect. ***N = 264 intervention and 233
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publication on quality of antenatal care in Zambia simi-
larly suggest that evaluating the level of antenatal care
provision at heath facilities is an efficient way to detect
deficiencies in quality of care [16]. Our results suggest that
mobile phone interventions can improve quality of care
by creating awareness on the demand side of service deliv-
ery. We found a trend towards more women receiving
preventive health interventions but the timing of services
was not significantly improved by the intervention. The
effectiveness of antenatal care interventions is linked to its
quality. Nyamtema et al. found that in rural Tanzania 20%
of severe maternal morbidities were attributed to sub-
standard antenatal care which indicates that a significant
proportion of adverse pregnancy outcome could be re-
duced by improving this programme [17]. Women can
receive the same content of care in a different number of
visits and more comprehensive indices are needed to
assess quality of the antenatal care provided. There are
few studies on quality of antenatal care and the existing
tools to capture dimensions of quality of antenatal care
have been developed for high-income settings and we
found them unsuitable for application in a low-income
countries context. For instance, the Content and Timing
of care in Pregnancy (CTP) tool includes routine ultra-
sound and measurement of blood glucose, services that
are neither readily available nor included in the core
antenatal care package recommended for low-income
countries [18]. There are attempts to develop tools tai-
lored for resource-limited settings but the framework
for assessment of provision of quality antenatal care in
resource limited settings remains weak [16,19].
Our findings are in line with the recent reviews

concluding that there is moderate evidence that mobile
phone text message reminders for health care appoint-
ments are more effective than no reminders and that
text messaging can result in positive health behavior
change [20-22]. In 2013 Free et. al. assessed the effect-
iveness of mobile technology interventions delivered to
health care consumers and found that text messaging
interventions increased adherence to ART and smoking
cessation and stated that high quality adequately pow-
ered trials are required to eveluate effects of objective
outcomes [20]. The most robust evidence is on the
effectiveness of Short Message Service reminders in-
creasing attendance to health care services. Two recent
reviews found that SMS reminders increase the likeli-
hood of attending clinic appointments [21,22]. These
reviews however included only a limited number of ran-
domized controlled trials and all were from high and
middle income countries. Hence, external validity for the
developing world is limited. There is an increasing num-
ber of mHealth pilot projects in low-income countries,
most of which have a disease specific focus on HIV/AIDS
[23,24]. The 2012 Lancet report of technologies for global
health identified only nine randomised controlled trials
for mHealth in low-income countries and the evidence for
effectiveness remains weak [2,23,24]. Within the use of
mobile phones to improve reproductive health studies
primarily indicate potential to expediting emergency ob-
stetric referrals and improve knowledge and awareness
[25-27]. Our study has produced evidence of increased
skilled delivery attendance amongst urban women benefit-
ing from the wired mothers intervention (OR, 5.73; 95%
CI, 1.51-21.81) [12]. Most of the women in our study felt
that the intervention influenced their health seeking
behavior and satisfaction with the service which is in line
with other studies finding mobile phone applications for
reproductive health well accepted by women and health
workers [28-30]. Further studies of interventions similar
to ours are currently taking place in Ghana, for instance,
and the evidence base is growing fast [31].
There were limitations to our study. We chose a prag-

matic approach and randomized health facilities rather
than individuals to avoid a spillover effect from the inter-
vention to the control group. Cluster design has been used
in similar antenatal care trials [9,32]. We included women
regardless of mobile phone ownership and literacy status
primarily because we did not feel it ethical to limit access
to emergency obstetric care based on mobile ownership.
In addition, there is evidence of heterogeneous mobile
phone ownership and usage patterns in sub-Saharan
Africa and we believed that the SMS content would reach
some women without own registered phone numbers
[33]. We chose to provide health workers in intervention
facilities with mobile phones to ensure equal access to
health providers. We introduced the mobile phone as a
professional working tool because we did not find it
reasonable to ask health providers to provide their tele-
phone numbers to clients and it allowed us to set up
guidelines for use such as always keeping the phone
charged and on. Our results indicate that linkages were
improved between Wired Mothers and their health
providers with almost one third of intervention women
calling their local midwife at some point in pregnancy.
The ability of pregnant women to call their local midwife
was during the trial based on a voucher system, which is
possible not perceived feasible at a larger scale than this
study. Other solutions could be considered such as using
a central toll free number, which will redirect calls to local
midwifes. The follow-up rate in our study was high which
may be attributed to the use of regular health workers as
research assistants with personal local knowledge of
included Wired Mothers. It was however demanding in
terms of supervision to ensure data quality and could
affect the quality of practices provided to women. We did
not assess health provider’s skills and knowledge and
hence cannot be sure that particularly secondary out-
comes measures were confounded by intervention sites



Lund et al. BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth 2014, 14:29 Page 9 of 10
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2393/14/29
health provider knowledge. However, health providers in
intervention facilities did not have access to the edu-
cational messages send to Wired Mothers and the study
design should protect against both confounders.
We aimed towards a frugal innovation taking advan-

tage of the ubiquity of mobile phones and the technical
solution was produced in Tanzania at low cost. Yet
future improvements should include special attention to
the illiterate, such as using voice SMS and the use of
women groups as the community entry point to reach
the most vulnerable women who do not have access to
mobile phones and do not attend antenatal care even
once. While this study demonstrates that the wired
mothers intervention can improve the number of repeat
antenatal care visits it does not, in its present form, target
the problem of late booking for antenatal care. Further re-
search should examine if inclusion into the wired mothers
software at community level will improve the number of
women attending their first antenatal care visit before
gestational week 16 as recommended by WHO. For
instance, a study from Kenya suggests that pregnancy case
finding can be performed at community level by village
elders using mobile phones [34].
The policy implication of this study is that mobile

phone interventions can improve utilization of antenatal
care services, which is essential for maternal and new-
born health. Although not statistically significant our
findings also point in the direction of mobile phone
interventions being effective in improving adherence to
antenatal care schedules and quality of care. Only nine
of 137 developing countries are likely to achieve both
the MDG 4 and 5 targets by 2015 [4]. We suggest that
mHealth applications can assist in achieving the MDG
target indicators and more importantly reduce maternal
morbidity and improve newborn survival. Policy makers
should consider using mobile phone applications to
improve attendance and quality of care of essential repro-
ductive health services. Furthermore, our study indicates
that measurement of development after the MDGs
should include use of beneficial technologies such as
mobile phones.

Conclusions
The wired mothers’ mobile phone intervention signifi-
cantly increased the proportion of women receiving the
recommended four antenatal care visits during pregnancy
and there was a trend towards more women receiving pre-
ventive health services, more women attending antenatal
care late in pregnancy and more women with antepartum
complications identified and referred. Overall there is lim-
ited evidence on the effects of mobile phone text message
reminders for appointment attendance and further high-
quality research is required to draw more robust conclu-
sions, particularly for developing countries within the field
of sexual and reproductive health. This study is a contri-
bution towards evidence-based approaches to make preg-
nancy and childbirth a safe event for both mother and
child, and towards the achievement of the MDG 5 target
indicator of antenatal care attendance.

Abbreviations
ANC: Antenatal care; IPTp: Intermittent preventive treatment in pregnancy;
MDG: Millennium development goal; PIH: Pregnancy induced hypertension;
SMS: Short messaging service; WHO: World Health Organization.

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

Authors’ contribution
All authors were involved in the development of the study design and
implementation plan. SL was the principal investigator for the study and SL
and VR are the guarantors. SL, MH, IMB, AS, KS, MHM were responsible for
implementation of the study and BBN and VR for overall supervision. SL and
VR did the quantitative analysis. SL wrote the initial draft of the paper. All
authors critically reviewed the manuscript and approved the final version.

Acknowledgements
Funding for this study was provided by The Danish International
Development Cooperation. The opinions, results, and conclusions are those
of the authors and are independent from the funding source. The research
team would like to express its deepest gratitude to Dr. Mohammed Jiddawi
and Dr. Boudewijn Peters for their continuous support and dedication to
improve maternal health in Zanzibar. We also thank all supervisors and
research assistants for their valuable work and all participating pregnant
women for their time and support.

Author details
1Department of International Health, Immunology and Microbiology,
University of Copenhagen, Blegdamsvej 3, 2200 Copenhagen, Denmark.
2Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology, Aarhus University Hospital,
Aarhus, Denmark. 3Ministry of Health, Revolutionary Government of Zanzibar,
Stonetown, Zanzibar, Tanzania. 4Department of Obstetrics and Gynaecology,
Odense University Hospital, Odense, Denmark.

Received: 8 April 2013 Accepted: 7 January 2014
Published: 17 January 2014

References
1. GSMA: African Mobile Observatory 2011. London: Groupe Spéciale Mobile

Association; 2011.
2. Howitt P, Darzi A, Yang GZ, Ashrafian H, Atun R, Barlow J, et al:

Technologies for global health. Lancet 2012, 380:507–535.
3. Liu L, Johnson HL, Cousens S, Perin J, Scott S, Lawn JE, et al: Global,

regional, and national causes of child mortality: an updated
systematic analysis for 2010 with time trends since 2000. Lancet 2012,
379:2151–2161.

4. Lozano R, Wang H, Foreman KJ, Rajaratnam JK, Naghavi M, Marcus JR, et al:
Progress towards Millennium Development Goals 4 and 5 on maternal
and child mortality: an updated systematic analysis. Lancet 2011,
378:1139–1165.

5. Lawn JE, Blencowe H, Pattinson R, Cousens S, Kumar R, Ibiebele I, et al:
Stillbirths: Where? When? Why? How to make the data count?
Lancet 2011, 377:1448–1463.

6. Carroli G, Rooney C, Villar J: How effective is antenatal care in preventing
maternal mortality and serious morbidity? An overview of the evidence.
Paediatr Perinat Epidemiol 2001, 15(Suppl 1):1–42.

7. Campbell OM, Graham WJ: Strategies for reducing maternal mortality:
getting on with what works. Lancet 2006, 368:1284–1299.

8. Mpembeni RN, Killewo JZ, Leshabari MT, Massawe SN, Jahn A, Mushi D,
et al: Use pattern of maternal health services and determinants of skilled
care during delivery in Southern Tanzania: implications for achievement
of MDG-5 targets. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 2007, 7:29.



Lund et al. BMC Pregnancy and Childbirth 2014, 14:29 Page 10 of 10
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2393/14/29
9. Villar J, Ba'aqeel H, Piaggio G, Lumbiganon P, Miguel BJ, Farnot U, et al:
WHO antenatal care randomised trial for the evaluation of a new model
of routine antenatal care. Lancet 2001, 357:1551–1564.

10. Conrad P, De AM, Moses A, Larsson EC, Neuhann F, Muller O, et al:
Compliance with focused antenatal care services: do health workers in
rural Burkina Faso, Uganda and Tanzania perform all ANC procedures?
Trop Med Int Health 2012, 17(3):300–307.

11. UN: The Millenium Development Goals Report; 2012. http://www.un.org/
millenniumgoals/pdf/MDG%20Report%202012.pdf (accessed January 15th 2014).

12. Lund S, Hemed M, Nielsen B, Said A, Said K, Makungu M, et al: Mobile
phones as a health communication tool to improve skilled attendance
at delivery in Zanzibar: a cluster-randomised controlled trial. BJOG 2012,
119(10):1256–1264.

13. Ministry of Health: Zanzibar Reproductive and Child Health Strategy
2006-2010. Stonetown: Revolutionary Government of Zanzibar; 2006.

14. Raatikainen K, Heiskanen N, Heinonen S: Under-attending free antenatal
care is associated with adverse pregnancy outcomes. BMC Public Health
2007, 7:268.

15. WHO, UNICEF: Countdown to 2015 Decade Report (2000-2010): Taking Stock
of Maternal, Newborn and Child Survival. Geneva: World Health Organization;
2010.

16. Kyie NN, Chansa C: Gabrysch. Quality of antenatal care in Zambia: a
national assessment. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 2012, 12:151.

17. Nyamtema AS, Bartsch-de JA, Urassa DP, Hagen JP, Roosmalen JV: The
quality of antenatal care in rural Tanzania: what is behind the number of
visits? BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 2012, 12(1):70.

18. Beeckman K, Louckx F, Masuy-Stroobant G, Downe S, Putman K: The
development and application of a new tool to assess the adequacy of the
content and timing of antenatal care. BMC Health Serv Res 2011, 11:213.

19. Zanconato G, Msolomba R, Guarenti L, Franchi M: Antenatal care in
developing countries: the need for a tailored model. Semin Fetal Neonatal
Med 2006, 11(1):15–20.

20. Free C, Phillips G, Galli L, Watson L, Felix L, Edwards P, et al: The
effectiveness of mobile-Health Technology-Based Health Behaviour
Change or Disease Managenment Interventions for Health Care
consumers: A systematic Review. PLoS Med 2013, 10:1.

21. Car J, Gurol-Urganci I, De JT, Vodopivec-Jamsek V, Atun R: Mobile phone
messaging reminders for attendance at healthcare appointments.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2012, 7:CD007458.

22. Guy R, Hocking J, Wand H, Stott S, Ali H, Kaldor J: How effective are
short message service reminders at increasing clinic attendance? A
meta-analysis and systematic review. Health Serv Res 2012, 47(2):614–632.

23. Deglise C, Suggs LS, Odermatt P: SMS for disease control in developing
countries: a systematic review of mobile health applications. J Telemed
Telecare 2012, 18:273–281.

24. Deglise C, Suggs LS, Odermatt P: Short message service (SMS)
applications for disease prevention in developing countries. J Med
Internet Res 2012, 14(1):e3.

25. Tamrat T, Kachnowski S: Special Delivery: An Analysis of mHealth in
Maternal and Newborn Health Programs and Their Outcomes Around
the World. Matern Child Health J 2012, 16:1092–1101.

26. Noordam AC, Kuepper BM, Stekelenburg J, Milen A: Improvement of
maternal health services through the use of mobile phones. Trop Med Int
Health 2011, 16(5):622–626.

27. L’engle KL, Vahdat HL, Ndakidemi E, Lasway C, Zan T: Evaluating, feasibility,
reach and potential impact of a text message family planning
information service in Tanzania. Contraception 2013, 87:251-56.

28. Cormick G, Kim NA, Rodgers A, Gibbons L, Buekens PM, Belizan JM, et al:
Interest of pregnant women in the use of SMS (short message service)
text messages for the improvement of perinatal and postnatal care.
Reprod Health 2012, 9:9.

29. Jones CO, Wasunna B, Sudoi R, Githinji S, Snow RW, Zurovac D: “Even if you
know everything you can forget”: health worker perceptions of mobile
phone text-messaging to improve malaria case-management in Kenya.
PLoS One 2012, 7:e38636.

30. Jareethum R, Titapant V, Chantra T, Sommai V, Chuenwattana P, Jirawan C:
Satisfaction of healthy pregnant women receiving short message service
via mobile phone for prenatal support: a randomized controlled trial.
J Med Assoc Thai 2008, 91(4):458–463.

31. John Koku A-W, Bruce ML, James P, Stone AE, Aliya W: The architecture of
a software system for supporting community-based primary health care
with mobile technology: the Mobile Technology for Community Health
(MoTeCH) iInitiative in Ghana. Online J Public Health Inform 2012, 4:1.

32. Majoko F, Munjanja SP, Nystrom L, Mason E, Lindmark G: Randomised
controlled trial of two antenatal care models in rural Zimbabwe.
BJOG 2007, 114(7):802–811.

33. Wesolowski A, Eagle N, Noor AM, Snow RW, Buckee CO: Heterogeneous
mobile phone ownership and usage patterns in Kenya. PLoS One 2012,
7(4):e35319.

34. Gisore P, Shipala E, Otieno K, Rono B, Marete I, Tenge C, et al: Community
based weighing of newborns and use of mobile phones by village
elders in rural settings in Kenya: a decentralised approach to health
care provision. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 2012, 12:15.

doi:10.1186/1471-2393-14-29
Cite this article as: Lund et al.: Mobile phones improve antenatal care
attendance in Zanzibar: a cluster randomized controlled trial. BMC
Pregnancy and Childbirth 2014 14:29.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/MDG%20Report%202012.pdf
http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/pdf/MDG%20Report%202012.pdf

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions
	Trial registration

	Background
	Methods
	Setting
	Participants
	Intervention
	Outcomes
	Sample size calculation
	Randomisation and masking
	Procedures and data collection
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contribution
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


