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Abstract

Background: Breastfeeding is proven to have lasting health benefits for both mothers and infants; however, 6-month exclusive
breastfeeding rate remains below 20% in Thailand. Although the number of research literature and commercial apps for breastfeeding
women is significantly growing, they are country-specific and restricted to English-speaking users. There exists a major knowledge
gap on how mobile health apps could support breastfeeding in Thailand. To address these gaps, MoomMae has been developed
with the intention to support Thai women in breastfeeding outside of their homes and in keeping their feeding records.

Objective: The aim of this study was to evaluate the usability and usefulness of MoomMae, a mobile phone app designed to
support breastfeeding women.

Methods: Our study was reviewed and approved by Thailand’s National Science and Technology Development Agency (NSTDA)
ethics committee. A total of 21 breastfeeding women with at least one Android phone or tablet were recruited via convenience
and snowball sampling. The study process for each participant was as follows: the participant was requested to attend a preuse
interview and given the app to use for 4 weeks. Following this period, a postuse interview was conducted to examine the usability
and usefulness of the app. Both sessions were held individually and audiorecorded for qualitative analysis.

Results: The mean scores of usability and usefulness from the postuse survey were 4.33 (SD 0.87; range 1-5) and 4.60 (SD
0.74; range 2-5). Our qualitative analysis revealed a total of 137 feedbacks: 71 related to usability and 66 associated with usefulness.
A further sentimental analysis showed that comments on usability were generally negative (59 negative, 11 positive, and 1 neutral),
and comments on usefulness were relatively positive (56 positive, 9 negative, and 1 neutral). We discovered 26 unique design
issues and proposed recommendations for future improvement.

Conclusions: Our usability and usefulness assessment of MoomMae demonstrated that MoomMae has a great potential to be
a useful self-management tool for breastfeeding mothers in Thailand. The qualitative analysis suggested that the app is supportive
of breastfeeding on demand, but the flow and inputs of the app should be redesigned to be more intuitive. For future
implementations, the most desirable feature is a pump-reminding notification system.

(JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2018;6(1):e27) doi: 10.2196/mhealth.8337
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Introduction

Breastfeeding
Breast milk is universally recognized as the best food for
newborns. Studies have scientifically shown that breastfeeding
provides optimal nutrients for infants, strengthens their immune

system, and improves mother-and-child bonding [1,2].
Breastfeeding women also have lower risks of breast and ovarian
cancer [3]. The World Health Organization (WHO), therefore,
recommends exclusive breastfeeding for up to 6 months and
continued breastfeeding for 1 to 2 years [4]. Despite the
documented benefits, committing to breastfeeding can be
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challenging for mothers. As a result, exclusive breastfeeding
rates at the recommended 6 months are under 39% at the global
scale [5]. In Thailand, with an average of 715,000 newborns
yearly between 2010 and 2015, the initiation rates of
breastfeeding was 46% and the exclusive breastfeeding rates
up to 6 months was only 12% [5].

One leading factor for discontinuation of breastfeeding is the
discomfort to breastfeed or breast pump in the public [6,7].
Breastfeeding women described that they are judged or stopped
from breastfeeding in the public as societies expect them to do
it at home [8]. At the same time, mothers are expected to leave
home for work, do grocery shopping, and take their babies to
hospitals. Mothers often end up breastfeeding or breast pumping
in public toilets or in personal cars, and some choose to give
formula milk instead because of inconvenience [9].

Following a baby’s feeding pattern is another cumbersome task
for mothers, as the quantity, duration, and frequency of feeding
varies widely between mother-baby pairs and over time [10].
Some infants may spend 5 min on each breast and others can
take up to 30 min per breast. Keeping a feeding record,
therefore, helps mothers to learn when their child typically gets
hungry and to know if their milk supply is sufficient. Sufficient
milk supply consequently helps to build up the mothers’
confidence in their ability to breastfeed [11]. The feeding log
also helps doctors to reassure that breastfeeding is going well
and that the baby’s weight gain is on standard [12]. For instance,
feedings that last more than 40 min repeatedly might indicate
a sign of low milk supply or a baby’s wrong sucking skills.

Information Technology for Breastfeeding Women
Research has shown that technological interventions were more
effective in promoting breastfeeding when compared with
traditional face-to-face interventions [13]. These technologies
may vary in forms from message prompts [14,15], multimedia
files [16,17], computer programs [18,19], to online websites
[20-24]. In addition to this, mobile apps have become a popular
platform used to support breastfeeding [25].

In the market, there exists a number of apps for breastfeeding
mothers. Mobile apps for tracking feeding and pumping logs
are vastly available. For example, Breastfeeding Tracker
Pumping allows mothers to track the time and duration of
different types of feeding [26]. Other apps come with the
features of recording the baby’s feeds, sleep sessions, diaper
changes, and growth [27-31]. Mobile apps for finding public
breastfeeding places include MomsPumpHere, Mam Lactation,
LatchMe in the United States [32-34], FeedFinder in the United
Kingdom [35], Baby Places in Europe [36], MamaMap in
Switzerland [37], and Nursing Room SG in Singapore [38].
However, these apps are specific to areas and countries. To the
best of our knowledge, there is no such app in Thailand.
Information regarding public breastfeeding rooms in Thailand
are indexed online [39] and is shared via blogging such as Little
Panda’s Travel Diary and Khajochi Blog [40,41].

Usability of Mobile Health App
The advances in mobile technologies have made mobile phone
apps more effective to promote health behavior change [42,43].
The ubiquitous nature of mobile phones has also promised

greater patient engagement. However, its usability is often
challenged by the hardware limitations, including small screen
and limited input capabilities [44]. Studies have shown that
mobile health (mHealth) apps are not always effective, and there
is room for improvement [45,46]. New platforms should ideally
be assessed to ensure usability.

Usability evaluation is the key to enhance acceptability and can
be examined by several direct and indirect methods [47]. Two
most common direct testing methods are thinking aloud and
performance measurement. The thinking-aloud method is used
to gain insights into real feelings of the subjects by asking them
to navigate through the system and ask them to voice their
thoughts aloud. In the performance measurement method,
subjects are asked to perform a set of predefined tasks while
investigators make some quantifiable measurements—such as
completion time for each task. The performance measurement
method is suitable for analyzing the usability of two competing
approaches or designs. Indirect testing methods include
questionnaire and interview. These methods are useful to assess
parameters that are difficult to measure objectively, such as
satisfaction and frustration.

Besides the direct and indirect protocols, heuristic evaluation
has been applied to enhance user experience by identifying
usability problems of a user interface (UI) that violate the design
principles. The original heuristics was developed by Jakob
Nielsen in the 1990s [48] with 10 heuristics to evaluate UIs on
desktop devices. This set of heuristics, although widely used
today, faces challenges to evaluate other devices. The research
community has been putting efforts to modify these heuristics
to be more suitable for mobile computing. In 2006, a group of
researchers reported a new set of heuristics for mobile apps
[49], which has been used in several studies [44,50,51].

Objectives
Although the number of research literature and commercial apps
for breastfeeding women is vastly expanding, these research
and apps are restricted to English-speaking users. Existing apps
for finding public breastfeeding places are also specific to
countries. As a result, there is a concerning lack of the
knowledge on how mHealth apps could support breastfeeding
in Thailand. We address these gaps by evaluating usability and
usefulness of MoomMae, a mobile app that aims to support
women in Thailand to breastfeed comfortably in the public and
keep their feeding and pumping logs efficiently.

Methods

Recruitment
A convenience and snowball sample of 21 breastfeeding women
was enrolled in this study. Participants were approached via
recruitment posters through two channels: 12 participants were
members of a Facebook group named Nom Mae Happy
(meaning happy breast milk) and 9 participants worked at
National Science and Technology Development Agency
(NSTDA), Thailand. The posters included the app introduction,
inclusion criteria, and registration link. After registration,
participants were contacted by telephone to give a brief
introduction to the study and make an appointment for the
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subsequent interviews upon agreement with the subjects. Our
inclusion criteria were as follows: subjects must be over 20
years old, own an Android mobile phone or tablet, live in
Bangkok area, and be able to attend two 1-hour interview
sessions. Participants were excluded if they were pregnant or
were not competent to provide feedback by themselves.

Ethical Review
This study was approved by the NSTDA ethics board of
committee. The contents of participant information, informed
consent form, recruiting posters, and registration form were
reviewed. All participants provided full written informed consent
before the interview sessions.

Measurement and Analysis
Figure 1 summarizes the evaluation flow of our preuse and
postuse structured interviews. Both sessions were
audio-recorded, held individually, and led by the author who
was not involved in the design and development of the app. The
preuse sessions were held at the beginning of the 4-week trial
period. On the day, a structured interview was performed to
gather participant demographics, their current feeding options,
prior experience with mobile phones, and expectation toward
the app. After the 4-week app usage, the postuse sessions were
conducted and consisted of two parts: a survey and a structured
interview.

The postuse survey asked participants to rate usability and
usefulness of the app based on the Likert scale. Possible scores
were 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, ranging from strongly disagree to strongly
agree. Questions were adapted from a previously published
study [52]. The usability questions compose of five attributes:
learnability, efficiency, memorability, errors, and satisfaction.
The usefulness questions were based on three criteria: app
features, comfort after use, and intention to use. Results were

analyzed to report means and standard deviations (SDs) of each
component.

The postuse interviews were structurally performed and asked
participants to share their insight into the app usage. Data
collected through hand-written notes and recorded spoken
responses were qualitatively analyzed. Each response was
mapped to one app feature and labeled as positive, neutral, or
negative. Results on usability were further analyzed using
heuristic evaluation to identify design issues and to provide
design recommendation. Results on usefulness were matched
to the “Ten Steps to Successful Breastfeeding”, hereafter
referred to as “The Ten Steps” [53], to reveal our roles in
supporting breastfeeding and suggestions for future
implementation.

App Description
MoomMae is an mHealth app designed to serve as a supportive
health technology for mothers to achieve their breastfeeding
goals. The app consists of three main functions related to
breastfeeding: feeding record, pumping record, and feeding
rooms. In this study, we aim to evaluate the usability and
usefulness of these three functions. Screenshots of the three
functions in original language are available in Multimedia
Appendices 1-3.

In the “feeding record” function (Figure 2; please refer to
Multimedia Appendix 1 for the original language), mothers are
able to insert new feeding records and view the summary or
history of their logs. The main screen shows the daily and
overall statistics of the records. Users can swipe left or right to
go to the previous or the next child. Mothers can click the “save”
button at the top of the screen to make a new feeding data. The
“summary” button navigates to the summary page, which shows
the graph of the feedings in weekly or monthly mode and in
breastfeeding or bottle-feeding mode. The “history” tab leads
to the history page, which lists all feeding data.
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Figure 1. Evaluation flowchart.

Figure 2. Screenshots of the “feeding record” function. (1) The main screen of the “feeding record” function; (2) Entering a new feeding log; (3)
Summary of feeding record; (4) Feeding history. These screenshots are translated into English.
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Figure 3. Screenshots of the breast pump function. (1) The breast pump function; (2) Making a new pumping record.

The “pumping record” function (Figure 3; screenshots in original
language are available in Multimedia Appendix 2) allows
mothers to insert pumping records and see daily statistics of
their pumping records. The calendar at the top of the main screen
is there for mothers to select a date to view their records or insert
a new record. Once a date on the calendar is clicked, the daily
statistics and list table view change to display only data of the
selected date. To insert a new record, mothers can select a date

on the calendar and click the check button at the top-right corner
to go to the insert page.

The “feeding rooms” function (Figure 4; screenshots in original
language are available in Multimedia Appendix 3) allows
mothers to look for public feeding places. Mothers can click on
the tabs at the top to change between nearby or popular feeding
rooms. Once mothers click on a place on the list, the app will
navigate to the detail page of that place that shows descriptions,
facilities, routes, and photos of that room.
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Figure 4. Screenshots of the breastfeeding rooms function. (1) The breastfeeding rooms function. (2) The detail page of a breastfeeding room.

Results

Participant Characteristics
Table 1 summarizes demographic characteristics of 21
participants included in this study. The average age of the
participants was 32.67 years (range 23-41). Almost all
participants (20/21, 95%) exclusively breastfed up to 6 months.
The remainder reported to breastfeed 98% of the time: giving
formula milk a few times when her child was underweight. The
leading motivation to breastfeed was to improve immune
systems of their babies (20/21; 95%). The top three places to
breastfeed were in personal cars (17/21; 81%), sitting areas in
public places (13/21; 62%), and restaurants (13/21; 62%). Seven
participants (33%, 7/21) used to note their feeding on papers,
with one participant (s3) pointing out that it was difficult to
calculate the sum and average on a notebook. Ten participants
(48%, 10/21) had searched for a breastfeeding room by asking
the staff of the building.

App Usage
In the preuse survey, 5 participants reported to spend 1 to 3
hours a day on mobile phones, 9 spent 3 to 5 hours, and 7 spent
more than 5 hours. Participants were also asked to rate how
much the following information would assist them to achieve
their breastfeeding goals. On the scale of 1 to 5, the information
about breastfeeding rooms, feeding records, and money saved
received mean scores of 4.67 (SD 0.58; range 3-5), 4.38 (SD
0.92; range 2-5), and 4.62 (SD 0.80; range 2-5), respectively.

In the postuse survey, 16 participants (76%, 16/21) stated that
they used the app 4 to 7 days a week. The other 5 participants
(24%, 5/21) used the app 1 to 3 days a week. Only 4 participants
immediately made a record in the app after they breastfed or
breast pumped. Nine participants reported using the app during
the night after their children fell asleep, stating it was the time
they were more available. Six participants used the app in the
morning, and 2 used the app during the daytime. The most
frequently used functions for each participant were breastfeeding
record (12/21, 57%), breast pump record (8/21, 38%), and
breastfeeding room (1/21, 5%). The most satisfied functions
for each participant were breastfeeding record (7/21, 33%),
breast pump record (7/21, 33%), breastfeeding rooms (4/21,
19%), and breastfeeding summary (3/21, 14%).

Quantitative Results

Usability
Usability scores and the complete question list used in postuse
surveys are presented in Table 2. The total average score was
34.83 out of the full score of 40. Mean scores of each question
were at least 3.60, which was above the midpoint of the scale
1 to 5. Not every question was answered by all participants. For
instance, only a few participants used the app to look for public
breastfeeding room; hence, Q4 and Q6 were answered by only
12 participants. The mean score for learnability, memorability,
errors, efficiency, and satisfaction were at least 3.60 (SD 0.94),
4.76 (SD 0.54), 4.55 (SD 0.69), 4.48 (SD 0.87), and 4.33 (SD
0.73), respectively.
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Table 1. Characteristics of the study participants.

ValueCharacteristic

32.67 (4.50; 23-41)Age in years, mean (SD; range)

Education, n (%)

2 (9)≤High school diploma

10 (48)Bachelor’s degree

9 (43)Graduate degree

Employment, n (%)

10 (47)Government officer

8 (38)Housewife

1 (5)Employee

1 (5)Self-employed

1 (5)Student

Exclusive breastfeeding rates up to 6 months, n (%)

20 (95)100

1 (5)60-99

Hours of mobile phone use per day, n (%)

5 (24)1-3 hours

9 (43)3-5 hours

7 (33)>5 hours

Table 2. Quantitative results of the usability survey.

Mean (SD)bnaUsability attributeQuestion

3.81 (1.03)21Learnability1. You were able to learn and understand the app quickly when you first used it

3.60 (0.94)20Learnability2. You think the other mothers can learn and understand the app quickly.

4.76 (0.54)21Memorability3. If you were to have a period of not using the app, you think that you can easily pick it up again and
remember how to use it

4.55 (0.69)11Errors4. The app accurately shows the information of public breastfeeding rooms

4.80 (0.41)20Errors5. The app accurately shows your feeding history

4.50 (0.80)12Efficiency6. The app helps you look for breastfeeding rooms faster

4.48 (0.87)21Efficiency7. The app helps you to record your breastfeeding activities faster and more efficiently

4.33 (0.73)21Satisfaction8. Overall, you are satisfied with the app

aNumber of participants providing a response for each item.
bOut of 5. Responses for each item on a scale of 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). Some participants indicated items were “not applicable” to
their experience.

Usefulness
The results for usefulness (Table 3) were slightly higher than
the usability scores in all aspects. The total average score was
36.81. The minimum mean score was 4.33, and the maximum
mean score of 4.81. The mean score for app features, comfort
after use, and intention to use were at least 4.38 (SD 0.81), 4.33
(SD 1.02), and 4.62 (SD 0.80), respectively.

Qualitative Results

Design Issues
The postuse interviews exposed a total of 71 feedbacks on
usability. A further sentimental analysis was conducted, and
each comment was labeled as positive, neutral, or negative. The
results showed that the majority of comments were negative—59
negative, 11 positive, and 1 neutral. Of the negative reports
obtained, we revealed 26 unique design issues of the app that
could affect the efficiency of use. The problems were then
categorized by app features and mapped to one of the eight
usability heuristics for mobile devices (Table 4).
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The majority of the issues (8 out of 26) were identified to violate
the second heuristics (H2)—match between system and the real
world. The second most violated heuristics was H5 (6 issues),
describing ease of input, screen readability, and glanceability
and H6 (6 issues), describing flexibility, efficiency of use, and
personalization. Following that, two issues were related to
H8—realistic error management. The remaining four issues
were associated with H1—visibility of system status and
losability or findability of the mobile device, H3—consistency
and mapping, H4—good ergonomics and minimalist design,
and H7—aesthetic, privacy, and social conventions.

The frequency of these problems ranged from 1 to 6. The most
occurring issue (frequency=6) was related to the process of
making a new feeding record. The second most common issue
(frequency=5) was on the subject of buttons, which do not
resemble their actions. The third most expressed concerns
(frequency=4) were associated with inputs, breaking down into
inputs for volume, remark, and date. Looking at these problems,
it is apparent that the app needs to be more intuitive.

Feeding and pumping record. Breaking down into app features,
there were three design issues that appeared commonly in both
“feeding record” and “pumping record” functions. First, 4
participants struggled to enter volume in ounces in decimal
points. They felt that it was user error and they were the only
ones who encounter this problem. Second, 4 participants
mentioned their desires for writing down textual notes beyond
numerical data, such as food they had on that day. Third, 3
participants had concerns with entering multiple records at once.
Three participants stated the following:

I couldn’t enter decimal points, so I had to enter 0.5
ounces less for this time and added that extra 0.5
ounces to the next record. But, that made the data not
accurate. [s15 (participant number); age 31 years;
child 9 months]

Making records on notebooks was more convenient.
I could actually write everything I wanted to say about

this record, including what I ate on that day. [s4; age
39 years; child 4 years]

It took too long to enter a record. As a mother, I had
too many responsibilities. I got kids to look after and
housework to do. Sometimes, I couldn’t make a record
right after I fed my baby. I ended up with too many
records at the end of the day, but the app didn’t
support entering multiple records at a time. [s13; age
28 years; child 5 months]

Feeding Record

For the “feeding record” function, the majority had troubles
with knowing where to click to make new (n=6) and past (n=3)
feeding records. Another issue related to this function was the
absence of saving status after the record has been entered. On
the main screen, participants were not able to differentiate
between the following items: daily and overall statistics,
clickable button, and unclickable plain text. In the summary
page, participants experienced difficulties with reading the
graph. In the history page, participants struggled with seeking
for a particular log as all data were listed on one page without
any groupings. Four participants stated the following:

When I first entered the main screen of the feeding
function, I didn’t know where to click to make a new
record. The buttons at the top weren’t obvious
enough. [s14; age 35 years; child 5 months]

The app doesn’t allow me to enter a record for the
past dates, so my data was incomplete. [s18; age 29
years; child 10 months]

After I hit the save button, the app didn’t state if it
was successfully saved or not. The app navigated
back to the main screen, but still, I wasn’t sure if my
records have been made or not. [s6; age 32 years;
child 10 months]

The feeding history page was really long and difficult
to look for a record with a specific date. This made
it difficult to change to date and time of the record
when I needed to. [s13; age 28 years; child 5 months]

Table 3. Quantitative results of the usefulness survey.

Mean (SD)bnaQuestion

You think that the information in #1 to #4 helps you achieve in breastfeeding more:

4.57 (0.94)141. Information from searching for public breastfeeding rooms

4.59 (0.62)172. Information from recording amounts of both pumped and fed breast milk

4.38 (0.81)163. Information from recording duration of breastfeeding

4.75 (0.46)84. Information about cost you save from breastfeeding

4.33 (1.02)215. You were more comfortable to go out

4.76 (0.44)216. You were more comfortable to breast pump or breastfeed in public areas

4.62 (0.80)217. You plan to continue to use the app

4.81 (0.51)218. You plan to introduce the app to other mothers

aNumber of participants providing a response for each item.
bOut of 5. Responses for each item on a scale of 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). Some participants indicated items were “not applicable” to
their experience.
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Table 4. Usability issues resulted from interviews.

HeuristicsaFrequencyApp feature and problem

Feeding and pumping record

H2—Match between system and the real world4Inputs for volume (in ounces) do not allow decimal points

H6—Flexibility, efficiency of use, and personalization4No free-text remark for feeding and pumping logs

H6—Flexibility, efficiency of use, and personalization3Making multiple records at once is not possible

Feeding record

H2—Match between system and the real world6The process of making a new feeding record is not intuitive

H6—Flexibility, efficiency of use, and personalization3The process of making past records is not intuitive

H2—Match between system and the real world2The graph in summary page is not informative

H1—Visibility of system status and losability or findability
of the mobile device

2No status shown after saving a record

H5—Ease of input, screen readability, and glanceability2The history page is difficult to read

H5—Ease of input, screen readability and glanceability1Daily and overall statistics shown on the main screen are difficult to
differentiate

Pumping record

H2—Match between system and the real world2The process of making a new pumping record is not intuitive

H2—Match between system and the real world1Records are not listed in chronological order

Feeding rooms

H6—Flexibility, efficiency of use, and personalization2Searching for a place by its name is not possible

H8—Realistic error management2Loading takes too long

H4—Good ergonomics and minimalist design1The lists of nearby and popular places are too informative and difficult
to use

Other

H3—Consistency and mapping2Inconsistent use of word choices referring to “breast milk”

H2—Match between system and the real world5The buttons do not resemble their actions

H2—Match between system and the real world2The registration process is not convenient

H2—Match between system and the real world1Pressing the back button on the phone forces to exit the app

H2—Match between system and the real world1When entering a name, hitting enter on keyboards goes to the next
line instead of the next input

H6—Flexibility, efficiency of use, and personalization1The app forces to enter personal information in order to use other
features

H5—Ease of input, screen readability, and glanceability4Date and time inputs are difficult to use

H5—Ease of input, screen readability, and glanceability2Profile pictures are difficult to set up

H5—Ease of input, screen readability, and glanceability1The menu icon is too small

H5—Ease of input, screen readability, and glanceability1The Web page that the “breastfeeding information” function links to
is not readable on mobile phones

H8—Realistic error management3The app processes too slowly

H7—Aesthetic, privacy, and social conventions1Some pictures are stretched to fit a fixed ratio

aHeuristics identified by a number preceded by an H (ie, H1: heuristic 1, H2: heuristic 2, etc.)

Pumping Record

The “pumping record” function consisted of two usability
concerns. First, participants found the main screen difficult to
navigate, and as a result, struggled to find the right place to
click to insert a new pumping log. Second, records are sorted

by the insert time instead of the pumping time. One participant
stated the following:

When I first entered the pumping record function, I
didn’t know where to click at all. I asked my husband
to help but he couldn’t figure it out either. [s14; age
35 years; child 5 months]
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Feeding Rooms

In the “feeding rooms” function, participants experienced
difficulties when they were going to a specific place and wanted
to search in advance if there were any feeding rooms in that
place. Others responded that the listing page took too long to
load and was packed with too much information, making it
difficult to read. Two participants stated the following:

When I needed to go to a particular place, I wanted
to know if there is a feeding room there. However,
there wasn’t any search boxes to search for a place
by name. Thus, I needed to go back to Google. [s8;
age 31 years; child 2 months]

The feeding room function requires Internet. That
makes the app not so effective when searching for a
feeding room outside home. I would use my Wi-Fi at
home to look for the place, and once I was there, I
needed to ask the staff for more information. [s2; age
40 years; child 1 year 8 months]

Design Recommendation
Our heuristic evaluation revealed the insights into barriers that
prevent participants from undergoing joyful experience. A
further analysis was carried out to provide a set of design
recommendations that could be applied to similar systems and
future versions of the app. The results are categorized by
heuristics and presented in Table 5.

To improve user engagement, we recommend improving the
flexibility of the following features: feeding record, feeding
room, start-up page, and registration. For feeding record, the
app should allow users to edit time when entering data, as most
participants stated that they could not record right after feeding.
We also suggest adding an optional text field for remarks of
both feeding and pumping records. Furthermore, developers
should implement a status bar indicating the status of saving or
navigate the app to the location of the inserted record. For
feeding room, we agree with participants that, to enhance
efficiency, a search box should be added. In start-up page,
designers should avoid forcing users to enter personal
information to use other features; otherwise, a skip button should
be provided. In registration page, the “I agree to terms”
checkbox should be placed before the “register” button.

Displaying a long list of information is challenging and should
be given extra attention to. Participants experienced difficulties
in reading long lists of feeding history and feeding room
exhibited in the app. We recommend that feeding records in the
history page should be partitioned into smaller groups, ideally
by feeding date. For feeding room list, essential information
(eg, title) of each room should be enlarged and insignificant
information (eg, number of comments) could be faded out to
improve readability. Developers should also avoid loading data
at once to enhance better loading time. Other minor advices
include listing records in chronological orders and labeling all
axes on the graph.

All UI components—such as buttons, input fields, and
images—used in the app should be carefully designed. For
instance, participants had troubles interpreting the meaning of

the icons on the buttons; therefore, we encourage designers to
place text labels next to the icons or else use text labels only.
Important buttons should also be eye-catching and noticeable
at the first glance. For input fields, we promote using the
day-month-year date input for birthdays instead of the
calendar-style date input. Developers should also implement
input fields to support real-life conventions such as enabling
decimal points for inputs with ounces as unit and replacing the
“return” button on the keyboards with “next” when several fields
are required. For images, the app should not stretch them to fit
the screen width but display them in their original ratios. We
recommend to avoid placing text on images and to replace
missing ones by default pictures.

Usefulness of System Features
A total of 66 reviews on usefulness were uncovered from the
postuse interviews. The obtained comments were grouped into
56 positive and 9 negative comments. When classified by the
app features, the majority (36/66) were associated with the
“feeding record” and “pumping record” functions. The
remaining comments were expressed toward the “feeding
rooms” function (19/66) and overall usefulness of the app
(11/66).

Feeding and Pumping Records

For the “feeding record” and “pumping record” functions, there
were 36 feedbacks captured and were sentimentally classified
into 33 positive and 3 negative comments. The negative reviews
were related specifically to the graph shown in the summary
page, indicating that a more appropriate data visualization
technique could be used. From the positive reviews, we
discovered three benefits that the app provides: confidence
building, feeding-and-pumping volume control, and time
management. Participants reported that the app reduced their
burdens of both insufficient and excess milk supply. Keeping
a regular feeding and pumping records helped them estimate
their children’s milk and manage their own milk supply more
effectively. Additionally, continuation of recording helped
mothers develop a more accurate feeding schedule and,
consequently, enhanced their personal time management.
Examples of participants’ feedbacks associated with the three
themes mentioned above are illustrated in the following quotes:

The part of the app that show how much I saved was
really pleasing. I gave my child the best food possible
with the lowest price. It made me proud as a mother.
[s14; age 35 years; child 5 months]

Keeping a feeding record helps me notice the feeding
time. In the past, my mom fed my kid every time he
cried. She thought he was hungry, but that wasn’t
always the case. Now, I know his time. I won’t
overfeed him and his weight won’t exceed the
standard. [s14; age 35 years; child 5 months]

My kid was sick, and my doctor kept asking if he ate
less than he usually did. I didn’t think he could eat
less. I thought he ate normally. Now that I start using
the app, I can clearly see that his eating trend is
dropping. [s13; age 28 years; child 5 months]
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Table 5. The design recommendations.

Design recommendationHeuristicsa

Implement a status bar or navigate the app to the location of the insert-
ed record

H1—Visibility of system status and losability or findability of the mobile device

H2—Match between system and the real world • Make sure the add button is obvious and noticeable at the first
glance

• List all records by chronological order
• Enable decimal points for ounces input fields
• Make sure icons on buttons resemble their actions. Include text

on buttons if appropriate
• Specify the input method type to replace the return button on

keyboards with done or next
• Label the graph axes

Use the word “breast milk” instead of “milk” alone. If appropriate to
the context, apply it across the app

H3—Consistency and mapping

For each item on the feeding rooms list, enlarge important information
(such as title) and fade out insignificant information (such as the
comment count)

H4—Good ergonomics and minimalist design

H5—Ease of input, screen readability, and glanceability • In feeding history, group feeding records by dates and feeding
method

• Avoid putting text on images
• In profile setup page, omit the calendar input. Use regular

day/month/year date input
• Make sure important buttons are eye-catching and noticeable at

the first glance

H6—Flexibility, efficiency of use, and personalization • Add a free text field for remarks of each feeding and pumping
record

• Redesign the process of making new feeding records. Allow
users to edit time while entering data

• Add a search box at the top of the feeding room list
• Avoid forcing users to enter personal information or provide a

skip button
• Place the “I agree to terms” checkbox before the “register” button

Avoid stretching images to fit the screen size. Replace missing image
with appropriate default image

H7—Aesthetic, privacy, and social conventions

In feeding rooms list, avoid loading all information at onceH8—Realistic error management

aHeuristics identified by a number preceded by an H (ie, H1: heuristic 1, H2: heuristic 2, etc.)

Feeding Room

A total of 14 positive and 5 negative comments were expressed
toward the usefulness of the “feeding room” feature. The
negative feedbacks are related to the limited number of feeding
rooms exhibited in the app, especially to the area outside of
downtown Bangkok. Of the positive comments, participants
indicated that the information about feeding rooms made
breastfeeding in the public more effective, pleasant, and
comfortable, as illustrated in the following quotes:

Previously, I needed to carry a piece of cloth with me
everywhere to cover my breast. Now, I can look or
feeding places in advance. I can manage myself better.
I knew where and when to feed my kids. I knew what
tools and equipment to bring with me. [s20; age 33
years; child 3 months]

The app made me less worried about breastfeeding
in the public. Before I use the app, I always needed
to hide in my car. I ended up going to the same mall

again and again. It was troublesome to me and to my
family members. Now that I use the app, I have more
options. My house is really close to the Emporium
shopping mall, but I have never known that there is
a feeding room there. I don’t have to go to the same
department store again and again. [s10; age 31 years;
child 1 year]

It brings mothers to a place that everyone is so
supportive of breastfeeding. Being there, I didn’t have
to care what people would think about breastfeeding
a 4-year-old child. [s4; age 39 years; child 4 years]

Intention to Use
After all, although there exist some design issues, these problems
did not cause severe inconveniences in using the app. Both
quantitative and qualitative results reflected that participants
actually found the app acceptable and had a high intention to
continue using the app after the trial period. Moreover, they
also believed that the app would be beneficial to other mothers
in general, as illustrated in the following quotes:
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My life is easier after using the app, so I will definitely
continue using this app. [s20; age 33; child 3 months]

I will introduce this app to my friends. It really helps
mothers recording data to show doctors. [s7; age 34;
child 10 months]

Discussion

Breastfeeding women from Bangkok and the metropolitan region
were recruited to qualitatively examine the usability and
usefulness of MoomMae, a mobile phone app designed to
promote breastfeeding in Thailand. To maximize the real-life
experience, the app was installed on participants’ devices and
was given to them to use in their daily life for 4 weeks.
Individual structured interviews were conducted at the beginning
and the end of the trial period. The quantitative results showed
a high usability and usefulness score. The qualitative findings
provided the insights into usability issues and usefulness of the
app.

MoomMae’s Role in Supporting Breastfeeding
The Ten Steps to Successful Breastfeeding were developed by
WHO and Unicef as a guideline for health facilities to follow
to support mothers in breastfeeding [53]. Four of the ten steps
(#3, #5, #8, and #10) are not specific to breastfeeding in
hospitals and should be continued after discharge. Our findings
suggested that MoomMae strongly supports step 8 (encourage
breastfeeding on demand) and partly supports step 10 (foster
the establishment of breastfeeding support groups and refer
mothers to them on discharge).

Self-Efficiency
Our analysis indicates that MoomMae addresses challenges
mothers face while breastfeeding. Being a mother is difficult
and stressful because of the numerous tasks needed to be
achieved daily. MoomMae promotes self-efficiency by helping
them to keep things in shape. The numerical values derived
from feeding and pumping records help mother to learn their
babies and helps manage their schedule. The ubiquitous nature
of mobile phones also makes the app more efficient than the
notebook approach, as illustrated in the following quote:

The app was more convenient. I used to record it on
notebooks, and sometimes I was just too lazy to go
get my notebook. Using the app is different since I
always use my phone while pumping anyways. I can
just make a record after I finish pumping. [s17; age
32 years; child 3 months]

Locality and Public Awareness
The locality of MoomMae is the key to promote breastfeeding
in Thailand. MoomMae is the first mobile app that index public
breastfeeding places in the local context. We learned from the
preuse interviews that it is the most desirable function, and
mothers expected it to be the most useful feature. Although the
postuse interviews showed that only 11 (out of 21) participants
used the feature, participants did not complain about the way
the app presented information. Rather, the feedback was
regarding the lack of feeding rooms. Moreover, the Thai
language used in the app is another key factor that makes

MoomMae localized and unique to Thai users, as illustrated in
the following quote:

The app is really easy to use. I don’t find any
problems. And, everything is written in Thai, so it’s
much easier. It’s unlike those foreign apps that are
written in English. [s16; age 31 years; child 1 year 6
months]

More importantly, our analysis suggested that MoomMae has
the potential to raise public awareness toward breastfeeding.
Participants reported that the existence of the app showed them
that breastfeeding is so widespread that there is an app
developed to support it. One participant described that as more
mothers use the app to find feeding rooms, public places would
give extra attention to building breastfeeding rooms, and
consequently, the public will gradually view breastfeeding as
a norm.

Future Implementation
Postuse interviews and The Ten Steps analysis exposed
shortcomings of MoomMae that could be improved in future
versions. Participants raised the ideas of making the app send
a notification to remind them about their pumping schedules,
which supports step 5 in The Ten Steps: show mothers how to
breastfeed and how to maintain lactation even if they should be
separated from their infants. Subjects also want the app to
provide question and answer chat rooms, which is associated
with step 10: foster the establishment of breastfeeding support
groups and refer mothers to them on discharge from the hospital
or clinic. Another suggestion from participants is to include
information about how to increase or decrease their milk supply,
which matches step 5: inform all pregnant women about the
benefits and management of breastfeeding. For UI modifications,
participants suggested adding cartoon characters and using
distinct colors to contrast different functions. From the authors’
points of view, our suggestion would be enhancing the existing
strength of the app. For instance, as participants found
calculating the sum of their feeding records on the app easier,
the app can calculate these numbers and display it on the app
automatically.

Limitations
We acknowledge that it is difficult to generalize our findings
because of small sample size and nonprobability sampling
methods. However, prior usability studies have suggested that
a small number of participants, as few as 5 to 20, with similar
background show great potential for exploring a variety of
perspectives that can identify a vast amount of design problems
[54,55]. In addition, because of scheduling and transportation
constraints of breastfeeding women, it is almost impossible to
recruit probability samples. The convenience sampling is,
therefore, more feasible and used in previous literature [56-58].

Our study is also limited by the participant characteristics, which
may not reflect the whole population of Thai mothers. The
exclusive breastfeeding rates of our samples are close to 100%,
which is much higher than the rate (12%) of the majority of
Thai mothers. We initially targeted to recruit mothers with
varied breastfeeding intentions; however, we only received
registrations from mothers with high intention in breastfeeding.
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This can be explained that mothers with already high intention
to breastfeed responded to our recruit posters more quickly and
were very interested and responsive in breastfeeding-related
studies. Furthermore, our participants were slightly older than
the average Thai mothers. In 2015, the mean age of mothers of
newborns was 27.5 years [59]; however, our participants gave
birth to their current children at the average age of 31.6 years.

We understand that the interview method may not be the ideal
protocol for usability evaluation, but it was the most appropriate
method after deliberate considerations. For focus group method,
the research team thinks that breastfeeding mothers are always
busy and have varied schedule to be involved in focus groups.
The performance measurement method may not achievable as
breastfeeding mothers may need to take care of their children
while meeting the researchers, that is, some mothers bring along
their children to the research sessions. We also considered that
performing a thinking-aloud test in the field may be too noisy
and distracting. Taken together, the structured interview was
chosen to be the most appropriate method.

Conclusions
Breast milk is universally known to be optimal food for infants.
Despite this promise, persisting with breastfeeding is

challenging, and exclusive breastfeeding rates remain low in
Thailand. To the best of our knowledge, the existing research
and commercial apps are country-specific, and there exists a
major knowledge gap on how mHealth apps could support
breastfeeding in Thailand. MoomMae has therefore been
developed and evaluated to support mothers in breastfeeding
in the public and in keeping their feeding records. We recruited
21 breastfeeding mothers to participate in preuse and postuse
interviews to qualitatively evaluate usability and usefulness of
the app.

This study contributes to the growing literature demonstrating
how usability assessment of mHealth apps provides invaluable
information for iterative developments. The results suggested
that MoomMae is easy to use and has the potential to be a useful
app for breastfeeding mothers in Thailand. One of the strengths
of the app is to support breastfeeding on demand. However,
making the flow and inputs more intuitive could enhance the
user engagement. Our study also suggests several
recommendations for future implementation. Future studies
could attempt to recruit participants from a wider range of
backgrounds, and other in-depth evaluation methods could be
carried out.

Acknowledgments
The authors express their gratitude to the subjects for their participation in this study.

Conflicts of Interest
PC is the principal investigator of MoomMae project.

Multimedia Appendix 1
Screenshots of the “feeding record” function (in Thai).

[PNG File, 927KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

Multimedia Appendix 2
Screenshots of the “breast pump” function (in Thai).

[PNG File, 142KB-Multimedia Appendix 2]

Multimedia Appendix 3
Screenshots of the “feeding room” function (in Thai).

[PNG File, 886KB-Multimedia Appendix 3]

References

1. Cushing AH, Samet JM, Lambert WE, Skipper BJ, Hunt WC, Young SA, et al. Breastfeeding reduces risk of respiratory
illness in infants. Am J Epidemiol. May 1, 1998;147(9):863-870. [doi: 10.1093/oxfordjournals.aje.a009540] [Medline:
9583717]

2. Barness LA, Mauer AM, Holliday MA, Anderson AS, Dallman PR, Forbes GB, et al. Commentary on breast-feeding and
infant formulas, including proposed standards for formulas. Pediatrics. Feb 1976;57(2):278-285. [Medline: 1250665]

3. Lawrence RA. Breastfeeding: benefits, risks and alternatives. Curr Opin Obstet Gynecol. Dec 2000;12(6):519-524. [Medline:
11128416]

4. Kramer MS, Kakuma R. The optimal duration of exclusive breastfeeding: a systematic review. Adv Exp Med Biol.
2004;554:63-77. [Medline: 15384567]

5. UNICEF. New York. United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF); 2016. URL: https://www.unicef.org/publications/files/
UNICEF_SOWC_2016.pdf[WebCite Cache ID 6rpR2Pg6]

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2018 | vol. 6 | iss. 1 | e27 | p. 13http://mhealth.jmir.org/2018/1/e27/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Wang et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v6i1e27_app1.png&filename=465371b428399b997331dbf396c288bc.png
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v6i1e27_app1.png&filename=465371b428399b997331dbf396c288bc.png
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v6i1e27_app2.png&filename=2e988d260164c01585b675f5038600a7.png
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v6i1e27_app2.png&filename=2e988d260164c01585b675f5038600a7.png
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v6i1e27_app3.png&filename=11f230da83e172c94612e16356e09d42.png
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=mhealth_v6i1e27_app3.png&filename=11f230da83e172c94612e16356e09d42.png
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.aje.a009540
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9583717&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1250665&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11128416&dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15384567&dopt=Abstract
https://www.unicef.org/publications/files/UNICEF_SOWC_2016.pdf
https://www.unicef.org/publications/files/UNICEF_SOWC_2016.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpR2Pg6
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


6. Thomson G, Ebisch-Burton K, Flacking R. Shame if you do--shame if you don't: women's experiences of infant feeding.
Matern Child Nutr. Jan 2015;11(1):33-46. [doi: 10.1111/mcn.12148] [Medline: 25138617]

7. Stuebe A, Bonuck K. What predicts intent to breastfeed exclusively? Breastfeeding knowledge, attitudes, and beliefs in a
diverse urban population. Breastfeed Med. Dec 2011;6(6):413-420. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1089/bfm.2010.0088] [Medline:
21342016]

8. Grant A. “I…don’t want to see you flashing your bits around”: Exhibitionism, othering and good motherhood in perceptions
of public breastfeeding. Geoforum. May 2016;71:52-61. [doi: 10.1016/j.geoforum.2016.03.004]

9. Vaughn LM, Ireton C, Geraghty SR, Diers T, Niño V, Falciglia GA, et al. Sociocultural influences on the determinants of
breast-feeding by Latina mothers in the Cincinnati area. Fam Community Health. 2010;33(4):318-328. [doi:
10.1097/FCH.0b013e3181f3b2be] [Medline: 20736758]

10. World Health Organization. Geneva. World Health Organization; 1998. URL: http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/
43633/1/9241591544_eng.pdf[WebCite Cache ID 6rpR6Z2rL]

11. Berridge K, McFadden K, Abayomi J, Topping J. Views of breastfeeding difficulties among drop-in-clinic attendees. Matern
Child Nutr. Oct 2005;1(4):250-262. [doi: 10.1111/j.1740-8709.2005.00014.x] [Medline: 16881907]

12. Wood NK, Sanders EA, Lewis FM, Woods NF, Blackburn ST. Pilot test of a home-based program to prevent perceived
insufficient milk. Women Birth. Dec 2017;30(6):472-480. [doi: 10.1016/j.wombi.2017.04.006] [Medline: 28529088]

13. Pate B. A systematic review of the effectiveness of breastfeeding intervention delivery methods. J Obstet Gynecol Neonatal
Nurs. 2009;38(6):642-653. [doi: 10.1111/j.1552-6909.2009.01068.x] [Medline: 19930278]

14. Bonuck K, Stuebe A, Barnett J, Labbok MH, Fletcher J, Bernstein PS. Effect of primary care intervention on breastfeeding
duration and intensity. Am J Public Health. Feb 2014;104 Suppl 1:S119-S127. [doi: 10.2105/AJPH.2013.301360] [Medline:
24354834]

15. Jiang H, Li M, Wen L, Hu Q, Yang D, He G, et al. Effect of short message service on infant feeding practice: findings from
a community-based study in Shanghai, China. JAMA Pediatr. May 2014;168(5):471-478. [doi:
10.1001/jamapediatrics.2014.58] [Medline: 24639004]

16. Labarère J, Gelbert-Baudino N, Laborde L, Arragain D, Schelstraete C, François P. CD-ROM-based program for breastfeeding
mothers. Matern Child Nutr. Jul 2011;7(3):263-272. [doi: 10.1111/j.1740-8709.2009.00235.x] [Medline: 21689269]

17. Fahami F, Mohamadirizi S, Bahadoranffect P. Effect of electronic education on the awareness of women about post partum
breast feeding. Int J Pediatr. 2014;2:57-63. [doi: 10.22038/ijp.2014.2985]

18. Joshi A, Wilhelm S, Aguirre T, Trout K, Amadi C. An interactive, bilingual touch screen program to promote breastfeeding
among Hispanic rural women: usability study. JMIR Res Protoc. Nov 7, 2013;2(2):e47. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/resprot.2872] [Medline: 24200498]

19. Edwards RA, Bickmore T, Jenkins L, Foley M, Manjourides J. Use of an interactive computer agent to support breastfeeding.
Matern Child Health J. Dec 2013;17(10):1961-1968. [doi: 10.1007/s10995-013-1222-0] [Medline: 23329167]

20. Salonen AH, Kaunonen M, Astedt-Kurki P, Järvenpää AL, Tarkka MT. Development of an internet-based intervention for
parents of infants. J Adv Nurs. 2008;64(1):60-72. [doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2648.2008.04759.x]

21. Huang MZ, Kuo SC, Avery MD, Chen W, Lin KC, Gau ML. Evaluating effects of a prenatal web-based breastfeeding
education programme in Taiwan. J Clin Nurs. Aug 2007;16(8):1571-1579. [doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2702.2006.01843.x]
[Medline: 17655546]

22. Clark A, Anderson J, Adams E, Baker S, Barrett K. Assessing an infant feeding web site as a nutrition education tool for
child care providers. J Nutr Educ Behav. 2009;41(1):41-46. [doi: 10.1016/j.jneb.2007.12.007]

23. Hannula LS, Kaunonen ME, Puukka PJ. A study to promote breast feeding in the Helsinki Metropolitan area in Finland.
Midwifery. Jun 2014;30(6):696-704. [doi: 10.1016/j.midw.2013.10.005]

24. Scott BL. Aquila.usm.edu. URL: http://aquila.usm.edu/dissertations/27/[WebCite Cache ID 6rpRxFBU9]
25. García-Gómez JM, de la Torre-Díez I, Vicente J, Robles M, López-Coronado M, Rodrigues JJ. Analysis of mobile health

applications for a broad spectrum of consumers: a user experience approach. Health Informatics J. Mar 2014;20(1):74-84.
[doi: 10.1177/1460458213479598] [Medline: 24550566]

26. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.MomsPumpHere.MomsPumpHere&hl=en [accessed
2017-06-18] [WebCite Cache ID 6rpSBQTPD]

27. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.latchme.app [accessed 2017-06-18] [WebCite Cache
ID 6rpSNHDr4]

28. itunes.apple. URL: https://itunes.apple.com/us/app/mamava-lactation-suite-locator/id901989849?mt=8 [accessed 2017-06-18]
[WebCite Cache ID 6rpSYyNPb]

29. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.culturelab.feedfinder [accessed 2017-07-09] [WebCite
Cache ID 6rpSuGmql]

30. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=de.meltingelements.babyplaces[WebCite Cache ID
6rpSpc939]

31. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=ch.catatec.mamamap&hl=en [accessed 2017-06-20]
[WebCite Cache ID 6rpSvfXbb]

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2018 | vol. 6 | iss. 1 | e27 | p. 14http://mhealth.jmir.org/2018/1/e27/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Wang et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mcn.12148
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25138617&dopt=Abstract
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/21342016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/bfm.2010.0088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21342016&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2016.03.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/FCH.0b013e3181f3b2be
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20736758&dopt=Abstract
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/43633/1/9241591544_eng.pdf
http://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/10665/43633/1/9241591544_eng.pdf
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpR6Z2rL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1740-8709.2005.00014.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16881907&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wombi.2017.04.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28529088&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1552-6909.2009.01068.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19930278&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2013.301360
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24354834&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2014.58
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24639004&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1740-8709.2009.00235.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21689269&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.22038/ijp.2014.2985
http://www.researchprotocols.org/2013/2/e47/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/resprot.2872
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24200498&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10995-013-1222-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23329167&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2648.2008.04759.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2702.2006.01843.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17655546&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneb.2007.12.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.midw.2013.10.005
http://aquila.usm.edu/dissertations/27/
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpRxFBU9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1460458213479598
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24550566&dopt=Abstract
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.MomsPumpHere.MomsPumpHere&hl=en
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSBQTPD
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.latchme.app
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSNHDr4
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSNHDr4
https://itunes.apple.com/us/app/mamava-lactation-suite-locator/id901989849?mt=8
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSYyNPb
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.culturelab.feedfinder
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSuGmql
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSuGmql
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=de.meltingelements.babyplaces
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSpc939
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSpc939
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=ch.catatec.mamamap&hl=en
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpSvfXbb
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


32. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.NursingRoomSG.NursingRoomSG&hl=en [accessed
2017-06-18] [WebCite Cache ID 6rpTcf4Rk]

33. Breastfeedingthai. URL: http://www.breastfeedingthai.com/index.php?lay=show&ac=article&Id=297087 [accessed
2017-06-18] [WebCite Cache ID 6rpTrFiXd]

34. Pandatraveldiary. Apr 23, 2015. URL: https://pandatraveldiary.com/
m%E0%B8%BAom-baby-breastfeeding-nursing-room-review/ [accessed 2017-06-17] [WebCite Cache ID 6rpTsNq9q]

35. Khajochi. URL: http://www.khajochi.com/2015/10/breast-feeding-room-central-world.html [accessed 2017-07-09] [WebCite
Cache ID 6rpTwBI0t]

36. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.whisperarts.kids.breastfeeding [accessed 2017-07-09]
[WebCite Cache ID 6rpTyKsA1]

37. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=innmov.babymanager [accessed 2017-07-09] [WebCite
Cache ID 6rpU2sADq]

38. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.cg.android.babynursingrel [accessed 2017-07-09]
[WebCite Cache ID 6rpU5s9F7]

39. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=au.com.penguinapps.android.babyfeeding.client.android
[accessed 2017-07-09] [WebCite Cache ID 6rpU8QDa5]

40. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.lifenstats.cyrano.mammababy [accessed 2017-07-09]
[WebCite Cache ID 6rpUHa4dB]

41. Play.google. URL: https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.glow.android.baby [accessed 2017-06-17] [WebCite
Cache ID 6rpUMH8ty]

42. Fanning J, Mullen SP, McAuley E. Increasing physical activity with mobile devices: a meta-analysis. J Med Internet Res.
Nov 21, 2012;14(6):e161. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/jmir.2171] [Medline: 23171838]

43. McKay FH, Cheng C, Wright A, Shill J, Stephens H, Uccellini M. Evaluating mobile phone applications for health behaviour
change: a systematic review. J Telemed Telecare. Jan 2018;24(1):22-30. [doi: 10.1177/1357633X16673538] [Medline:
27760883]

44. Mirkovic J, Kaufman DR, Ruland CM. Supporting cancer patients in illness management: usability evaluation of a mobile
app. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth. Aug 13, 2014;2(3):e33. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.3359] [Medline: 25119490]

45. 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 management interventions for health care consumers: a systematic review. PLoS Med.
2013;10(1):e1001362. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1371/journal.pmed.1001362] [Medline: 23349621]

46. Sama PR, Eapen ZJ, Weinfurt KP, Shah BR, Schulman KA. An evaluation of mobile health application tools. JMIR Mhealth
Uhealth. May 1, 2014;2(2):e19. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.3088] [Medline: 25099179]

47. Daniels J, Fels S, Kushniruk A, Lim J, Ansermino JM. A framework for evaluating usability of clinical monitoring technology.
J Clin Monit Comput. Oct 2007;21(5):323-330. [doi: 10.1007/s10877-007-9091-y] [Medline: 17701381]

48. Nielsen J, Molich R. Heuristic Evaluation of User Interfaces. New York, NY, USA. ACM; 1990. Presented at: CHI '90
Proceedings of the SIGCHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems; April 1-5, 1990;249-256; Seattle,
Washington, USA. [doi: 10.1145/97243.97281]

49. Bertini E, Gabrielli S, Kimani S, Catarci T, Santucci G. Appropriating and assessing heuristics for mobile computing. New
York, NY, USA. ACM Press; 2006. Presented at: AVI '06 Proceedings of the working conference on Advanced visual
interface; May 23-26, 2006;119-126; Venezia, Italy. [doi: 10.1145/1133265.1133291]

50. Watkins I, Kules B, Yuan X, Xie B. Heuristic evaluation of healthy eating apps for older adults. J Consum Health Internet.
2014;18(2):105-127. [doi: 10.1080/15398285.2014.902267]

51. Yuan MJ, Finley GM, Long J, Mills C, Johnson RK. Evaluation of user interface and workflow design of a bedside nursing
clinical decision support system. Interact J Med Res. Jan 31, 2013;2(1):e4. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/ijmr.2402]
[Medline: 23612350]

52. Faulkner L. Beyond the five-user assumption: benefits of increased sample sizes in usability testing. Behav Res Methods
Instrum Comput. Aug 2003;35(3):379-383. [doi: 10.3758/BF03195514]

53. BinDhim NF, McGeechan K, Trevena L. Who uses smoking cessation apps? A feasibility study across three countries via
smartphones. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth. Feb 6, 2014;2(1):e4. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.2841] [Medline:
25098439]

54. Mann D, Riddell L, Lim K, Byrne LK, Nowson C, Rigo M, et al. Mobile phone app aimed at improving iron intake and
bioavailability in premenopausal women: a qualitative evaluation. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth. Sep 28, 2015;3(3):e92. [FREE
Full text] [doi: 10.2196/mhealth.4300] [Medline: 26416479]

55. Fanning J, Mackenzie M, Roberts S, Crato I, Ehlers D, McAuley E. Physical activity, mind wandering, affect, and sleep:
an ecological momentary assessment. JMIR Mhealth Uhealth. Aug 31, 2016;4(3):e104. [FREE Full text] [doi:
10.2196/mhealth.5855] [Medline: 27580673]

56. Knight BA, McIntyre HD, Hickman IJ, Noud M. Qualitative assessment of user experiences of a novel smart phone
application designed to support flexible intensive insulin therapy in type 1 diabetes. BMC Med Inform Decis Mak. Dec 15,
2016;16:119. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s12911-016-0356-6] [Medline: 27629774]

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2018 | vol. 6 | iss. 1 | e27 | p. 15http://mhealth.jmir.org/2018/1/e27/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Wang et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.NursingRoomSG.NursingRoomSG&hl=en
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpTcf4Rk
http://www.breastfeedingthai.com/index.php?lay=show&ac=article&Id=297087
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpTrFiXd
https://pandatraveldiary.com/m%E0%B8%BAom-baby-breastfeeding-nursing-room-review/
https://pandatraveldiary.com/m%E0%B8%BAom-baby-breastfeeding-nursing-room-review/
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpTsNq9q
http://www.khajochi.com/2015/10/breast-feeding-room-central-world.html
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpTwBI0t
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpTwBI0t
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.whisperarts.kids.breastfeeding
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpTyKsA1
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=innmov.babymanager
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpU2sADq
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpU2sADq
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.cg.android.babynursingrel
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpU5s9F7
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=au.com.penguinapps.android.babyfeeding.client.android
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpU8QDa5
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.lifenstats.cyrano.mammababy
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpUHa4dB
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.glow.android.baby
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpUMH8ty
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6rpUMH8ty
http://www.jmir.org/2012/6/e161/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/jmir.2171
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23171838&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1357633X16673538
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27760883&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2014/3/e33/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.3359
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25119490&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001362
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001362
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23349621&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2014/2/e19/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.3088
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25099179&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10877-007-9091-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17701381&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/97243.97281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/1133265.1133291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15398285.2014.902267
http://www.i-jmr.org/2013/1/e4/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/ijmr.2402
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23612350&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03195514
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2014/1/e4/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.2841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25098439&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2015/3/e92/
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2015/3/e92/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.4300
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26416479&dopt=Abstract
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2016/3/e104/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.5855
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27580673&dopt=Abstract
https://bmcmedinformdecismak.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12911-016-0356-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12911-016-0356-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27629774&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


57. Kushniruk AW, Patel VL, Cimino JJ. Usability testing in medical informatics: cognitive approaches to evaluation of
information systems and user interfaces. Proc AMIA Annu Fall Symp. 1997.:218-222. [FREE Full text] [Medline: 9357620]

58. World Health Organization and Joint United Nations Programme on HIV/AIDS. Protecting, promoting and supporting
breastfeeding: the special role of maternity services. Int J Gynaecol Obstet. 1990;31 Suppl 1:171-183. [doi:
10.1016/0020-7292(90)90104-S] [Medline: 1972080]

59. Social.nesdb.go.th. 2017. URL: http://social.nesdb.go.th/SocialStat/StatReport_Final.
aspx?reportid=215&template=1R2C&yeartype=M&subcatid=15 [accessed 2017-11-07] [WebCite Cache ID 6u5fEA6jM]

Abbreviations
mHealth: mobile health
NSTDA: National Science and Technology Development Agency
SD: standard deviation
UI: user interface
WHO: World Health Organization

Edited by G Eysenbach; submitted 13.07.17; peer-reviewed by L Dang, T Aguirre, C Adewole; comments to author 31.08.17; revised
version received 10.10.17; accepted 23.11.17; published 26.01.18

Please cite as:
Wang CJ, Chaovalit P, Pongnumkul S
A Breastfeed-Promoting Mobile App Intervention: Usability and Usefulness Study
JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2018;6(1):e27
URL: http://mhealth.jmir.org/2018/1/e27/
doi: 10.2196/mhealth.8337
PMID: 29374000

©Chih-Jau Wang, Pimwadee Chaovalit, Suporn Pongnumkul. Originally published in JMIR Mhealth and Uhealth
(http://mhealth.jmir.org), 26.01.2018. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR mhealth and uhealth, is properly cited. The complete bibliographic
information, a link to the original publication on http://mhealth.jmir.org/, as well as this copyright and license information must
be included.

JMIR Mhealth Uhealth 2018 | vol. 6 | iss. 1 | e27 | p. 16http://mhealth.jmir.org/2018/1/e27/
(page number not for citation purposes)

Wang et alJMIR MHEALTH AND UHEALTH

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/9357620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9357620&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0020-7292(90)90104-S
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1972080&dopt=Abstract
http://social.nesdb.go.th/SocialStat/StatReport_Final.aspx?reportid=215&template=1R2C&yeartype=M&subcatid=15
http://social.nesdb.go.th/SocialStat/StatReport_Final.aspx?reportid=215&template=1R2C&yeartype=M&subcatid=15
http://www.webcitation.org/

                                            6u5fEA6jM
http://mhealth.jmir.org/2018/1/e27/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/mhealth.8337
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29374000&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

