L)
1JOGI, Vol. 26, No. 12, pp. 66-80, Feb 2024 /{L,ju,u 1P Y olo il P F—Ae 240 (\Y 0 ylous ippuinis 9 owd © 390

L3160 V

S Lo 59 30 SG 1 Slely Jolpo Job g oyliny SOy il
5J6Tko 5

Tosljirm> Sl 5158 T GUlio Lugo w9 594 yao 50 535
oRiils  glols 5 (g )Lwyy 0aSiiils wadls 5 5o cloizl sloodisS sl 35 50 «(5y9,L Sudlags 09,5 JLobsl )
LRl 5 s (SS pgle
Ol Gy e (Sl pole oKl ( slole g (g Ly 0aSiils ( plole canss (g xS (gemasls LY
Ol el o odlal ol51 ol Risls coly axly o glole 09,5 JLobwl ¥

VECYNYN b pdy gyl VEOY/ A0 sl s g,

N>

S o8 iyl 5 Cate Sl il axils |y a5 lse wlsion g8 5 5le sl ped e o Ysho tonio
Sl s B b ol anlllas .l sads oalive w@idly, sl ladlas 5l solass o o ol Jsb p Jos
b ool (496 laasls) Glealy Ghg) 9 Slive 000 g (adsl aslo) (Sleuly Ui Jsbo o i SG 28

G5 e «28)5 ool Loy Joallygiss ol 2 a8 5Tl 5 Silatias 5550 anlllae (l )0 1515 9
Web SCopus ,cxe Sledbl slaslol ;0 VE-Y ols 15 b Sloj Codgama (g0 e oSSl g (oo yl8 00y
Physical .oISl sols olds L SID 4b; o) oSL 3 PubMed .Google Scholar .of science
Breast .Duration of labor Jabor stage Stimulation stimulation and Labor progress
olealy U2l md sb cling S5 oo iy S5 1gu)B Jolae ulS lals” 5 Labor 5 Nipple
(s obods osiungi 93 .85 plal pod pleuly by 9 Plin 0 e pgu Al p0 i g0 dlo o ) ol al> 5
5lbTLe g wols 18 oLl 0,00 ROBINS-I 5l 5 565 (6 59w ylas 1l 51 5l eolial b 1, oYlie cuaS
&b bl OIY 5,9 RevMaN lsle 5 js

plol 09,5 Ol 5T ol ubo caunils | anlllas 4 89,9 (slo,lne axdllas Vo cood il anlllas YoV 5l :baaisly
B sl aloyo Jsbo Jlosine (2al5 el aldlae poe b anolie )3 ey S'gh S0 25 o J 7S 09,8 (ol eud
anlllas Y) Gleols pgd alyo g (O<e/+ =V ¢ =YIEY B VIV A0 licabsl alold ¢ ~Y/FF 0 Sils gl calllas
Dg0dds P/« ) e NYIAY B -Y/EY /A0 ylicabsl alold « —AIVY o Silee Sglis

el sleuly Jolhe Job ials cely wilsiy csl (San aldloe pas b avslie o ol G0 ax 5116 S A
eSS b i Sldlas alonil 4y L5 o] 5l ool & dogs (slp i) opl j0 Dldllas (o5 Sgome 4 dxg5 b
|

1Sig S Gy £ FAYVVEEFAS opali o)l ol oodlal of5T olKzils coly amly sooljipm oy 150 10lile Jotumo oudum 93 *

Hassanzadehr8@gmail.com



Shsly Jolpe Job o ol SO x5 1 ¢

S0 432 e g odbw Jlen (Lhgy a5 ey SO o0
Opos9e Sileslil by cul (See (1) a2l
ool b5 gt el dgne 03f 5l (g oS
4 e Algi o D93 Al 4y 4T Ogd (ge>, OloL]
Sly Conl 5Sen (14 A) 33,5 1) Job rals
o> Lol sl jo rwgi ST sl SRl
b @l g anils Sojeled Sl iy a5 sl
soled Jg bl adls coul (Sen 5 jome Jlews g
2 Fse by, Slsreds Gl S 5l Coles o (568
laaidl 5 3, 929 pd S Job 5 plealy S

(Ve Q) wil o SogS Sladllas 4y bgy po Cote
Oy Sl sy Olsrea VA (8 ) Sy S
Fam e el 5 g plely Gl uSog
@ azg b o gladlo o Js el ond e plal;
03y (B30l 8 4 9 1> sl b, 5l eslaiul g 90l
(29l Cople Cdeay Gl S 25 5l ooliiul ol

50 @2l (g il S ool (sl (2, 9 S
3 @ba)) (S o 995 00 n VAP lale &
slagleal; JysS @l by Sop2s 5l eslital
Soys Slallas F sy los,S IS 1, SYsb
b olealy 5l 8 g (g3luoslel (gl by
Ogeicnn S dslllas (VY Q) Sl ool ool 5
Se S Job 0 ol gl (VA ) Kes
tZF B s (oopw g onST ol (Ol

(V) b oo il
OIS bl 5 Soleis (550 adlllae S5 50
as f.J Pgw 4\.l.>).c Jl:.% o)b‘ FUERWAPSIRY UL...A jo
s aST ol gl s 5l eslizl o)1 el 51 S
amlie )3 lasly 5l dwr S5 P9 Rl 4 yamie wan
b ooal s (YY) 55,5 oo alo sl (gLl oy |
9 ol sl pd Jolie (s (GVsb (B)le @ axg
e SOz e Ol uioren 5 (VY Y )) 0l5e8
28,5 ool Slallas 31 53has3 53 e Jolye Job
Loy Alllae sl 43 S5 plowl aige ol o sl
Il s Ban b ol 5l 5 Sl

4

doddlo

Rl 4 i ol (S el Ul ot (SYsbo
Sogbar 93,5 olig 5 6ok sllal slaaly
b oy oy ood Vs cu oad ool s
ey Sl o s b e Jlesd
ol g ey 5l 5 e piegail (eguialgy o8
2 S 4l eizres Cewl ol jen dade STa]
e R R T PREE S
45l ey dide 50 S L YT e lolie
et 30 A ) e Allidly LSS 4y b 5 o
4 e ol pad (GYsb (nl pedle (V) Wil
Sl e () 855 30 e olatly il
odguze )3 1) ol woys Cutlagy Sl lejle
9o Gyl Oliee 1) WS (o0 aogs 7V -V D A
il 3 ol 5 42235 laans Job 55 A
(F) el oass )155 75N e (I YYA Jlo yo
W olealy b aglie o plaaly (3554095 £9,0
ol g g ol ln e sladely el wad
) 3580 S Slealy 42 g (b Olealy (LS
(S ol Gl ln plaly W 50
sl gsls Sl e ol ol 5 sy
Slr @l ssba Lnadllagy 5 (s oS
wigd oo oolital lasl; Eard 5 (S (s jhsoole]
w2lse iz g yole (gl Wilgs o Ll 5l eolanal Lol
OlFse Beds oyl b oax ST sl asly Jlisa
olss (A=) Wil JBlas o 1) lagyls opl 5)lse
L oo Ysb sl a5 Uy a5 cwl ool ool
» 9 ol G Ol A ) g ST
Olealy e SYsb plaly S Jlisay &5 590
oladly @ls gt @V Gl Wil xnb
AOY) ails asy py wuls S)bg b

Sl slag)ls (2)lse 5l oy blE 4 o)k (b s
sty <del (plaslis by 355 9, » ol
slaghy, (V-10) wsee w5 1) (ag)lons
b (Sigm ob (plS slag)ls wle ng)lo e
ly by S8 wiile (Sl oy, 9 s5led
OFA Q) wlazs 515 oslitd o 50 lesl (sl



oad Sbl Slilas 3 GFanses, s S sba,

b BSS i a5 Wog o (Sal> Loyl ol
039 +F olus b yeS Olic oped Slaw oled

9 (adgl welo) Slealy J=lpe Jsb p plins S o0
Al plil (a5l slasely) Glaly oy 9 Plias 0503

JLIT IS
ool p bl 5 Soletass 90 addllas (pl
alllae ol 3o (YF) 28,5 bl Loy Jall 5o
ol gpmgp o CRD42023443418 o5 L a5
oas Bolai b sl olesT,lS pled ] oas

-6 kows ddile wazils 0,5 YO -FO- e o i
3oolatul b YU Hhs L Sl 5 glacs) slo
YA 5o olealy 9y8 sl (25 b aleend )l
s ol oals o)1y Sladlas o aslllas 31 24,5 sl lxs
olpgl 45550 59 p caddllas 5l 295 a4 e bles
g lon aile (B an uwYsp wib) bl

Ol 4ol jaie g2Sae g JyUS 09,8 Lol e
wdllas 45 99,9 slojlne Gl)> 5 g yl8 5 (S
5 (V) il J 08 09,8 a5 Slllas ol o) p
shlo Jhsn bbb ol sy 2 & Sl b
3,lg (V) Wivgs oo plosil ylesly Sl gunlSS il

230is andllae oyl

Dgs (6,9,b S sl ylo o adili g glais;
ol Cye ).,JLJLA g Silodnws H9p0 ol o
SCOPUS e Sledlbl (slaolol olas e Ylie
ob; o, oKL g PubMed 3 Web of science
s Nipple Breast Stimulation ..l gols
S0 Jolis el Jolee oS wlals 5 Labor
lealy Jolie red Jobo gl S8 S 20 (liny
oy0d pges a0 o pod Al e ol al> e
W8S 18 s Syse lealy g, 9 plie
g Sl 0g>g dslllas ol o Lal Jle Coogase

D92 35 T 4 pol adllae o Lll Sl gl las

Jolse g o8 (Shol LIk b s 'es,0
s

Ol S bl S5 a3 e

alslas pas b g ;500 Ol b gy ST S
Olaly pow 5 pod oJsl oo Job adsl slavaly
Oy 9 Plie oy Jold agl Gladaly 9 wog
g ol

ol yai o _dola il sl slosl, 5 slalllas g5
St Sldllae 5 08 09,5 L

[E o RS AW ul.?u)‘ Y le é-“-'-“ RUER W 3T
L B TS L
w‘ ol 00)51 \ Jgd.?- )Q PUbMEd

PubMed Sledbl oSl sl @y &5 il diges - Jgao>

(nipple[MeSH Terms] OR "breast stimulation”[Title/Abstract] OR "nipple stimulation"[Title/Abstract] OR
"Physical Stimulation"[Title/Abstract])) OR (breastiMeSH Terms])) AND ("birth mode "[Title/Abstract] OR
"delivery mode "[Title/Abstract] OR cesarean[Title/Abstract] OR "cesarean section"[Title/Abstract] OR
"C/S"[Title/Abstract] OR "NVD"[Title/Abstract] OR "normal vaginal delivery"[Title/Abstract] OR "vaginal
delivery"[Title/Abstract] OR "cesarean surgery"[Title/Abstract] OR "labour duration”[Title/Abstract] OR
"labour progress"[Title/Abstract])) AND (((childbirth[MeSH Terms]) OR (parturition[MeSH Terms])) OR
(labour[Title/Abstract] OR labor[Title/Abstract] OR birth[Title/Abstract] OR childbirth[Title/Abstract] OR
delivery[Title/Abstract] OR pregnancy[Title/Abstract] OR "labor Stage"OR "first stage"[Title/Abstract] OR
"second stage"[Title/Abstract]))

pom o8 b Bl 4 Djge 0 9 0D >
’al) :Jelis Oladlas slwosls C‘)M‘ W r:l:)u‘ 0 9lice
7 sl (2lesL 58 S el Jlo osinsi

JoB o b oS (lgre s &jg0a; o gl 9
Sl oS Ve 5 ws,S sy |y 0nd by oYl

Con Gkl Vlie og bl d Sl Sl 5l esin g

4

¢

Ol g Wigyghe o (50 50


https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/prospero/#recordDetails

Shsly Jolpe Job o ol SO x5 1 ¢

5 drwg diog bl ganas o) GRADE
Fa aled (g, cpl Bb a5 ol bl (oles)
el ol (LB g ol davgte Vb CodeS L s
RevMan l5sle 5,0 5Jblke (YY) Sigdso (gan

s bl O 55,9)

baisly
SOl glacsls ol 3,k 5l dlie YoV S slaws
SID .(\\v=slaw) Google scholar L
Web of Science «(¥f=slas) P (VA=sluw)
ol 5l s cdl (Pa=slass) SCOPUS o (YY=slaxs)
5 A B> g 5,0 Jdoas allae YO llie oloss
J e g 008 lgie (o Gk 5l Alie YYY
wasls |y Laylys gl sla e allie VY .ias JUye
alslae plol g J,S 09,8 il Jdoas allie ¥ L
Py Nad Bds sy lh Gl o) s
O JSs) was yols adlhe ojlg alie Ve Cules

29 Jewe jobar odrins 50 bwg il S0l
r Sy S Gleal, amls”
(Y0) ¢85 plowl " Silasmns

by Jite jsbas ooty 39 by pTpm s
55 s sly S 6 S5m S ) 5] oslic
sl ol 5 Glllas jo bl 555 9 JelSL
Log (Y9) JysS 09,5 L oolpar oo Solay b
e Slllas ;o ROBINS-I 5l 51 eolaal
o b boglas wa a>pe 0 W3S (om)n (T0)
S5 Ll S| iy Dyge 0 g ol el Gaudad
D plsl o jslive poas

OaSS Slnl 5l eolanwl cleds diwgn sladsly (ol
ooliiwl 780 ylisell alols L (MD) .Sl D5
S ol 2 R TE
S5eal Sgo 50 5 ad bl T L SeSeal a
Fixed effect sl-4 Random Effect joo L
Sl sl eolatul b oveled coaS oLl ol eolail

osls saolly 5l oads plulid slas )68,
3 (¥ + V=slass) S0 5] L o B Yl
:;) Web of science «(£4=slass) SCopus oad B> (5,1,55 =Yl
3 Google «(v#=slax) PubMed «(Y¥=slaxs) VB=slaxs)
(VA=slas3) SID «() \ Y=slaxs) SCholar
ool 6)i]lJ]CA_JYLM ol Bi> Yk
(Y¥Y=slas) (V7= =2l
S
=2
3,
D ot sazme il Yl
4 (+=0las5) o dazme ob3b Yo > TSR
3 (+=0laa)
B
(V=olaws) oy )15 =Ylie
Ll s Sl gl jlre lls WYl o
——» (V=slows) JyuS 09,5 (il
(\Y=olow) _
Lyl s gl GBaus oS 8 il
(V=0low) ylas 5

:'\
2 oo Axlllas 45 o 5l = Ylis
3 -
1) () - =olaws) 5JUTL jo ol o]y Y Las

Lo.m.’x Comd S wLw‘ » ).Jb.ila.n 9 S locwow 950 4 Oldllao 0959 H1050 —) S

2 Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation

0 ! Cochrane Risk of Bias tool



Moy 4idF el YoV b VAAF gla Lo alols
sl 00 00)5—‘ Y Jsu\:> B Sldlas d.ul.u ‘;).'5

ool g5 5l asdllas ¥ Lolis a5 clalllas ol

CEY YY) S 0,8 b olyam oad dola il

aa (YAXN) oyl (FY XY YA ol (sloygis

S Lodimmw )90 axfllo 4 ouls 0,19 Wldlhae Wlasico -Y J,A—?

J;u /JLA /o_\.;...u.ljj
o aalllae cloog 5 Liged o2 aslllas g5
& sloog,5 95 o> &y llas e et
05,5 55 @l e S| el
3 i 6l sire gy al>loe YA-YA aise o ol 5ol :alslos o5 ) S FY 5 Llalst
e Bl 5l Jg w0 JyS 09,8 595 el S5 59y 0 (Jlgte 59, T Doy S5 09,5 VY b oad e ol )Sen
& -0
5 Sy Jolpe Do Jsb ol Jre 52 90 595 5 Ol lews 50 pom 9 Ul Ol S eg 8 0H Y
035 93 o Slaly slavsly plo e 50 gy b ploml i 7S 0 S A 0gS y3 i Ve
ROWIRY S99 sjlo@;.a A
Y el pu 5o ol S 5lole 1S 09,5 JETRTAR
00 A5 51 (6,10 gire IS Olesly Jgl o Jled 516 )0 ai s Sg S5z 1,45 O L
. C e : c . " 9 tin
Jsb g oSt 4l Qi a8 Cad QLASTI L ) S0 575 193 098 Oles b o ded A iSan
035 4 a2 Oleal £58 9 el Do 4280 Y-V Cudaty cesles 5 S5 158 O J5S egS ~ (v;)(v YH)
Cubls S99 ax)las ul.o.:‘) 09y LgLaCA.fﬁ').n Qéli)o JJ....S ajjf Lng;;.,ﬁl;a gy g
el Ol o (s
Ve ol Ky Se Ky o0 ¢ alilas 09,8
~ Sl SO0 eew ol 4880 O g addo a5 7.
o yoi 5§l Joisins g ylel B O T O T AR S = , .
D . L &9r% sy slp Ua! 423510 5 (oo S5 09,5 a8 Ve b ad JESLEREIT
99 Oom Olealy JWb 5B Se 5 Slany . - e
. alae o5 Sz ol LSS 5 e, Slobil g9, pas Ol JrS eg S (UAPKCSRRY
Sl 397 °9 oo c s
SLoLEl g9,0 pae &9 5o JrS 09,5y Y
FIESRV fsd.s LJ):..S 05;
. . . ) . - . EN TSIty
hay 097 ad9> pd £yt AL 5e) )0 el 12T iy Sy 2 salS e 098 SURR o
Lo i ) L odds Bolaj S g e
39 O Jol 4o 15T 0505 5 Glesls Slesly oley b Fe atan sgus 5 Ol Sy 1,a5 O s ol PR
. .. e . ¢ ¢ .. °9r 2o
Bl 3929 (5,8 Fre D9l 05 ) alslae pas i S 09,5 JysS 09,8 jo 1,050
Jrs
Celos o 52 iy S 5lule 155 05,5 TR
b oyl go |y 4888 F-0 Sowa LSS ~
' OU 90 P Sl A ? RO S i 1Y el eyl
ol Al Job 5 i o pei Sk 5 obeel obej . e
_ . . . B _ Ol odls  Bolas A e 5 Jpwed
09,5 4w it Sl po 5 P9 o R Cewd QLKL o) S50 190 098 o . &S5
N p?)u_(%):u:)m\r* 05;la'al).o& X))
Ly 29 (5,ld g iglas 42,85 Y-V Sowds celuw _
- ey LETHSE s
Oledly 39y socadlye Sl s 1S 09,5 .
alsloe g
el 0
el @ ol 90 12 Slwle :alSloe 09,5 B
dblss 09,8 5 pycemy Skl 3o St 52 25 7 el leslls
B ) b o Cele G Soedy 4ads V0 plaS o AR o
IS 09,5 5l S 6l s ysboas A : A Lo sl olas . e 5 gl
. el ¥ (559, Loz Ol Sy pa5 Ve e - !
0355 35 1 s Al yo Jsbo S5 s ' o ) 7 0355 L ol yan (Y2) (VAAY)
. ) . éo}:exdgd\:‘ay‘b‘u‘au:kbﬁog; JraS 09,8 o Ne
sl (gl sine oyl glis ] ] Jys
Ol 3,55
) . .. . . . - A YA b bl
ey 9 Sl d=le Job Sl ) L 3,8 093 bawgs) Gliny Slole salslae 09 5 i o e e 9 i8S
] Ol SG o0 1,45 FA odls  Bolaj -
99 O S0 e Dol ¢ Slauly Soedy (oSl oy Loy by (giws (i ) _ (S ol RULoxy
SIS i oS Leles
il gy 08,5 Mg O ol il cloo g0 b digdo ) - (V) (01239)
oy Js
055 > Jlasls plealy s Glamoyes Lo sy 5o 5 Y Sl slale il 09 5 AN NS Y 9 S
3 i 6l se jebay alslawe 4885 \O-Y- S, 05,5 1ya5 Ve e ol Bolas o) Ken

4

¢

Ol g Wigyghe o (50 50



Sl Jolpo Job p ol S5 51 @

e S Jobo (g 092 J S 05,8
poaisSe & aniél yptal wle
loasly 5 olaly 5l an 555595
G0 e D9l 09,5 90 ;0 (g0l5e

RORARY

als-loe pase ‘_J);..S a”f

al> o Job Sloe S5 51095 9
&bos olaly £55 (Slaaly pom 9 p90
gl pgasgSe 4 anié] yguial

LIS (5l sine

O aido Ve ol Sg S0, alsloe og,5
olealy ooy b ol il aads
Voo )0 g emSTazlg Ve 1S 098
b (52 stil £ 5 SLSY Sy p e gm0
A Y g aids o asly Lo /YO Ce o
Ty e YO b digdo V-T2 et pos (10,5

SLabiil 9,5 ooy Slai 5l o9 5 g0
Jol a5 Job (eSlee 5 Slanls
Sy ecdls glo pxe Dyl glaly
Sl pom 9 pgo a0 Jsbo i 5]
Sl Dl plealy ) 5

VO aiBo V0 iy S'e S o0 alslos 09,5
oley b olslasl gg,8 5l 8 el il aads
ol
Vet ST anly Ve S e
e b g oail £955 5 Sy e oo
2 Sy hali8l g ands jo asly Joe /YO
axlg heo Fe boylad ¥ asds VO

UL:"““‘ oj)fhc‘)o.m @) x-\hH
JraS 09,5 500,834 Jrs
JERL S ]
e b @los LS i
S S i Ve o 9 Vgl
odls gdolas
Ol _ ol RULSES
Sy R AAIEARREN
g
ANYY _
. b @bl
S S0 8 FY L 3SR~
odds  Bolaj
Ol Sldes ol RULeY
05 2 o
ST Ko 505 £0 ¥V) (Y+19)
Js
Oy

) o5 g Kiew addllas ;o (TA-YY YY) Q)
@il SileysS (VN0 S 5 J s adlllas 55 4
Ol 3 addllas & Jg (Ve Q) 0 00l plonil vl
AR S B T & A /S G D IRV APVE IR S E RN ey
obb @ 1) adlas BaSces b ploes daslllas O
S S s LS e & sy sal,
SIS S Sllllas cl 5o selsy ST 515
o Ll pae cdeay Koo dllas ¥ (YA-Y- VY Q) o
TV ol a3 o aseiel s b gadge ol @
o (Oldllas den o laely des (3,155 cdeay (YY
D) s B e 5 M BT s

el 00l AN ¥ Jgaz 5 gy Ll L RS ST

s sl 5 51 lallhe (5 Spm bS ) 2
slacl Joax 51 oolatwl cdeay aslllas O ¢ Bolas
g S (s yipeels ol Jly 5 ol
O g g yoS dsdlas (YA-TY Q) wiod a8 S
30 (Ve ) o) Ken 5 wigilyn aslllas 50 4 (Y449)
shs L Bolay bl gg @ o)lil pas cldew
S (PY YY) wal as Sl o aseial
O 5 ueiysS addllae baid arass gileols
amass Glp dipw sloeSL 5l ol je a5 (1499)
30 a8 wg oad colaiwl axllas sleeg 5 a4 ol 3
o,lal pue cdedy Sladllas plo (V)) wod aid 5 L
el jh banass sleplen g9 &
GiloysS L5l VASYY Q) was a4 S Ly
Aoy sy Slllas den (lidoe ¢ FouS S

ROBINS-I (wlw! yr o1 505 s Wl 30 (g puSguw yhas ¥ Jgur

(V1)) o, 5e 5 ol ol

VoV GlySa 5 by5m

(1) o Sos 5 Llalsh

oz s o o iz > Falslos Jolse ) 56 (555

oS s oS s o s SEAEES 4 L )5 s Sy

o s oS s e NESTUPRRERIPNE N

el 5925 pac SleMbl 5925 pac SleMbl 5925 pac BRI ES VSR e I B Fp-Jec gvee

oS b o b5 oS ks 8, s 5] sloosls 3] 2 (5 55
Logie s Logie s Logie s oy (55l 55 (5 55

o s oS s o s oy 5135 9 A1 51 56 (555
Syl Syl Syl SIS Az

4



TA XYV Q) Gty oz CpmmssianST oaiS il o
P<-1-0) (VF X+

Sk 03 & B0 (55, 2 oad plxil aslllas 4w jo
2 Pl oyl xSl o gbgre glel Sl
Alae e S5 095 5 Gl Sg oS 098
A s (P<AB) (P e Q) ad bl
Sl ol (V1) JSed g oy anlllas
adllas 05,5 93 50 plin 0y0 (Sle ;5 (S )losine
(VYY) cblad 092

05,5 3 oaiiS 8,5 ¥Ae b IS bl ames
oy lid JuS 09,5 40 ouisS &S0 VPV 4 alslow
JRINYIES SN SRV ERSNNS T R g
Olealy gl o D Jobo ol el (5)lo sxe
o plodl g, s 3T s ks g sl o0
b aalio )0 Gl S5 S o5 o35S 09,5 el
Jol al> 5o e Job jlo sixe rals el alslow pae
dols ¢ VISP Sl Soli) g end slals
2 dP<ee ) s VRN B VY. A0 el
S 098 e Sl )bl wsli &S >
Jsb b 5l rgi o1 0aiiST 2850 095 5 (lims
JS) (P=+1VA) uilsi 392y oylesl Jsl Al po ke
(Y

05,5 1o oASES 5 Y8e L IS 5llle ams
oly Hlas S 09,8 40 sarsS &S L8 YYY 5 sl
JRINYIESE SN SRV ERSNNS T R g
Olealy pgd aloye Do Jobo 2alS el ()lo s
o plodl gy oo 3T gl b g ol 00
b aglie ;5 Gl S8 So,o0 7S 09,5 (bl
> e Sde Job o sxe ralS cel dslas poc
Aol ¢ SAYY Sl Sglis) o9 o Olagly pgo
3 dP<eloo) 8 AYIAY B YPY A0 el
S 098 et Sl bl wsli &5 >
Jsb b 5l rgi ST oS 2850 095 5 (limy
JS8) (P=-1F7) il 0929 leuly pgo a0 Dok
4

09,5 ;o eaisS S, VAT L LS bl mls
5T 55 9 J 05, 55 ouiiS 8,5 YAY g alsle

iy Sy 09)F A o FALSES A (Y41F)
O3 U 098 g Cews GRASII L o) o
Slllas sl o (F) Fe) axils lE alils
095 5 Ol oS 095 g0 o paSeS L
A-YY YA YA XY DY Q) wivg a3 5 15 s
20,5 Cdl e e dsdlas Y0 S 69,5
09,5 ;0 ladzloe Sldllas sl ;o 5 (FY 1Y YY)
S (FF Y VAT AY Q) oy oais pleil S
oty S Slole (T+VA) o), Kan g bl axlllas
B YA aan o Jlge 55, ¥V Soedy 59, y0 cel S
Sl Al Y- il by e )byt YA
ol Slols 505 anllas ¥ 5 (1Y) 6,8 plonl a5
oloy b o loyl YA-F+ azan 5l JlaseS oyl o e
A) 0gr 48,5 alxil 59, y0 Celw V-V Soeas olel;
sl (F412) e 5 oygm asllas ;5 (Y3 YA
TV Ggelbdls by al>ye 50 o)l U5 5o ol
2 1) 285 bl glaaly gl B sy il
b alo o 3,0 5| 5 ol Sole oo Slallas
O-Ye coliwl looygo b aado Y-V oy olel;
3o DL 5,5 oo B L 5 ol oy b sleids
LFF X oTY X)) )5 alo

2 olely pgm g pgd gl Jolpe Jobo anlllas 4w o
o9y 5SS 0g 8 b anslie jo pliy o, 09,8
5 Mgily adllas jo (YF &Fe (YY) 045 0bsS (5,0 sine
Slis lagly Jgl Ay Jsb Lais (Y+ ) ol Ko
S8l )0 (g ST AT S5 09,5 L o sime (sl
P<A0) (YY) cils dog 00,5

095 90 o ol g (VVF) ollSes 5 50>
Ol (g ST Ogri0al g Gl S Sy
g Sgll addllas o (YY F)) cilss (gl e (5Ll
S Seps o098 50 plaly g8 s VAT e
Gl Dol alslas oa 5 098 g by
adlas O o a5 Jl> 0 (V) ol lad gyl sxe
09,5 o olaily g5 Bl ylgine silel gl
09,5 b alslae (g S 09 )5 5 iy S Sy 25

\ 4

¢

Ol g Wigyghe o (50 50



Shsly Jolpe Job o ol SO x5 1 ¢

u,«...uysms‘ IXVeLY uﬁb)\b 05; )...: 9 FICERWA uj..h
¥ JS5) cuslw

Experimental Control
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

3 Sy pow al e Do Jsb Bls Glas 095 ol
095 b (sylodme gylel glis iy Soyo5 09,8

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% Cl

1.1.1 breast stimulation vs no intervention

Demirel 2015 38 066 12 6.8 198 119 17.6%
Ebrahim 2021 443 083 46 6.3 1158 40 17.5%
Suresh 2019 12,44 3456 30 1615 316 0 14.6%
Takahata 2018 1223 8.28 13 136 11.08 12 33%
Subtotal (95% Cl) 210 201 52.9%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.55; Chi*= 17.04, df= 3 (P = 0.0007); F= 82%
Test for overall effect; 2= 546 (P = 0.00001)

1.1.2 breast stimulation vs oxytocin

-3.00 [-3.37, - 2.67]
-1.87 [2.30,-1.44]
371 [5.41,-2.01]

-1.37 [19.08, 6.34]
-2.66 [-3.61, -1.70]

ol

Curtis 1999 11.8 g 20 8.4 4.1 10 6.E6% 2.90[-1.82, 7.62] —

Curtis 1999 126 47 28 129 636 20 T.0%  -0.30[-4.85, 4.25] I

Hariri 2014 148 326 GE 11.49 a7 BE  16.0% 2.81 [1.62, 4.00] —
Pirdade 2008 3.39 115 66 319 1.31 B 17.5% 0.20 [-0.22, 0.62] ™
Subtotal {95% Cl) 180 162  47.1% 1.39 [-0.63, 3.41] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 2.66; Chi*=17.9%, df= 3 (P = 0.0003), F=83%
Testfor overall effect Z=135(F =018
Total (95% CI) 390 363 100.0%  -0.78[-2.32,0.76] -q-
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.47, Chi*= 187 62 df=7 (P = 0.00001); F=96% f ; ! t f

] -10 -5 a ] 10
Test for overall effect: Z=1.00 (F=0.32) Breast stimulation contral
Testfar subgroup differences: Chi*=12.499, df=1 {(F=0.0004}, F=921%
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SO Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.2.1 breast stimulation vs no intervention

Demirel 2015 163 108 121 273 161 118 207% -11.00 [-14.47,-7.53] =

Ehrahim 2021 18.66 413 46 2455 496 40 21.2% -5.90 [7.85,-3.959]

Takahata 2019 118 179 13 153 2414 12 0.3% -35.00 [F202.70,132.70]

Subtotal (95% CI) 180 171 42.1% -8.22 [12.83, -3.62] (]
Heterogeneity: Tau*=9.09; Chi*=6.41, df=2 (P =0.04); F=69%

Test for averall effect: Z=3.50 (F=0.0008)

1.2.2 breast stimulation vs oxytocin

Curtis 1989 48 54 28 54 54 20 88% -6.00 [36.949, 24.59] I

Curtis 1999 48 24 20 12 G 10 15.8% 36.00[24.84, 47.16] -
Hariri 2015 721 2143 BE 8218 33.71 GG 16.9% -10.08 [-18.72,-0.44] -

Pirdade 2008 2443 208 BB 19.24 146 BE  19.3% 5.19[-0.94,11.32] r
Subtotal {95% CI) 180 162 57.9% 7.37 [-12.33, 27.07]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 343.48, Chi*= 39.02, df= 3 (P = 0.00001); F=92%

Testfor overall effect: Z=0.73 (F=0.46)

Total (95% CI) 360 333 100.0% 1.03 [-7.68, 9.74]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 92.25; Chi*= 75661, df= 6 (P < 0.00001); F=92% -2’00 z IDD b 160 260

Testfor overall effect: Z=0.23 (F=0.82)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*= 228, df=1 (P=013), F=56.2%

Breast stimulation control
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Breast stimulation Control

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD  Total Mean

SD Total Weight

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.3.1 breast stimulation vs no intervention

Dernirel 2015 5.3 18 121 BA 26 119 304%
Ehrahim 2021 643 1.85 46 TE 1.37 40 28.8%
Takahata 2019 4 2.9 13 314 12 13.59%
Subtotal (95% CI) 180 171 73.1%
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.50; Chi*=7.70,df=2 (P =002} F=T4%

Testfor averall effect: Z=1.90 (P = 0.06)

1.3.2 breast stimulation vs oxytocin

Curtis 1998 5.6 36 28 41 48 0 33%
Curtis 1999 6.7 5.4 20 59 29 10  B.6%
Pirdade 2008 6 377 BE 612 476 BE  17.1%
Subtotal (95% CI) 114 96 26.9%
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 052, Chi*= 251, df= 2 (P = 0.28), F= 20%

Testfor overall effect Z=036{P=072)

Total (95% Cl) 294 267 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.52;, Chi*=12.64, df= 5 {F = 0.03); F= 60%
Testfor averall effect: Z=1.78 (P = 0.08)
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*= 045, df=1 (P =050, F= 0%

-1.60 [2.18,-1.02] -
117 [1.85,-0.49] -

1.00 F0.76, 2.76] ——

0.94 [-1.91, 0.03] &>

-3.50 [-8.00, 1.00] _

080 F2.17,2.77] I B
-012[1.58,1.34] —4—

-0.30 [-1.92,1.33] -

0.76 [-1.61, 0.08] <>

10 -5 0 5 10

Breast stimulation control
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Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% ClI
1.4.1 breast stimulation vs no intervention
Demirel 2015 130 130 118 130 37% 25120146, 43088
Ebrahim 2021 45 46 40 a0 6% 2411 [1.37, 424.46]
Elliott 1584 91 1an 90 100 16.3% 1.12[0.44, 2.89] -
Modarres 2000 a7 a0 34 a0 11.3% 442115, 16.47] —
Singh 2014 42 100 T8 99 17.4% 30130, 7.38] —
Subtotal {(95% CI) 426 429 52.3% 363 [1.37,9.57] -
Total events 406 366
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.61; Chi*=9.149, df= 4 (P = 0.0E); = 56%
Test for averall effect; 7= 2.60 (P = 0.0049)
1.4.2 breast stimulation vs oxytocin
Curtis 1999 17 28 G 0 127% 3.61[1.06,1223 —
Curis 1998 18 20 a 10 549% 2.25[0.27, 184893 e e —
Hariri 2014 45 Gk 45 GBE  19.6% 1.07 [0.81, 2.29] -
Pirdade 2008 53 GE G2 B 9E6% 1.35[0.29, 6.30] —_— T
Subtotal {95% CI) 180 162 AT.7% 1.51 [0.86, 2.65] *»
Total events 144 121
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 293, df= 3 (P =040} "= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.43 (P=01%5)
Total (95% CI) 606 591 100.0% 2.39[1.33,4.28] <
Total events A50 487
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.31; Chi*f=14.25, df= 8 (P = 0.08); F= 44% IIJIJIJE 051 150 SDDI

Test for overall effect: 2= 2.93 (P = 0.003)

Test for subaroup differences: Chif= 234, df=1 (P=013), F=57.3%

Breast stimulation control
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Mean Difference Mean Difference

Test for overall effect Z=14.51 (P = 0.00001)
Testfor subaroun differences: Mot applicable
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Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI

1.5.1 breast stimulation vs no intervention

Demirel 2015 127 048 121 107 1.3 130 40.3% 2.001[1.786,2.24] —

Ehrahim 2021 1265 0.56 46 10.82 1.69 50 15.9% 1.83101.34,2.32] —
Singh 2014 608 1.29 100 349 1.08 98 31.0% 2181[1.85,2.51] —a—
Suresh 2019 1003 1.81 30 B8B83 1.4 30 B.E% 1.201[0.38, 2.02]

Subtotal (95% CI) 297 309 100.0% 1.95[1.69, 2.22] o

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; Chi*= 525, df= 3 (F=0.18); F= 43%

Testfor overall effect Z=14.51 (P = 0.00001)

Total (95% CI) 297 309 100.0% 1.95[1.69, 2.22] L 3

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; Chi*= 525, df= 3 (P = 0.15); F= 43% 52 51 b 15 é
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Abstract

Introduction: Prolonged labor stages can have serious consequences for both mother
and infant. Positive effects and encouraging results of nipple stimulation on the
duration of labor have been observed in some studies. This study was performed with
aim to determine the effects of breast stimulation on the duration of labor (primary
outcome) and Apgar score and method of delivery (secondary outcomes).

Methods: This systematic review and meta-analysis was conducted according to the
PRISMA guidelines. A search of published Persian and English texts without time
restrictions up to July 2023 was performed in reputable databases including Scopus,
Web of Science, Google Scholar, PubMed, and the SID Persian database with English
keywords of Stimulation, Physical stimulation, Labor progress, Labor stage, Duration
of labor, Breast, Nipple, and Labor, as well as their equivalent Persian keywords. Two
authors independently assessed the quality of the articles using the Cochrane Risk of
Bias tool and ROBINS-I tool, and the meta-analysis was conducted using RevMan
software (version 5.3).

Results: Out of 307 identified studies, 10 articles met the inclusion criteria. According
to the subgroup analysis based on the control group, nipple stimulation compared to no
intervention significantly reduced the duration of the first stage of labor (4 studies,
mean difference: -2.66; 95% confidence interval: -1.70 to -3.61; p<0.001) and the
second stage of labor (3 studies, mean difference: -8.22; 95% confidence interval: -
3.62 to -12.83; p<0.001).

Conclusion: Although breast stimulation compared to no intervention may reduce the
duration of labor, due to the limited studies in this area, further high-quality studies are
needed before recommending its use.
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